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PREFACE 


This microfiche suppiement to Foreign Relations of 
the United States, 1955-1957, Volume III, China, 
presents documents concerning the ambassadorial talks 
between representatives of the United States and the 
People's Republic of China held in Geneva from August 
1955 through December 1957. It includes all the reports 
and comments on the meetings from Ambassador U. 
Alexis Johnson, the U.S. representative at the talks, 
instructions sent to him by the Department, related 
messages exchanged between Geneva and the 
Department, and a series of official-informal letters 
between Johnson and the Director of the Office of 
Chinese Affairs. The documents are arranged in 
chronological order. 


Most of the documents are in the Department of 
State central files, chiefly the 611.93 file, which includes 
almost all the documentation directly related to the 
talks. The official-informal letters are in the Geneva 
Talks Files, Lot 72 D 415, which consists of files relating 
to the ambassadorial talks at Geneva and Warsaw for 
the years 1955-1968. These files were maintained by 
the Office of Chinese Affairs, which had responsibility 
for drafting and coordinating the clearance of the 
Department’s instructions to Ambassador Johnson. 


A smal! proportion of the documents presented in 
this supplement and additional aocuments relating to 
the ambassadorial talks, including some from the 
Dwight D. Eisenhower Library, are printed in Foreign 
Relations, 1955-1957, Volumes II and III. The 
diplomatic exchanges which led to the initiation of the 
talks are documented in Volume II. Conversations with 
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leaders or diplomatic representatives of other 
governments concerning the talks are documented in 
Volume III. The documents included both in Volume III 
and in the supplement consist primarily of the brief, 
summary reports which Johnson sent to the Department 
immediately after each meeting in advance of his 
detailed reports, which are presented in the supplement. 


The documents in the supplement were declassified 
by the Department of State’s Classification/Declassi- 
fication Center, which reviewed them according to the 
guidelines and procedures by which it customarily 
reviews documents selected for publication in the 
printed volumes of ihe Foreign Relations series. The 
Center reviews the documents, makes declassification 
decisions, and obtains the clearance of geographic and 
functional bureaus of the Department of State and other 
appropriate agencies of the government. In coordi- 
nation with the geographic bureaus of the Department 
of State, the Center also conducts communications with 
foreign governments regarding documents or 
information of those governments proposed for 
publication in the series. Documents which were 
declassified with excisions appear in the supplement 
with the excised portions indicated by ellipses. 


The supplement was prepared in the Office of the 
Historian under the supervision of General Editor John 
P. Glennon and David W. Mabon. Harriet D. Schwar 
selected the documents and prepared the introduction. 
Rosa D. Pace prepared the list of documents and the list 
of persons. 


William Z. Slany 
The Historian 
Bureau of Public Affairs 








gn Relations 


of the United States 


Declassified for Publication in Forei 





CONTENTS 
OF GUIDE TO SUPPLEMENT 


List of Meetings ...........ccccccccccccsecccees 
List Of POrBOMS ...ccccccccccccccccccscccccccces 








wev EGoost tea FOr FUDIICation In Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


INTRODUCTION 


Ambassadorial talks between representatives of the 
United States and the People’s Republic of China were 
held in Geneva from August 1955 through December 
1957 and in Warsaw from September 1958 through 
February 1970. The 73 meetings in Geneva constituted 
more than half the entire series of 136 meetings, which 
provided a direct channel of communication between the 
two countries at a time when they did not have diploma- 
tic relations. The participants in the Geneva discus- 
sions were U. Alexis Johnson, United States Ambas- 
sador to Czechoslovakia, and Wang Bingnan (Wang 
Ping-nan), Chinese Ambassador to Poland. 


Background of the Ambassadorial Talks 


Ambassadors Johnson and Wang represented their 
respective governme. .‘s in direct talks held during the 
Geneva Conference of 1954 concerning U.S. nationals 
imprisoned in China and U.S. restrictions on certain 
Chinese nationals in the United States. The 1954 dis- 
cussions were precursors of the later ambassadorial 
talks, although they were more limited in scope. These 
conversations, as well as subsequent meetings on the 
same subjects between U.S. and Chinese consular repre- 
sentatives at Geneva, are documented in Foreign 
Relations, 1952-1954, Volume XIV, and 1955-1957, 
Volume II. 

U.S. concern with the problem of Americans 
imprisoned in China increased in November 1954, when 
a Chinese military tribunal sentenced 13 Americans to 
prison on charges of espionage. They included 11 Air 
Force personnel shot down in 1952 while flying a 
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mission for the United Nations Command over North 
Korea. At the request of the United Nations General 
Assembly, Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjéld 
visited Beijing in January 1955 in a vain effort to obtain 
the release of the 11 airmen. They were freed on 

July 31, 1955, on the eve of the opening of the 
ambassadorial talks. 


The Taiwan Strait crisis, which had been simmering 
since September 1954, intensified in early 1955 when 
Beijing increased pressure on the Nationalist-held 
offshore islands. ‘On January 29, 1955, Congress passed 
a Joint Resolution (the “Formosa Resolution”) ~ 
authorizing the President to use U.S. forces to protect 
Taiwan, the Pescadores, and related positions against 
armed attack. In February, the Nationalists evacuated 
the northernmost of the disputed offshore islands with 
U.S. assistance. Nevertheless, tension remained high. 


The continuing crisis led to diplomatic efforts to 
open a channel of communication between Washington 
and Beijing. Chinese Premier Zhou Enlai (Chou En-lai) 
stated at Bandung on April 23, 1955, that the Chinese 
Government was willing to “enter into negotiations 
with the United States Government to discuss the 
question of relaxing tension in the Far East and 
especially in the Taiwan area.” On July 11, the United 
States sent a message to Premier Zhou through the 
British Chargé in Beijing pri. posing that the consular- 
level talks in Geneva be raised to the ambassadorial 
level and enlarged in scope. After further exchanges, 
the following announcement was released on July 25 in 
Washington and Beijing: 


“As a result of communication between the United 
States and the People’s Republic of China through 
the diplomatic channels of the United Kingdom, it 
has been agreed that the talks held in the last year 
between consular representatives of both sides at 
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Geneva should be conducted on ambassadorial level 
in order to aid in settling the matter of repatriation 
of civilians who desire to return to their respective 
countries and to facilitate further discussions and 
settlement of certain other practical matters now at 
issue between both sides. The first meeting of 
ambassadorial representatives of both sides will 
take place on August 1, 1955, at Geneva.” 


The Geneva Talks 


Secretary of State John Foster Dulles set forth his 
general instructions for the ambassadorial talks in a 
letter of July 29, 1955, to Ambassador Johnson. 
President Dwight D. Eisenhower approved the draft 
instructions at a meeting with the Ambassador and the 
Secretary that day. Ambassador Johnson described his 
recollections of the meeting with the President and of a 
meeting between himself and Secretary Dulles at which 
they discussed his instructions in The Right Hand of 
Power (Englewood Cliffs, N. J.: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 
1984), pp. 238-240. According to Johnson, the Secretary 
indicated that he should try to keep the talks going as 
long as possible. Although this instruction is not in the 
letter, other documents in the supplement refer to it. 


Between August 1955 and December 1957, Johnson 
and Wang held 73 formal meetings. They also met twice 
on an informal, private basis over dinner in August 
1955. The supplement includes Johnson’s reports of 
these meetings. Because Secretary Dulles took a great 
interest in the talks, especially in the early stages, and 
requested detailed reports, Johnson sent a brief 
summary telegram followed by a long, detailed report 
after each meeting. As the documents in the 
supplement show, many of the instructions sent to 
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Johnson bear Dulles’ signature or initials, indicating 
that he had drafted or approved them. 


In the initial stage of the talks, Johnson and Wang 
negotiated an agreed announcement on the repatriation 
of civilians which was issued on September 10, 1955. 
During the next few months, they held extensive 
discussions of a possible mutual renunciation of force 
but did not reach agreement. In mid-1956, the two 
Ambassadors turned to other topics, including the 
possible relaxation of trade restrictions, exchange of 
journalists, or other bilateral contacts, again without 
reaching agreement. Meanwhile, they continued to 
discuss the problem of implementation of the agreed 
announcement. 





of the United States 


By 1957, the discussions had become repetitive and 
unproductive. The frequency of the meetings, initially 
held two or three times a week but soon cut back to a 
weekly schedule, was reduced to once a month. In late 
1957, the Department decided to shift Johnson to the 
Embassy in Bangkok and to lower the level of the 
Geneva talks. The Chinese did not accept the U.S. 
proposal to continue the discussions at a lower level, and 
after Johnson and Wang held their last meeting in 
Geneva in December 1957, the talks lapsed until they 
were renewed in Warsaw ir. September 1958. 
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The ambassadorial talks in Warsaw will be 
documented in forthcoming volumes and supplements to 
the Foreign Relations series. 
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LIST OF MEETINGS 
Date Number Date 

August 1, 1955 24 November 3, 1955 
August 2, 1955 25 November 10, 1955 
August 4, 1955 26 November 17, 1955 
August 8, 1955 27 November 23, 1955 
August 11, 1955 28 December 1, 1955 
August 13, 1955 29 December 8, 1955 
August 16, 1955 30 December 15, 1955 
August 18, 1955 31 December 22, 1955 
August 20, 1955 32 January 12, 1956 
August 22, 1955* 33 January 19, 1956 
August 23, 1955 34 January 25, 1956 
August 25, 1955 35 February 4, 1956 
August 28, 1955° 36 February 9, 1956 
August 31, 1955 37 February 18, 1956 
September 6, 1955 38 February 24, 1956 
September 10, 1955 39 March 1, 1956 
September 14, 1955 40 March 8, 1956 
September 20, 1955 41 March 22, 1956 
September 23, 1955 42 March 29, 1956 
September 28, 1955 43 April 9, 1956 
October 5, 1955 44 April 19, 1956 
October 8, 1955 45 April 26, 1956 
October 14, 1955 46 May 11, 1956 
October 20, 1955 47 May 17, 1956 
October 27, 1955 48 May 24, 1956 
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6 List of Meetings 
Number Date Nuraber Date 
49 May 31, 1956 62 November 30, 1956 
50 June 8, 1956 63 December 13, 1956 
51 June 21, 1956 64 January 19, 1957 
52 June 28, 1956 65 February 14, 1957 
53 July 10, 1956 66 March 14, 1957 
54 July 26, 1956 67 May 15, 1957 
55 August 9, 1956 68 July 11, 1957 
56 August 21, 1956 69 August 8, 1957 
57 September 7, 1956 70 September 12, 1957 
58 September 22, 1956 71 October 10, 1957 
59 October 4, 1956 72 November 14, 1957 
60 October 18, 1956 73 December 12, 1957 
61 November 15, 1956 


* Ambassadors Johnson and Wang met privately and 
informally on August 22 and 28, 1955, with only their interpreters 


present. 
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LIST OF PERSONS 


Editor’s Note - This list is designed to provide ready reference 
for identification of persons mentioned frequently in the 
supplement and on the document list. Identification of the 
persons on the list is limited to positions and circumstances 
relating to the ambassadorial talks and is confined to the 
years 1955-1957. All titles and positions are American unless 
otherwise indicated. Where no dates are given, the individual 
held the position throughout the period covered by the 
supplement. Chinese names are spelled according to 
contemporary usage. 


Adams, Sherman, Assistant to the President. 


Barnes, Robert G., Director, Executive Secretariat, Deoartment of 
State, August 1955-March 1956. 


Bunker, Ellsworth, President of the American Nationa! Red Cross 
through 1956. 


Chou En-lai, Premier and Foreign Minister of the People’s Republic of 
China. 


Clough, Ralph N., Deputy Director of the Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Department of State, July 1955-June 1957; adviser to the U.S. 
representative in the ambassadorial talks, August-September 1955; 
after June 1957, Director of the Office of Chinese Affairs. 


Colm, Peter W., Intelligence Research Analyst, Office of Intelligence 
Research, Division of Research for Far East, Department of State; 
adviser to the U.S. representative in the ambassadoria! talks, 
October-December 1955. 


Dulles, John Foster, Secretary of State. 


Ekvall, Lieutenant Colonel Robert B., U.S. Army, interpreter for 
the U.S. representative in the ambassadorial talks, August 
1955-December 1957. 


Erskine, General Graves B., USMC (retired), Assistant to the 
Secretary of Defense, Special Operations. 
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Forman, Douglas N., Office of Chinese Affairs from June 1955; 
adviser to the U.S. representative in the ambassadorial talks, August- 
November 1955. 


Freers, Edward L., Director, Office of Eastern European Affair: 
Department of State, from July 1956. 


George, Senator Walter F., Democratic Senator from Georgia and 
Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee to 
January 1957. 


Gowen, Franklin C., Consul General! in Geneva and US. 
Representative, International Organizations. 


Hagerty, James C., Press Secretary to the President. 


Hill, Robert C., Assistant Secretary of State for Congressional 
Relations, March 1956-—May 1957. 


Hoover, Herbert, Jr., Under Secretary of State to February 1957. 


Johnson, U. Alexis, Ambassador to Czechoslovakia to 
December 1957; U.S. epresentative in ambassadorial talks with the 
People’s Republic of China, August 1955—-December 1957. 


Koo, V.K. Wellington, Ambassador of the Republic of China to the 
United States to May 1956. 


Lindbeck, John M.H., Public Affairs Officer, Bureau of Far Eastern 
Affairs, Department of State. 


Martin, Edwin W., Deputy Director of the Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Department of State, to July 1955; National War College, 

August 1955—July 1956; thereafter, First Secretary at the Embassy in 
London; adviser to the U.S. representative in the ambassadorial talks, 
August 1955 and June-December 1957; designated U.S. 
representative in the ambassadorial talks, December 1957. 


McConaughy, Walter P., Director of the Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Department of State, to May 1957. 


Moorman, Brigadier General P.M., U.S. Army Attaché at the 
Embassy in Paris from September 1955. ; 


Murphy, Robert D., Deputy Under Secretary of State for Political 
Affairs. 

O’Neill, Con, British Chargé in the People’s Republic of China, June 
1955-October 1957. 
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Osborn, David L., Officer in Charge of Political Affairs, Office of 
Chinese Affairs, Department of State, March 1955-December 1955; 
adviser to the U.S. representative in the ambassadorial talks and 
Consul in Geneva, December 1955-—March 1957; thereafter, with the 
Office of Chinese Affairs. 


Phieger, Herman, Legal Adviser of the Department of State to April 
1957. 


Richards, James P., Democratic Representative from South Carolina 
and Chairman of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs to 
January 1957. 


Robertson, Walter S., Assistant Secretary of State for Far Eastern 
Affairs. 


Sebald, William J., Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for Far 
Eastern Affairs to March 1957. 


Wang Ping-nan, Assistant Minister of Foreign Affairs of the People’s 
Republic of China to March 1955; thereafter, Ambassador to Poland; 
representative of the People’s Republic of China in ambassadorial 
talks with the United States from August 1955. 











NOTICE OF DECLASSIFICATION 


All the documents in this supplement were 
declassified by the Classification/Declassification 
Center of the Department of State, which reviewed them 
according to the guidelines and procedures by which it 
customarily reviews documents selected for publication 
in the printed volumes of the Foreign Relations series. 
These procedures include inspection of pertinent 
materials by al! appropriate agencies of the United 
States Governinent. Documents which were declassified 
with excisions appear in the supplement without the 
excised material. 
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LIST OF DOCUMENTS 
Date Document Fiche/Frame 
7/29/55 Letter from Dulles to Johnson xx/xx 
7/29/55 Telegram 312 to Geneva 
7/31/55 Telegram 227 from Geneva 
8/1/55 Telegram 231 from Geneva 
8/1/55 Telegram 232 from Geneva 
8/1/55 Telegram 238 from Geneva 
8/1/55 Telegram 239 from Geneva 
8/1/55 Telegram 240 from Geneva 
8/1/55 Telegram 330 to Geneva 
8/2/55 Telegram 242 from Geneva 
8/2/55 Telegram 243 from Geneva 
8/2/55 Telegram 244 from Geneva 
8/2/55 Telegram 246 from Geneva 
8/2/55 Telegram 248 from Geneva 
8/2/55 Telegram 249 from Geneva 
8/2/55 Telegram 250 from Geneva 
8/2/55 Telegram 255 from Geneva 
8/2/55 Telegram 341 to Geneva 
8/3/55 Telegram 257 from Geneva 
8/3/55 Telegram 358 to Geneva 
8/3/55 Telegram 359 to Geneva 
8/3/55 Telegram 360 to Geneva 
8/4/55 Telegram 310 from Geneva 
8/4/55 Telegram 314 from Geneva 
8/4/55 Telegram 315 from Geneva 
8/4/55 Telegram 368 to Geneva 
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14 List of Documents 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
27 8/4/55 Telegram 373 to Geneva 
28 8/5/55 Telegram 317 from Geneva 
29 8/5/55 Telegram 320 from Geneva 
30 8/5/55 Telegram 321 from Geneva 
31 8/5/55 Telegram 328 from Geneva 
32 8/5/55 Telegram 384 to Geneva 
33 8/5/85 Telegram 389 to Geneva 
34 8/5/55 Telegram 391 to Geneva 
35 8/6/55 Telegram 333 from Geneva 
36 8/6/55 Telegram 334 from Geneva 
37 8/6/55 Telegram 398 to Geneva 
38 8/6/55 Telegram 399 to Geneva 
39 8/6/55 Telegram 400 to Geneva 
40 8/7/55 Telegram 335 from Geneva 
41 8/8/55 Telegram 345 from Geneva 
42 8/8/55 Telegram 346 from Geneva 
43 8/8/55 Telegram 347 from Geneva 
44 8/8/55 Telegram 354 from Geneva 
45 8/8/55 Telegram 356 from Geneva 
46 8/8/55 Telegram 357 from Geneva 
47 8/8/55 Letter from McConaughy 
to Johnson 

48 8/9/55 Telegram 362 from Geneva 

49 8/9/55 Telegram 364 from Geneva 

50 8/9/55 Telegram 369 from Geneva 

51 8/9/55 Telegram 428 to Geneva 

52 8/9/55 Telegram 429 to Geneva 

53 8/9/55 Despatch No. 2 from Geneva 
Enclosure: Johnson remarks, 
8/4/55 

54 8/9/55 Memorandum of Conversation, 
Koo and Robertson 

55 8/10/55 Telegram 389 from Geneva 
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No. Date Document 

56 8/10/55 Telegram 439 to Geneva 
57 8/10/55 Telegram 440 to Geneva 
58 8/10/55 Telegram 441 to Geneva 


59 8/10/55 _— Letter 2 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


60 8/10/55 Letter from Johnson to 
McConaughy 


61 8/11/55 Telegram 401 from Geneva 
62 8/11/55 Telegram 402 from Geneva 
63 8/11/55 Telegram 403 from Geneva 
64 8/11/55 Telegram 412 from Geneva 
65 8/11/55 Telegram 417 from Geneva 
66 8/11/55 Telegram 418 from Geneva 
67 8/11/55 Telegram 466 to Geneva 


68 8/11/55 _—Letter from Johnson to 
McConaughy 


69 8/12/55 Telegram 425 from Geneva 
70 8/12/55 Telegram 426 from Geneva 
71 8/12/55 Telegram 428 from Geneva 
72 8/12/55 Telegram 429 from Geneva 
73 8/12/55 Telegram 470 to Geneva 
74 8/12/55 Telegram 478 to Geneva 
75 8/12/55 _—_ Letter 3 from Johnson to 


McConaughy 

76 8/12/55 Letter from McConaughy 
to Johnson 

717 8/12/55 Telegram 448 from Geneva 


[8/13/55] 
78 8/13/55 Telegram 452 from Geneva 
79 8/13/55 Telegram 457 from Geneva 
80 8/13/55 Telegram 458 from Geneva 
81 8/13/55 Telegram 492 to Geneva 
82 8/14/55 Telegram 495 to Geneva 
83 8/15/55 Telegram 463 from Geneva 


Fiche/Frame 
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16 Lisi of Documents 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
84 8/15/55 Telegram 464 from Geneva 
85 8/15/55 Telegram 112 from USUN 
86 8/15/55 Telegram 496 to Geneva 
87 8/15/55 Telegram 361 to New Delhi 
88 8/15/55 Letter from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
89 8/16/55 Telegram 485 from Geneva 
90 8/16/55 Telegram 490 from Geneva 
91 8/16/55 Telegram 499 from Geneva 
92 8/16/55 Telegram 500 from Geneva 
93 8/16/55 Telegram 523 to Geneva 
94 8/16/55 Telegram 526 to Geneva 
95 8/17/55 Telegram 504 from Geneva 
96 8/17/55 Telegram 516 from Geneva 
97 8/17/55 Telegram 541 to Geneva 
98 8/17/55 Telegram 542 to Geneva 
99 8/17/55 Letter from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
100 8/18/55 Telegram 520 from Geneva 
101 8/18/55 Telegram 537 from Geneva 
102 8/18/55 Telegram 538 from Geneva 
103 8/18/55 Telegram 540 from Geneva 
104 8/18/55 Telegram 543 from Geneva 
105 8/18/55 Telegram 562 to Geneva 
106 8/19/55 Telegram 545 from Geneva 
107 8/19/55 Telegram 547 from Geneva 
108 8/19/55 Telegram 551 from Geneva 
109 8/19/55 Telegram 569 to Geneva 
110 8/19/55 Telegram 582 to Geneva 
111 8/19/55 Letter 4 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
112 8/19/85 Letter 6 from McConaughy 


to Johnson 
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List of Documents 17 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
113 8/20/55 Telegrain 560 from Geneva 
114 8/20/55 Telegram 563 from Geneva 
115 8/20/55 Telegram 564 from Geneva 
116 8/20/55 Telegram 566 from Geneva 
117 8/21/55 Telegram 598 to Geneva 
118 98/21/55 Telegram 599 to Geneva 
119 8/22/55 Telegram 571 from Geneva 
120 8/22/55 Telegram 02 to Geneva 
121 8/22/55 Telegram 603 to Geneva 
122 8/22/55 Letter 8 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
123 8/23/55 Telegram 585 from Geneva 
124 8/23/55 Telegram 586 from Geneva 
125 8/23/55 Telegram 589 from Geneva 
126 8/23/55 Telegram 594 from Geneva 
127 8/23/55 Telegram 616 to Geneva 
128 8/24/55 Telegram 599 from Geneva 
129 8/24/55 Telegram 607 from Geneva 
130 8/24/5& Telegram 622 to Geneva 
131 8/24/55 Telegram 627 to Geneva 
132 8/24/55 Letter 5 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
133 8/25/55 Memorandum from Dulles 
to Phleger 
134 8/25/55 Telegram 616 from Geneva 
135 8/25/55 Telegram 617 from Geneva 
136 8/25/55 Telegram 623 from Geneva 
137 8/25/55 Telegram 624 from Geneva 
138 8/25/55 Telegram 625 from Geneva 
139 8/25/55 Telegram 92 to USUN 
140 8/25/55 Telegram 633 to Geneva 
141 8/26/55 Telegram 628 from Geneva 
142 8/26/55 Telegram 630 from Geneva 


w~ 
Cc 
°o 
rf 
» 
cs 
| eed 
c<B) 
~ 
Cc 
mo 
rf 
wy 
. w 
o WwW 
i. + 
co 
c- 
mY 
co 
o Ww 
om 4 
- -r 
co c 
Vv > 
f~ 
om @Y 
ff & 
Pe 
a 
ye 
S © 
oO 
y 
wo 
ce) 
~- 
qe 
_ 
W 
”) 
fs] 
eed 
YU 
8) 
| 











18 List of Documents 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
143 8/26/55 Telegram 631 from Geneva 
144 8/26/55 Memorandum of Conversation, 

Koo and Sebald 
145 8/26/55 Letter 9 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
146 8/29/55 Telegram 642 from Geneva 
147 8/29/55 Telegram 654 to Geneva 
148 8/29/55 Letter 10 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
149 8/30/55 Telegram 651 from Geneva 
150 8/30/55 Telegram 658 to Geneva 
151 8/31/55 Telegram 657 from Geneva 
152 8/31/55 Telegram 658 from Geneva 
153 8/31/55 Telegram 659 from Geneva 
154 8/31/55 Telegram 661 from Geneva 
155 8/31/55 Letter 6 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
156 9/1/55 Letter from Clough to 
McConaughy 
Enclosure: Johnson remarks, 
8/31/55 

157 9/2/55 Telegram 677 to Geneva 
158 9/2/55 Telegram 678 to Geneva 
159 9/2/55 Letter 11 from McConaughy 

to Johnson 

160 9/3/55 Telegram 672 from Geneva 
161 9/3/55 Telegram 682 to Geneva 
162 9/4/55 Telegram 673 from Geneva 
163 9/5/55 Telegram 685 to Geneva 
164 9/6/55 Telegram 678 from Geneva 
165 9/6/55 Telegram 682 from Geneva 
166 9/6/55 Telegram 684 from Geneva 
167 9/6/55 Telegram 687 from Geneva 
168 9/7/55 Telegram 693 t. Geneva 








List of Documents 19 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
169 9/7/55 Letter 7 from Johnson to 

McConaughy 


170 9/8/55 Telegram 691 from Geneva 
171 9/8/55 Telegram 694 to Geneva 
172 9/8/55 Telegram 695 to Geneva 
173 9/8/55 Telegram 696 to Geneva 
174 9/8/55 Telegram 555 to New Delhi 
175 9/9/55 Telegram 700 from Geneva 


176 9/9/55 Telegram unnumbered to 
Hagerty in Denver 


177 3=©9/9/55 Telegram 705 to Geneva 


178 9/9/55 Letter 12 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


179 9/10/55 Telegram 708 from Geneva 
180 9/10/55 Telegram 709 from Geneva 
181 9/12/55 Telegram 715 from Geneva 
182 9/12/55 Circular Telegram 163 


183 9/12/55 Letter 13 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


184 9/13/55 Telegram 713 to Geneva 
185 9/13/55 Telegram 717 to Geneva 
186 9/13/55 Telegram 718 to Geneva 
187 9/14/55 Telegram 722 from Geneva 
188 9/14/55 Telegram 724 from Geneva 
189 9/14/55 Telegram 725 from Geneva 
190 9/14/55 Telegram 726 from Geneva 
191 9/15/55 Telegram 729 from Geneva 
192 9/15/55 Telegram 732 from Geneva 
193 9/15/55 Telegram 728 to Geneva 


194 9/15/55 Letter 8 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 


195 9/6/55 Telegram 733 from Geneva 
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20 List of Documents 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
196 9/16/55 Letter 14 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
197 9/17/55 Telegram 739 from Geneva 
198 9/17/55 Telegram 740 from Geneva 
199 9/19/55 Telegram 743 to Geneva 
200 9/19/55 Telegram 745 to Geneva 
201 9/19/55 Telegram 750 to Geneva 
202 9/19/55 Telegram 751 to Geneva 
203 9/19/55 Telegram 752 to Geneva 
204 9/20/55 Telegram 744 from Geneva 
205 9/20/55 Telegram 745 from Geneva 
206 9/20/55 Teiegram 1119 from London 
207 9/20/55 Telegram 747 from Geneva 
208 9/20/55 Telegram 748 from Geneva 
209 9/20/55 Telegram 750 from Geneva 
210 9/20/55 Telegram 751 from Geneva 
211 9/21/55 Telegram 752 from Geneva 
212 9/21/55 Telegram 753 from Geneva 
213 = 9/21/55 ~—s Telegram 758 from Geneva 
214 9/21/55 Telegram 761 to Geneva 
215 $ 9/21/55 Memorandum of Conversation, 
George and Robertson 
216 9/21/55 Despatch 5 from Geneva 
Enclosure: Letter from Wang 
to Johnson, 9/16/55 
217 9/22/55 Telegram 760 from Geneva 
218 9/22/66 Telegram 764 to Geneva 
219 9/22/55 Telegram 766 to Geneva 
220 9/22/55 Telegram 1624 to London 
221 9/22/55 Telegram 1625 to London 
222 9/22/55 Memorandum of Conversation, 


Richards and Robertson 
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List of Documents 21 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
223 = 9/22/55 _~—Ss Letter 9 fromm Johnson to 

McConaughy 
224 9/23/55 Telegram 767 from Geneva 
225 9/23/55 Telegram 768 from Geneva 
226 9/23/55 Telegram 770 from Geneva 
227 9/23/55 Telegram 772 from Geneva 
228 9/23/55 Telegram 773 from Geneva 

229 9/23/55 Telegram 776 to Geneva 
230 9/23/55 Telegram 777 to Geneva 
231 9/23/55 Telegram USITO 51 to Geneva 
232 9/23/55 Memorandum from Robertson 

to Dulles 

233 9/23/55 Letter 15 from McConaughy 

to Johnson 

234 9/26/55 Telegram 775 from Geneva 
235 9/26/55 Telegram 777 from Geneva 
236 €«=©9/26/55 Telegram 4 from USUN to 

Geneva 
(Telegram Dulte 1 from USUN) 

237 9/27/55 Telegram 779 from Geneva 
238 #|$9/27/55 Telegram 780 from Geneva 
239 9/27/55 Telegram 784 from Geneva 
240 9/27/55 Telegram Dulte 3 from USUN 
241 9/27/55 Telegram 789 to Geneva 
242 9/27/55 Telegram 790 to Geneva 
243 9/27/55 Telegram 797 to Geneva 
244 9/27/55 Telegram 798 to Geneva 
245 9/28/55 Telegram 790 from Geneva 
246 9/28/55 Telegram 79. from Geneva 
247 9/28/55 Telegram 793 from Geneva 
248 #9/28/55 Telegram 794 from Geneva 
249 9/28/55 Telegram 795 from Geneva 

250 9/28/55 Telegram 796 from Geneva 
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22 List of Documents 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
251 9/28/55 Telegram 797 from Geneva 
252 9/28/55 Telegram 798 from Geneva 
253 «=9/29/55 _—— Letter from Clough to 

McConaughy 
254 9/30/55 Telegram 86 to Prague 
255 9/30/55 Telegram 809 to Geneva 
256 9/30/55 Letter 16 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
257 10/1/55 Telegram 819 to Geneva 
258 10/3/55 Telegram 823 to Geneva 
259 10/3/55 Telegram 824 to Geneva 
260 10/3/55 _— Letter 17 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
261 10/4/55 Telegram 804 from Geneva 
262 10/4/55 Despatch 7 from Geneva 
Enclosure: Comparison 
of texts 
263 10/5/55 Telegram 811 from Geneva 
264 10/5/55 Telegram 815 from Geneva 
265 10/5/55 #£=Telegram 817 from Geneva 
266 10/5/55 Telegram 818 from Geneva 
267 10/5/55 Telegram 819 from Geneva 
268 10/6/55 Telegram 834 to Geneva 
269 10/6/55 Telegram 838 to Geneva 
270 10/6/55 _— Letter 11 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
271 10/7/55 Telegram 841 to Geneva 
272 10/7/55 Telegram 847 to Geneva 
273 10/7/55 Telegram 852 to Geneva 
274 #10/8/55 Telegram 833 from Geneva 
275 10/8/55 Telegram 835 from Geneva 
276 10/8/55 Telegram 836 from Geneva 
277 10/8/55 Telegram 837 from Geneva 
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List of Documents 23 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
278 10/10/55 Letter 18 from McConaughy 

to Johnson 
279 10/11/55 Telegram 865 to Geneva 
280 10/12/55 Telegram 870 to Geneva 
281 10/13/55 Telegram 855 from Geneva 
282 10/13/55 Telegram 856 from Geneva 
283 10/13/55 Letter 12 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
284 1014/55 Telegram 864 from Geneva 
285 10/14/55 Telegram 865 from Geneva 
286 10/14/55 Telegram 867 from Geneva 
287 10/14/55 Telegram 869 from Geneva 
288 10/14/55 Telegram 871 from Geneva 
289 10/14/55 Telegram 872 from Geneva 
290 10/14/55 Telegram 886 to Geneva 
291 10/14/55 Letter 19 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
292 1017/55 Telegram 900 to Geneva 
293 10/17/55 Letter 20 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
294 10/18/55 Telegram 914 to Geneva 
295 10/18/55 Telegram 915 to Geneva 
296 10/19/55 Telegram 896 from Geneva 
297 10/19/55 Telegram 931 to Geneva 

298 10/19/55 Telegram 934 to Geneva 

299 10/19/55 Letter 13 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

300 10/19/55 Letter from Robertson to 
Erskine 

301 10/20/55 Telegram 910 from Geneva 

302 10/20/55 Telegram 915 from Geneva 

303 10/20/55 Telegram 921 from Geneva 
304 10/20/55 Telegram 922 from Geneva 
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24 List of Documents 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
305 10/21/55 Telegram 924 from Geneva 
306 10/21/55 Telegram 966 to Geneva 
307 10/21/55 Letter 14 from Johnson to 

McConaughy 
308 10/21/55 Letter 21 from McCvnaughy 
to Johnsen 
309 10/24/55 Telegram 980 to Geneva 
310 10/24/55 Telegram Tedul 8 to Paris 
311 10/25/55 Telegram 957 from Geneva 
Attachments: 
Note to Barnes, 10/26/55; 
note from Barnes to Murphy, 
10/25/55 
312 10/25/55 Telegram 989 to Geneva 
313 10/25/55 Telegram 996 to Geneva 
314 10/26/55 Telegram 962 from Geneva 
315 10/26/55 Telegram Dulte 12 from Geneva 
316 10/26/55 Telegram 1003 to Geneva 
317 10/26/55 Telegram 1013 to Geneva 
318 10/27/55 Telegram 968 from Geneva 
319 10/27/55 Telegram 970 from Geneva 
320 10/27/55 Telegram 977 from Geneva 
321 10/28/55 Telegram 994 from Geneva 
322 10/28/55 Letter 15 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
323 10/29/55 Telegram 999 from Geneva 
324 10/29/55 Telegram 1053 to Geneva 
325 10/29/55 Telegram Tedul 28 to Geneva 
326 10/29/55 Letter 22 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
327 10/31/55 Telegram Dulte 34 from Geneva 
328 10/31/55 Telegram 1064 to Geneva 
329 10/31/55 Telegram Tedui 42 to Geneva 
330 11/1/55 Telegram 1027 from Geneva 
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List of Documents 25 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
331 11/1/55 Telegram to Geneva 1079 
332 11/1/55 _—_— Letter 16 from Johnson to 

McConaughy 
333 11/2/55 Telegram 1033 from Geneva 
334 11/2/55 Telegram 1036 from Geneva 
335 11/2/55 Letter 23 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
336 11/3/55 Telegram 1044 from Geneva 
337 11/3/55 Telegram 1048 from Geneva 
338 11/3/55 Telegram 1054 from Geneva 
339 =—.:111/3/55_~—Ss Telegram 1056 from Geneva 
340 11/4/55 Telegram 1061 from Geneva 
341 11/4/55 _— Letter 17 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
Attachment: Note from 
Robertson to Sebald 
342 11/4/55 _— Letter from Sebald to Johnson 
343 11/4/55 _— Letter 24 from Clough to 
Johnson 
344 11/5/55 Telegram 1136 to Geneva 
345 11/5/55 Telegram 1140 to Geneva 
346 11/7/55 Telegram 161 from Prague 
347 11/7/55 Telegram 2561 to London 
348 11/7/55 Telegram 1143 to Geneva 
349 11/8/55 Telegram 1096 from Geneva 
350 11/8/55 Telegram 1097 from Geneva 
351 11/8/55 Telegram 1099 from Geneva 
352 11/8/55 Telegram 1101 from Geneva 
353 11/8/55 Telegram 1152 to Geneva 
354 11/8/55 Telegram 1162 to Geneva 
355 11/8/55 Letter 25 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


Enclosure: Message from 
O'Neill, 11/4/55 


v4) 
a 
© 
ere 
=) 
co 
Ww 
"4 
— 
om 
rr” 
eB) 
. Ww 
oOo WwW 
in 
co 
cH 
a 2) 
co 
Oo Ww 
mn + 
> 
Ss <= 
UO => 
oa 
— @ 
Qa = 
>} 
1. 
ye 
. © 
2) 
S 
~) 
v 
= 
f} 
fy 
=} 
) 
y 
> 








26 List of Documents 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
356 11/9/55 Telegram 1108 from Geneva 
357 11/9/55 Telegram 1110 from Geneva 
358 11/9/55 Telegram 1183 to Geneva 
359 11/9/55 _— Letter from Clough to Forman 
360 11/10/55 Telegram 1115 from Geneva 
361 11/10/55 Telegram 1116 from Geneva 
362 11/10/55 Telegram 1122 from Geneva 
363 11/10/55 Telegram 1125 from Geneva 
364 11/10/55 Telegram 1126 from Geneva 
365 11/10/55 Telegram 1132 from Geneva 
366 11/10/55 Telegram 1133 from Geneva 
367 11/10/55 Telegram 1135 from Geneva 
368 11/11/55 Telegram 1140 from Geneva 
369 11/11/55 Telegram 1141 from Geneva 
370 11/11/55 Letter from Johnson to Sebald 
371 11/12/55 Telegram 1219 to Geneva 
372 11/15/55 Telegram 1247 to Geneva 
373 11/16/55 Telegram 1186 from Geneva 
374 11/17/55 Telegram 1192 from Geneva 
375 11/17/55 Telegram 1197 from Geneva 
376 11/17/55 Telegram 1272 to Geneva 
377 1/18/55 Telegram 1203 from Geneva 
378 11/18/55 Letter 26 from McConaughy 

to Johnson 
379 11/19/55 Telegram 1281 to Geneva 
380 11/21/55 Telegram 1210 from Geneva 
381 11/21/55 Telegram 1289 to Geneva 
382 11/23/55 Telegram 1212 from Geneva 
383 11/23/55 Telegram 1214 from Geneva 
384 11/23/55 Telegram 1215 from Geneva 
385 11/23/55 Telegram 1216 from Geneva 
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List of Documents 27 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
386 11/23/55 Letter 18 from Johnson to 

McConaughy 
387 11/29/55 Telegram 1326 to Geneva 
388 11/29/55 Telegram 1329 to Geneva 
389 11/29/55 Telegram 1330 to Geneva 
390 §=11/30/55_ Circular Airgram 4199 
391 11/30/55 Circular Airgram 4200 
392 11/30/55 Memorandum from Robertson 


12/8/55 
12/8/55 
12/9/55 
12/9/55 
12/9/55 
12/10/55 
12/12/55 
12/12/55 
12/12/55 
12/12/55 
12/12/55 


to Dulles 

Attachments: Chinese draft, 
10/27/55; U.S. draft, 11/8/55; 
Johnson's proposed draft 


Telegram 1235 from Geneva 
Telegram 1240 from Geneva 
Telegram 1241 from Geneva 
Telegram 1243 from Geneva 
Telegram 1244 from Geneva 
Telegram 1339 to Geneva 
Telegram 1354 to Geneva 
Telegram 1260 from Geneva 
Telegram 1355 to Geneva 
Telegram 1263 from Geneva 
Telegram 1269 from Geneva 
Telegram 1270 from Geneva 
Telegram 1271 from Geneva 
Telegram 1272 from Geneva 
Telegram 1372 to Geneva 
Telegram 1276 from Geneva 
Telegram 1376 to Geneva 
Telegram 1377 to Geneva 
Telegram 1378 to Geneva 


Memorandum from Robertson 


to Dulles 
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28 List of Documents 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
413 12/13/55 Telegram 1283 from Geneva 
414 12/14/55 Telegram 1393 to Geneva 
415 12/15/55 Telegram 1286 from Geneva 
416 12/15/55 Telegram 1288 from Geneva 
417 12/15/55 Telegram 1289 from Geneva 
418 12/16/55 Telegram 1294 from Geneva 
419 12/16/55 Telegram 1295 from Geneva 
420 12/16/55 Telegram 1296 from Geneva 
421 12/16/55 Letter 19 from Johnson to 

McConaughy 
422 12/16/55 Letter 27 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
423 12/19/55 Telegram 1300 from Geneva 
424 12/19/55 Telegram 218 from Prague 
425 12/20/55 Telegram 1410 to Geneva 
426 12/22/55 Telegram 1308 from Geneva 
427 12/22/55 Telegram 1311 from Geneva 
428 12/22/55 Letter 20 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
429 12/28/55 Telegram 1320 from Geneva 
430 12/30/55 Telegram 194 to Prague 
431 1/5/56 Telegram 1338 from Geneva 
432 1/9/56 Telegram 1465 to Geneva 
433 1/9/56 Telegram 1466 to Geneva 
434 1/9/56 Telegram 1467 to Geneva 
435 1/9/56 Telegram 1468 to Geneva 
436 1/9/56 Letter 28 from Clough to 
Johnson 
437 1/11/56 Telegram 1351 from Geneva 
438 1/11/56 Telegram 1353 from Geneva 
439 1/11/56 Telegram 1475 to Geneva 
440 1/11/56 Telegram 1476 to Geneva 
441 1/12/66 Telegram 1362 from Geneva 
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List of Documents 29 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
442 1/12/56 Telegram 1363 from Geneva 
443 1/12/56 Telegram 1364 from Geneva 
444 1/13/56 Telegram 1365 from Geneva 
445 1/13/56 Telegram 1366 from Geneva 
446 1/13/56 Telegram 1369 from Geneva 
447 1/16/56 Telegram 1496 to Geneva 
448 /16/56 Airgram 173 to Geneva 
449 1/16/56 Letter 29 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
450 1/7/56 Telegram 1387 from Geneva 
451 1/17/56 Telegram 1507 to Geneva 
452 1/17/56 Telegram 1512 to Geneva 
453 1/18/56 Telegram 1388 from Geneva 
454 1/19/56 Telegram 1398 from Geneva 
455 1/19/56 Telegram 1402 from Geneva 
456 1/19/56 Telegram 1403 from Geneva 
457 1/10/56 Telegram 1405 from Geneva 
[1/20/56] 
458 1/20/56 Telegram 1524 to Geneva 
459 1/20/56 Letter 21 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
460 1/21/56 Telegram 1410 from Geneva 
461 1/23/56 Telegram 1530 to Geneva 
462 1/23/56 Telegram 1531 to Geneva 
463 1/23/56 Telegram 1533 to Geneva 
464 1/24/56 Telegram 1416 from Geneva 
465 1/25/56 Telegram 1419 from Geneva 
466 1/25/56 Telegram 1422 from Geneva 
467 1/26/56 Telegram 1425 from Geneva 
468 1/26/56 Telegram 1426 from Geneva 
469 1/27/56 Telegram 1429 from Geneva 
470 1/27/56 Circular Telegram 500 
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30 List of Documents 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
471 1/30/56 Telegram 1559 to Geneva 
472 2/1/56 Telegram 1440 from Geneva 
473 = 2/1/56 Telegram 1568 to Geneva 
474 2/2/56 Telegram 1573 to Geneva 
475 2/4/56 Telegram 1453 from Geneva 
476 2/4/56 Telegram 1454 from Geneva 
477 2/4/56 Telegram 1455 from Geneva 
478 2/4/56 Telegram 3173 from Saigon 
479 2/6/56 Telegram 1457 from Geneva 
480 2/7/56 Telegram 1591 to Geneva 
481 2/8/56 Telegram 1467 from Geneva 
482 2/8/56 Telegram 1592 to Geneva 
483 2/9/56 Telegram 1474 from Geneva 
484 2/9/56 Telegram 1476 from Geneva 
485 2/9/56 Telegram 1479 from Geneva 
486 2/9/56 Memorandum from 

McConaughy to Robertson 
487 2/13/56 Telegram 1619 to Geneva 
488 2/13/56 Letter 30 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
489 2/16/56 Letter from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
490 2/17/56 Letter 31 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
491 2/17/56 Letter from Lindbeck to Osborn 
492 2/18/56 Telegram 1509 from Geneva 
493 2/18/56 Telegram 1512 from Geneva 
494 2/18/56 Telegram 1513 from Geneva 
495 2/19/56 Letter 22 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
496 2/21/56 Telegram 1526 from Geneva 
497 2/21/56 Telegram 1663 to Geneva 
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List of Documents 31 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
498 2/22/56 Letter 23 from Johnson to 

McConaughy 


Enclosures: Comments on 
draft, 1/30/56; draft press release 


499 2/24/56 Telegram 1547 from Geneva 
500 2/24/56 Telegram 1554 from Geneva 


501 2/24/56 Letter 32 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


502 2/27/56 Telegram 1558 from Geneva 
503 2/28/56 Telegram 1693 to Geneva 
504 2/28/56 Telegram 1694to Geneva 


505 2/28/56 Letter 24 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 


506 2/29/56 Telegram 1695 to Geneva 

507 2/29/56 Telegram 1697 to Geneva 

508 3/1/56 Telegram 1569 from Geneva 
509 3/1/56 Telegram 1571 from Geneva 
510 3/1/56 Telegram 1572 from Geneva 
§11 3/1/56 Telegram 1574 from Geneva 
512 3/1/56 Telegram 1577 from Geneva 
513 3/2/56 Telegram 1578 from Geneva 


514 3/2/56 Letter 33 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


515 3/3/56 Telegram 1585 from Geneva 
516 3/3/56 Telegram 1586 from Geneva 
517 3/4/56 Telegram 1587 from Geneva 
518 3/4/56 Telegram Tosec 3 to Karachi 
519 3/5/56 Telegram Tosec 7 to Karachi 
520 3/5/56 Telegram Tosec 10 to Karachi 
§21 3/5/56 Telegram 1718 to Geneva 
522 3/7/56 Telegram 1603 from Geneva 
523 = 3/7/56 Telegram 1730 to Geneva 
524 3/8/56 Telegram 1611 from Geneva 
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32 List of Documents 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
525 3/8/56 Telegram 1614 from Geneva 
526 3/8/56 Telegram 1615 from Geneva 
527 3/9/56 Telegram 1617 from Geneva 
528 3/9/56 Letter 34 from McConaughy 

to Johnson 
529 3/11/56 Telegram 1621 from Geneva 
530 3/11/56 Telegram Secto 43 from Colombo 
531 3/11/56 Telegram Tosec 54 to Djakarta 
532 3/12/56 Telegram Tosec 60 to Bangkok 
533 3/12/56 Telegram 1750 to Geneva 
534 3/12/56 Telegram 1751 to Geneva 
535 3/13/56 Telegram 1631 from Geneva 
536 3/13/56 Telegram 1632 from Geneva 
537 3/3/56 Telegram 1754 to Geneva 
538 3/15/56 Telegram 2293 to New Delhi 
539 3/15/56 Letter 25 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
540 3/6/56 Telegram 1474 from The Hague 
541 3/19/56 Telegram 1769 to Geneva 
542 3/19/56 Telegram 1770 to Geneva 
543 3/19/56 Telegram 1771 to Geneva 
544 3/20/56 Telegram 1652 from Geneva 
545 3/20/56 Telegram 1772 to Geneva 
546 3/20/56 Telegram 1776 to Geneva 
547 3/21/56 Telegram 1658 from Geneva 
548 3/22/56 Telegram 1661 from Geneva 
549 3/22/56 Telegram 1663 from Geneva 
550 3/22/56 Telegram 1668 from Geneva 
551 3/27/56 Telegram 1804 to Geneva 
552 3/28/56 Telegram 1809 to Geneva 
553 3/28/56 Letter 26 from Johnson to 


McConaughy 
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No. Date Document 

554 3/29/56 Telegram 1706 from Geneva 
555 3/29/56 Telegram 1707 from Geneva 
556 3/29/56 Telegram 1709 from Geneva 
557 3/29/56 Telegram 1713 from Geneva 


558 4/2/56 Letter 36 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
Enclosures: Memorandur from 
Hoover to Dulles, 3/21/56; 
memorandum from Adams to 
Hoover, 3/19/56 


559 4/3/56 Telegram 1836 to Geneva 
560 4/5/56 Telegram 426 from Prague 
561 4/5/56 Telegram 1841 to Geneva 


562 4/6/56 Memorandum of conversation, 
Robertson and Koo 


563 4/6/56 Letter 37 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


564 4/8/56 Telegram 1735 from Geneva 
565 4/8/56 Telegram 1736 from Geneva 


566 4/8/56 Letter 27 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 


567 4/8/56 Letter 28 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 


568 4/9/56 Telegram 1737 from Geneva 
569 4/9/56 Telegram 1742 from Geneva 
570 4/10/56 Telegram 1746 from Geneva 
571 4/10/56 Telegram 1856 to Geneva 
572 4/11/56 Telegram 1860 to Geneva 
573 4/12/56 Telegram 324 to Prague 

574 4/12/56 Telegram 327 to Prague 

575 4/13/56 Telegram 1874 to Geneva 


576 4/13/56 Letter 38 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


577 4/16/56 Telegram 1892 to Geneva 


Fiche/Frame 
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34 List of Documents 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
578 4/16/56 Memorandum of Conversation, 
Hill, Robertson and members 
of Congress 

579 4/18/56 Letter 29 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

580 4/19/56 Telegram 1797 from Geneva 

581 4/19/56 Telegram 1799 from Geneva 

582 4/19/56 Telegram 1800 from Geneva 

583 4/20/56 Letter 39 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 

584 4/24/56 Telegram 1912 to Geneva 

585 4/24/56 Telegram 2617 to New Delhi 

586 4/25/56 Letter 30 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

587 4/26/56 Telegram 1818 from Geneva 

588 4/26/56 Telegram 1825 from Geneva 

589 4/27/56 Telegram 1823 from Geneva 

590 4/30/56 Letter 40 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 

591 5/2/56 Telegram 1943 to Geneva 

592 5/3/56 Telegram 1840 from Geneva 

593 5/3/56 Letter 31 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

594 5/4/56 Telegram 1841 from Geneva 

595 5/5/56 Telegram 1849 from Geneva 

596 = 5/7/56 Letter 41 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 

597 5/8/56 Telegram 1855 from Geneva 

598 5/9/56 Telegram 1967 to Geneva 

599 5/10/56 Letter 32 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

600 65/11/56 Telegram 1866 from Geneva 

601 5/11/56 Telegram 1870 from Geneva 

602 5/11/56 Telegram 1871 from Geneva 
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No. Date Document 
5/11/56 Telegram 1875 from Geneva 


603 
604 5/11/56 Letter 42 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


605 5/14/56 Memorandum from Clough to 
Robertson 


606 5/14/56 Letter from Osborn to Clough 
Enclosure: 
Draft agreed announcement 


5/15/56 Telegram 1994 to Geneva 


607 

608 5/16/56 Letter 33 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

609 


5/17/56 Telegram 1895 from Geneva 
610 5/17/56 Telegram 1902 from Geneva 
611 5/17/56 Telegram 1903 from Geneva 


6i2 5/21/56 Letter 43 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


613 5/22/56 Telegram 2023 to Geneva 
614 5/24/56 Telegram 1925 from Geneva 


615 5/25/56 Telegram 1928 from Geneva 
[5/24/56] 


616 5/24/56 Telegram 1929 from Geneva 
617 5/24/56 Telegram 1930 from Geneva 
618 5/25/56 Telegram 1937 from Geneva 


619 5/25/56 Letter 34 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 


620 5/25/56 Letter 44 from Clough to 
Johnson 


621 5/26/56 Letter from Osborn to Clough 


622 5/28/56 Letter from Osborn to Clough 
Enclosure: 
Draft agreed announcement 


623 5/28/56 Letter from Johnson to 
McConaughy 


624 5/29/56 Telegram 1949 from Geneva 
625 5/29/56 Telegram 2059 to Geneva 


Fiche/Frame 
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36 List of Documents 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
626 5/29/56 Telegram 2066 to Geneva 
627 5/29/56 Telegram 2067 to Geneva 
628 5/30/56 Telegram 2068 to Geneva 
629 5/31/56 Telegram 1958 from Geneva 
630 5/31/56 Telegram 1964 from Geneva 
631 5/31/56 Telegram 1965 from Geneva 
632 5/31/56 Telegram 730 to Taipei 
633 5/31/56 Letter from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
634 6/1/56 Letter from Osborn to Clough 
Enclosure: Comments 
635 6/1/56 Letter 45 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
636 6/4/56 Telegram 1985 from Geneva 
637 6/4/56 Letter 46 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
638 6/5/56 Telegram 2090 to Geneva 
639 6/6/56 Telegram 551 from Prague 
640 6/6/56 Telegram 2099 to Geneva 
641 6/6/56 Telegram 2100 to Geneva 
642 6/6/56 Telegram 741 to Taipei 
643 = 6/6/56 Telegram 2102 to Geneva 
644 ~=6/7/56 Telegram 2008 from Geneva 
645 6/7/56 Telegram 2104 to Geneva 
646 6/7/56 Telegram 2105 to Geneva 
647 6/8/56 Telegram 2009 from Geneva 
648 6/8/56 Telegram 2013 from Geneva 
649 6/8/56 Telegram 2022 from Geneva 
650 6/8/56 Telegram 2023 from Geneva 
651 6/8/56 Letter 37 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
652 6/11/56 Telegram 557 from Prague 
653 6/11/56 Telegram 561 from Prague 
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No Date Document Fiche/Frame 
654 6/12/56 Telegram 2030 from Geneva 

655 6/12/56 Telegram 2033 from Geneva 

656 6/12/56 Telegram 2039 from Geneva 

657 6/12/56 Telegram 389 to Prague 

658 6/13/56 Telegram 2041 from Geneva 


659 6/14/56 Letter from Osborn to Clough 
Enclosure: List, 6/8/56 


660 6/19/56 Telegram 2183 to Geneva 
661 6/20/56 Telegram 2103 from Geneva 


662 6/20/56 Letter 38 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 


663 6/21/56 Telegram 2100 from Geneva 


664 6/22/56 Letter 47 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


665 6/25/56 Letter 48 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


666 6/26/56 Telegram 2217 to Geneva 
667 6/27/56 Telegram 2219 to Geneva 
668 6/28/56 Telegram 2129 from Geneva 
669 6/28/56 Telegram 2135 from Geneva 


670 6/28/56 Letter 39 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 


671 ‘7/6/56 Telegram 11 to Geneva 


672 ‘T/6/56 Letter 49 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


673 7/9/56 Telegram 16 to Geneva 


674 79/56 Letter 50 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


675 7/10/56 Telegram 20 from Geneva 
676 7/10/56 Telegram 22 from Geneva 
677 7/10/56 Telegram 23 from Geneva 
672 7/11/56 Telegram 25 from Geneva 


679 7/11/56 Letter 40 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 


of the United States 
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38 List of Documents 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
680 7/18/50 Memorandum from Colm to 
McConaughy 

681 7/19/86 Telegram 60 to Geneva 

682 7/20/56 Letter 51 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 

683 7/23/56 Telegram 70 to Geneva 

684 7/23/56 Telegram 72 to Geneva 

685 7/26/56 Telegis 71 from Geneva 

686 7/26/56 Telegram 75 from Geneva 

687 7/26/56 Letter 41 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

688 7/27/56 Telegram 76 from Geneva 

689 7/31/56 Memorandum from Robertson to 
Dulles 
Attachments: Memorandum for 
the President; draft letter to 
Johnson 

690 8/1/56 Memorandum of Conversation, 
Bunker and Robertson 
Attachment: Letter from 
Robertson to Bunker, 8/2/56 

691 8/3/56 Letter 52 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 

692 8/6/56 Telegram 124 to Geneva 

693 8/8/56 Telegram 135 to Geneva 

694 8/9/56 Telegram 129 from Geneva 

695 8/9/56 Telegram 134 from Geneva 

696 8/9/56 Telegram 135 from Geneva 

697 8/9/56 Letter 42 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

698 8/13/56 Letter 53 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 

699 8/17/56 Telegram 176 to Geneva 

700 8/20/56 Letter 43 from Johnson to 


McConaughy 
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701 8/21/56 Telegram 167 from Geneva 
702 = 8/21/56_~—s Telcgram 168 from Geneva 
703 = 8/21/56 Telegram 172 from Geneva 
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@ 704 8/21/56 Telegram 173 from Geneva 
. % 705 8/31/56 _ Letter 54 from Clough to Johnson 
‘= 706 9/5/56 Telegram 248 to Geneva 
5 @ 707 9/1/56 Telegram 230 from Geneva 
0 = 708 9/7/56 Telegrain 231 from Geneva 
9=> 109 9/1/56 Telegram 232 from Geneva 
a2 10 9/6 Letter 44 from Johnson to 
an McConaughy 
. > 711 9/12/56 Letter from Johncon to 
9 McConaughy 
Oo 712 9/13/56 Letter 55 from McConaughy 
4 to Johnson 
~ 713 9/17/56 Telegram 300 to Geneva 
n 714 9/17/56 Telegram 301 to Geneva 
" 715 9/19/56 Telegram 279 from Geneva 
4 716 9/2/56 Telegram 295 from Geneva 


717 9/21/56 Telegram 320 to Geneva 
718 9/22/56 Telegram 297 from Geneva 
719 9/22/56 Telegram 301 from Geneva 
720 9/22/56 Telegram 302 from Geneva 
721 9/22/56 Telegram 303 from Geneva 
722 9/22/56 Letter 45 from Johnson to 


McConaughy 

723 10/1/56 Memorandum from McConaughy 
to Robertson 

724 10/1/56 Letter 56 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 


725 10/2/56 Telegram 374 to Geneva 

7126 10/4/56 Telegram 359 from Geneva 
7127 10/4/56 Telegram 362 from Geneva 
728 10/4/56 Telegram 363 from Geneva 
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40 List of Documents 

No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 

729 10/4/56 Letter 46 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

730 10/12/56 Letter 57 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 

731 10/16/56 Telegram 440 to Geneva 

732 10/17/56 Telegram 443 to Geneva 

733 10/17/56 Letter 47 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
Enclosure: Draft statement 

734 10/18/56 Telegram 415 from Geneva 

735 10/18/56 Telegram 416 from Geneva 

736 10/18/56 Telegram 417 fro:: Geneva 

737 10/20/56 Telegram 189 from Prague 

738 10/24/56 Teiegram 137 to Prague 

739 10/25/56 Letter from Osborn to 
McConaughy 

740 10/31/56 Letter 48 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

741 11/1/56 Telegram 451 from Geneva 

742 11/1/56 Telegram 453 from Geneva 

743 11/1/56 Telegram 456 from Geneva 

744 11/9/56 _— Letter 58 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 

745 11/13/56 Telegram 531 to Geneva 

746 11/13/56 Telegram 532 to Geneva 

747 11/15/56 Telegram 508 from Geneva 

748 11/15/56 Telegram 514 from Geneva 

749 11/15/56 Telegram 515 from Geneva 

750 11/15/56 Letter 49 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

761 11/23/56 Letter 59 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 

752 11/26/56 Telegram 581 to Geneva 
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yo List of Documents 41 
© 
Pod No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
c 753 11/26/56 Letter 60 from McConaughy 
3) 
= to Johnson 
w 
3 + 754 11/27/56 Telegram 587 to Geneva 
i +" 755 11/28/56 Telegram 562 from Geneva 
= 156 11/30/56 Telegram 570 from Geneva 
3 3 757 11/30/56 Telegram 571 from Geneva 
‘> = 758 11/30/56 Letter 50 from Johnson to 
Ss £& McConaughy 
—q 759 12/7/56 Letter 61 from McConaughy 
oo to Johnson 
s+} 
“., 760 12/10/56 Telegram 638 to Geneva 
S ° 161 12/10/56 Telegram 640 to Geneva 
w 762 12/11/56 Telegram 643 to Geneva 
& 763 12/12/56 Telegram 597 from Geneva 
= ~=—«-164 ~=—«12/12/56 ‘Telegram 647 to Geneva 
7) 
, 765 12/13/56 Telegram 605 from Geneva 
% 766 12/13/56 Telegram 611 from Geneva 
& 767 12/13/56 Letter 51 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
768 12/19/56 Letter from Clough to Osborn 
769 12/26/56 Letter from Osborn to Clough 
770 1/4/57 Letter 62 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
771 1/7/57 Letter from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
772 1/14/57 Letter 63 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 
773 1/15/57 Telegram 736 to Geneva 
774 1/17/47 Telegram 705 from Geneva 
775 1/17/56 Letter 52 from Johnson to 
{1/17/57] McConaughy 
776 1/19/57 Telegram 710 from Geneva 
777 1/19/57 Telegram 712 from Geneva 
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42 List of Documents 

No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 

778 1/19/56 Telegram unnumbered from 

[1/19/57] Geneva 

779 1/19/57 Letter 53 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

780 1/23/57 Telegram 260 to Prague 

781 1/28/57 _ Letter from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

782 1/30/57 Letter from Osborn to Clough 

783 1/30/57 Letter 64 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 

784 2/6/57 Letter from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

785 2/11/57 Telegram 815 to Geneva 

‘6 2/11/57 Letter 65 from McConaughy 

to Johnson 

787 2/14/57 Telegram 784 from Geneva 

788 $ 2/14/57 Telegram 787 from Geneva 

789 2/1456 Letter 54 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

(2/14/57) 

790 2/15/57 Telegram 790 from Geneva 

791 3/8/57 Letter 66 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 

792 3/11/57 Telegram 895 to Geneva 

793 3/11/57 Letter 67 from Clough to Johnson 

794 3/13/57 Telegram 874 from Geneva 

795 3/13/57 Telegram 899 to Geneva 

796 3/14/57 Telegram 881 from Geneva 

797 3/14/57 Telegram unnumbered from 
Geneva 

798 3/14/57 Letter 55 from Johnson to 
McConaughy 
Attachment: Note from 
McConaughy to Freers, 3/30/57 

799 3/21/57 Letter from Freers to Johnson 
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List of Documents 43 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
800 4/5/57 Telegram 487 from Prague 
801 4/8/57 Telegram 491 from Prague 
802 4/17/57 Letter 68 from McConaughy 
to Johnson 

803 4/24/57 Letter from Johnson to 
McConaughy 

804 5/10/57 Letter 69 from Clough to 
Johnson 

805 5/11/57 Telegram 1181 to Geneva 

806 5/14/57 Telegram 1193 to Geneva 

807 5/15/57 Telegram 1166 from Geneva 

808 5/15/57 Telegram unnumbered from 
Geneva 

809 7/5/57 Letter from Clough to Johnson 

810 7/9/57 Telegram 36 to Geneva 

811 7/11/57 Telegram 30 from Geneva 

812 7/11/57 Telegram 31 from Geneva 

813 7/11/57 Telegram unnumbered from 
Geneva 

814 7/11/57 Letter 57 from Johnson to Clough 

815 7/12/57 Telegram 37 from Geneva 

816 7/18/57 Letter 71 from Clough to Johnson 
Enclosure: 
Draft press release, 7/11/57 

817 7/26/57 Letter from Johnson to Clough 

818 8/2/57 Letter 72 from Clough to Johnson 

819 8/5/57 Telegram 148 to Geneva 

820 8/8/57 Telegram 138 from Geneva 

821 8/8/57 Despatch unnumbered from 
Geneva 

822 8/8/57 Letter 58 from Johnson to Clough 

823 8/29/57 Letter from Johnson to Clough 

824 9/6/57 Letter 73 from Clough to Johnson 

825 9/10/57 Telegram 244 to Geneva 
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44 List of Documents 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
826 9/12/57 Telegram 235 from Geneva 
827 9/12/57 Telegram 240 from Geneva 
828 9/12/57 Letter 59 from Johnson to Clough 
Enclosures: Copy of Reuters 
ticker; Chinese draft, 9/12/57 

829 9/17/57 Telegram 145 from Prague 

830 9/27/57 Letter 74 from Clough to Johnson 

831 10/4/57 _ Letter 75 from Clough to Johnson 

832 10/8/57 Telegram 366 to Geneva 

833 10/8/57 _— Letter from Clough to Johnson 

834 10/10/57 Telegram 347 from Geneva 

835 10/9/57 Despatch unnumbered from 

{10/10/57} Geneva 
836 10/9/57 _ Letter 60 from Johnson to Clough 
[10/10/57] 

837 11/8/57 Letter 76 from Clough to Johnson 

838 11/12/57 Telegram 497 to Geneva 

839 11/1457 Telegram 448 from Geneva 

840 11/14/57 Despatch unnumbered from 
Geneva 

841 11/14/57 Letter 61 from Johnson to Clough 

842 11/19/57 Letter from Martin to Clough 

843 11/21/57 Telegram 182 to Prague 

844 11/22/57 Telegram 216 from Prague 
845 11/26/57 Letter 77 from Clough to Johnson 
846 12/4/57 Telegram 199 to Prague 
847 12/6/57 Telegram 332 from Prague 
848 12/6/57 _— Letter from Martin to Clough 
849 12/10/57 Telegram 556 to Geneva 
850 12/10/57 Telegram 557 to Geneva 
851 12/11/57 Telegram 506 from Geneva 
852 12/11/57 Telegram 563 to Geneva 
853 12/12/57 Telegram 510 from Geneva 
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List of Documents 45 
No. Date Document Fiche/Frame 
854 12/12/57 Unnumbered Despatch from 

Geneva 
855 12/12/57 Letter 62 from Johnson to Clough 
856 12/12/57 Letter from Johnson to Moorman 
857 12/16/57 Letter from Martin to Clough 
858 12/17/57 Letter from Martin to Clough 
859 12/23/57 Letter 1 from Clough to Martin 


Enclosure: Draft press release 
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(1) The atts are continuation ofthe talus eld tn che last oar — 
between representatives of both cides at Geneva. Rae gota 


vial ws 


xe iy 


4. 


(2) Duh rest on ori sprains cas me 
talks are now being recumed a the ambassadorial level, - 


wee 
ae 


ie q 
ie : 


H coee-1/e0" 119," 


SuW pUSeUNEG &}- 


- 0% peuin70y ee 4 


‘| (J) The agreed purpose of your talks is ast amin ose 
‘y¢ Of Repatriation of civilians wo desire to return to their respective countries 

and to {aciliiats further discussion and settlement of sontetn ottae practical 
males now at issua between both sides*, phy 


of the United States 


(4) You should sesk agreement that the talks will be conducted idan 8 
atinosphere of privacy and that 20 other than routine public statements Wilt 
be masa re jarcing tham, eacept as may be approved by both sides or after 
prior noiiiication by One side to the other. The approval or notivication from . 


uur side 16 io be authorized by the Department of State. In the mais, heal 
discourage publicity about, aad exagyeration o:, the mesting. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





(2) You may in your discretion meet socially with the CPR representative.’ ty 


(6) It is, of course, understood thatthe conversations aon which you. >} 

are to engaje do not involve diplomatic recognitioa, | oe ~s 

N 

(7) ‘Since the acope of your talks te *practical matters now at issue O |. 
beiwoun both aides", i.e., the U.S. andthe CPR, you will not discuss 

which involve the rights of the Republic of China. you are tn cout an to > 

practical applicat.on o! this lasiruction, eo eee ee 








epartm sat of Etate, 

ues "fits on able a Layee. 

i V. Aleais Jobason 7 a Saar 
isting  IIT19 | Boy aS MB oe ee 








Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 


dea" is Lhe prisoners o. war who were uader the UN Command in Korea, 






















(3) The U. &. ie willing t to talk abou a Seer practionl ma:iers | ee ae 
than the repatriation oi civilians because we do not want to have unnec ont eT 
diiierences with anyones i: theses adiilerences can be eo bee renelved, ; ‘ fae 2"? 


(.) Carect talks have bees preferred to carrying on 
throujh intermediaries, The reason is that there is more apt to be’. 
misunderstanding when watters are dealt with through acsunaanannt 


therefore, we believe direct ep sa se =o a anaes Feat 
be tried. ex. S eae : 
Ba Se Pad 


oH 


1.) Tee fest ngroed puryone of Une maning 1 already the subject of 
bilacral talks, i.e., (setiling the matter of repatriation of civilians who,.2 5; “ 
desire to return to their respective countries", You will seek immediate 4° ae, 
wzhorization to U.S. civilians to return te tha U.S, ron aa e. 
#0 lony as American civilians are hela under restraint on the mainland of” 6 
China, there is bound to be il: ‘esling in the U.S. We are at, however, 
to promise political concessions to obtain their release, Oaly volantary’ samen 
action by the CPR would really serve to remove the 


widespread réseutment . 
now felt in the U.S. because of the mistreatment by the GPA of U.8. ciliam citisens. 3 
(11) You are authorized formally to assure the CDR representative eae > 
that the U.S. does not tmpose restraints upon Chinese civilians who desire . 
io return to the Mainland, The U. 8. is prepared tborise eon meal 
ajrevable government thi. jh its embassy in the U.S. to assist Chinese : 
students who desire to isiere to ihe Chins maialand ond to be 9 medium for’ 
the transiaiasion of funds required for this purpose, . ‘cs ele Ry, Fs , 
Beet Loh EP 


(12) Ons of the “other practical matters now a een tune eal et 











Aye os 


and as to Whom an initiative has been taken by the United Netions. The U.S.” 
wishes tv rainiorce that initiative and you should raise this matter 
with the matter o: the U.S. civilians, The considerations ebove Garagraph ui 
alluded to in re‘erence to U.3. civilians apply with equal or greater farce © 


with respect to the U.G. military, ee 
Armistice agreement. : Sn aa peers ara 
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(13) You may, i’ and a8 you deem tate, mestion that if J.B. oa 
nalionals, civilian and POW's, now held withia are released that ‘* oe ‘ 
might .a-ilitate the U.3. voluntarily adopting a less Se ewe: an to aS co. ey 
U.d8. citizens going to the ——e os AB: 7 es 
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ee (13) You will sesk to arrange weer talks with the opi i camroneies yee 
hy , #0 that you will bo able to return from time to time te your regular post abu s. + 47 
' " Brague, ior 1 deem it important that the people of Cuechoslovakia should net'*=",: 
y tee) that the U.S. is disinterested in their fate, the fact being quite the gee ~~ 
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» (14) As ansther of the "practical matters® which you aetna wm, x Rn. = - 


1 0 later Blaze Of the discussions is the matter ef assuriag instructions *; ot 
which will prevent a repetten 0 wach incidents a8 the shating Gown o te gy 
Cathay Pacific airliner with death and iajury te U.é. Ciklnens. |, ae 


(15) You will also, 2 tenes Onis 0 Gen enn 
the dezp concern of the U.8. pl wr Heaapaatee etsd 
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I the CPA reqreauthative eusbende that the wos ot toves in ATETE 


not basically ditterent (com the fact of a divided Korea, Germany,: and’ : 
h could be argued ia each of these cages that ualiicatioa is purely an internal =; 
matter, But in reallly 7esort to foree would endanger international peace 
security. The same applies te Chine. The U.d. Paap epee rod 


all. 
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(16) Us the CPR autuetugemniaianamnl 
the U.S. and its allies, See 
character 0: cur arranjements © a of China, Lesprrrar 
wasmplitied in our Lut Mutual Detense Treaty. "yy 7 

Be Nes ern mcg iamusetns anenaal eh 
they would like to bring up, you are axthorised to take acte of what the CPR: 
a eee a | 
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as the President has personally made clear to you. IX you ahould feel that yous: 


A ARG 


cannot adequately discharge Your cespoasiiiniee ae Ambassador to Cosehoels 71 | 


Sel oe ee TT a ee yea wilt. 
procuptly inform me. ae 


1172 
wa : A true” copy of § 
ae _ Signed oiaee 
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p° Formosa area ts justi‘iable because this involves a domestis matter, 1.0., ), *. z ES 
the unicication of Ching, you may polut out that the fact of a divided China is: “24) ». 
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Essential Ambassador Johnson have full freedom telegraphic . 
communications with Department and interested posts during 
forthcoming Chinese discussions. Pgs 

Telegrams will be numbared in regular Consulate series -.* °*. - “ 


without external designator but carrying internal caption for 


Following procedures will epplys 





> GO 
; i= 
or from Johnson. ee er 
wo * 
Outgoing telegrams will be signed Samm Gowen. This will’ ao _€ a 
; ; ty N mere 
not imply or require consulate concurrence nor should any such ™~ aes 
telegrams receive any distribution within consulate, : n) 
" © 
O1 
. Ol } 
() sblea a 
\ “$2 > 
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2 FROM JOHNSON 





recti 
EXTREMELY HEAVY PRESS COVERAGE AT MY ARRIVAL THIS #02 *° 


AFTERNOON. | CONFINED MYSELF ENTIRELY TO SAME STATEMENT 
MADE ON DEPARTURE FROM WASHINGTON. 


ALL PRESS SERVICES AND MANY PRINCIPAL CORRESPONDENTS HERE 
WITH MORE ARRIVING HOURLY. | AM MAKING CLEAR ALL OF THEM me 6. 
DIRECTLY AND THROUGH CONGEN PRESS OFFICES NO NEWS TO BE ‘= 
EXPECTED FROM ME AND DOING ALL POSSIBLE PLAY DOWN, EMPHASIZ- O1 


a“ 
ING THESE ONLY TALKS BETWEEN TWO AMBASSADORS. HOPE DEPARTMENT vl 
WILL CONTINUE DO ALL POSSIBLE HELP. 


OL peum ey eg YSN PUsMNI0g ~— 


of the United States 


WANG GAVE PRESS CONFERENCE THIS MORNING AND ISSUED 

STATEMENT WHICH | PRESUME AVAILABLE DEPT THROUGH PRESS SERVICES. 
CHINESE ARE EXUDING SWEETNESS AND LIGHT A LA SOVIETS AND 

APPEAR MAKING PREPARATIONS HEAVY PROPAGANDA PLAY. ANTICIPATE 

| MAY HAVE DIFFICULTY OBTAINING WANG'S AGREEMENT CLOSED 

NATURE MEETINGS. HOWEVER ! INTEND PRESS HARD ON THIS IF 
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NECESSARY ADJOURNING TOMORROW'S MEETING ON THIS ISSUE. a 
| AVE TALKED PELT ON PHONE AND ACCEPTED HIS SUGGESTION ra) 
THAT | VISIT PALAIS EARLY TOMORROW MORNING TIME PRES NOT — 
USUALLY AROUND TO DECIDE MEETING ROOM. HE TO SUGGEST THAT © 
WANG BE THERE SAME TIME. IF WANG ONLY SENDS REP | WILL SEND CLOUGH. 
PELT ASSURES ME UNPRETENTIOUS SMALL SECLUDED MEETING ROOM - 
IS AVAILABLE. | HAVE PRIVATELY EMPHASIZED TO AMERICAN,PRESS] J 
CORRESPONDENTS ENTIRE LACK ANY SIGNIFICANCE PALAIS MEET INGumg 
PLACE OTHER THAN ONLY SUITABLE PLACE AVAILABLE AND WAS, WHRR 2) 
WANG AND | LAST MET. PLAN TO SEEK WANG'S AGREEMENT TOo 
3 PeMe MEETING TIME AND NO PHOTOGRAPHERS TO BE ADM! TTED ho . 
WILL NOT BLOW LATTER UP INTO ANY MAJOR ISSUE. wo, 
orriciat use ony ™ REPL agemngg ey 
PROHIBITED 
PERMANENT . 
RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned tc RM/R central files with notation of action takene = 
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IN REPLY CORRESPONDENT'S QUESTIONS CHINESE HAVE SA!D WANG 
CAME DIRECTLY FROM WARSAW TO GENEVA. 
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: DYPARTME T OF STATY Rec'd: AWGUST 1, 1955 
FROM: GENEVA PO elcase! ie 11:20 AM. _ 
Ft Deleneahte if ee 
10: Secretary of State aetna font amen ee 3 
[_! Evvise as S..own 
NO: 231, AUGUST 1} 11 PiMe Deities 
|_| Dowrgsade to ' | 
[ ] Revicw ss ree /, | Y 
FROM JOHNSON CI Reviewer _2, 0 Dare ogy | 


— —— accll 


CLOUGH AND EKVALL MET WITH CHINESE AND PELT THIS MORNING 

9 A.M. AND AGREED ON OFFICE PRESIDENT COUNCIL FOR MEETING ROOM 
WHICH IS SAME USED MEETINGS LAST YEAR. CHINESE SUGGESTED AND 
WE AGREED TO 4 P.M. MEETING TIME. PRESS INQUIRIES HAVE BEEN 
INFORMED TIME AND PLACE OF MEETING BUT QUESTION PHOTOGRAPHY ‘ 
ST:+LtL UNDECIDED AT TIME THIS MESSAGE, 


SGlt-e/es6° tig ™ 
Of peuiniey eg nN AuveuNnsOeg StuL ; 


ot the United States 
> 


| PAID COURTESY CALL ON PELT 10 A.Me THIS MORNING AND HE 
PROMISED FULL COOPERATION GUARD ON MEETING ROOM, ETC. CHINESE 
HAVE ASKED HIM ABOUT PRESS BRIEFING ROOM AND FACILITIES 

FOR ISSUANCE OF COMMUNIQUES. HE REPLIED THAT IF ANY JOINT 
COMMUNIQUES ISSUED HE WOULD AT REQUEST BOTH SIDES EXTEND 
FACILITIES BUT WOULD NOT {REPEAT NOT) ACT ON BEHALF ONE SIDE. 
HF MADE CLEAR CHINESE ONLY UN ROLE IS RENTING MEETING PLACE. 
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| REITERATED MY DESIRE COOPERATE WITH HAMMARSKJOLD ON MILITARY 
PERSONNEL. HE SAID HAMMARSKJOLD WOULD GET IN TOUCH WITH ME O'| 
IMMEDIATELY UPON HIS ARRIVAL TOMORROW AFTERNOO?:. 
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_8 .rishne Menon called at 2:30 this afternoon "privately to inform yp 2 
ow that Nenru was informing Cooper that the 1l flyers were to he 
cv released very shortly. Menon went great pains make it clear og 
<2 that this due his efforts. Also said will be readily able =— 2? 
Se each agreement with Wang on civilians on basis somecne represent 4 
= “ Chinese students in US. Said Wang and Chou had both asked him C) ° 
2< remuin in Geneva and was fishing nard for me make similar request 4 
ae A «nich of course I refused do. Finally said would be glad come = 
$ Oo hack if and when I asked him. 63] 
a 
3 oY will report long conversation more fully in subsequent telegram. 
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CHINESE PEOPLE'S GOVERNMENT ANNOUNCED JULY 31ST THAT IN ACCORD- 
ANCE CHINESE LEGAL PROCEDURE ELEVEN AIR FORCE PERSONNEL HAD 
BEEN FREED AND LEFT PEIPING SAME DAY. THEY DUE HONG KONG 
AUGUST 4, WANG SAID HIS GOVERNMENT HOPES THIS ACTION WILL HAVE 
FAVORABLE EFFECTS ON PRESENT TALKS. HE THEN QUOTED FROM AGREED 
STATEMENT BOTH GOVERNMENTS OF JULY 25 AND ADDED HE SINCERELY 
HOPED TALKS WOULD CONTINUE EASE TENSION BETWEEN US AND CHINA, 
EXPRESSED CONVICTION THAT WITH JOINT. .EFFORT IT SHOULD BE 
POSSIBLE ACHIEVE THIS HIGHLY SIGNIFICANT GOAL. REFERRING TO 
CONSULAR TALKS HELD DURING PAST YEAR, HE DECLARED THAT ALTHOUGH 


Pir ontgon te Dc/R 


HELD FIRST MEETING WITH CHINESE 4 PM AUGUST 1. AFTER AGREED 
FIVE MINUTES OF PHOTOGRAPHY MEETING OPENED AND | ASKED WANG 
WHETHER He WISHED SPEAK FIRST. HE ACCEPTED OFFER AND READ 

PREPARED STATEMENT GIST OF WHICH FOLLOWS: 


SStL-8/S6°LILO 


RESULTS NOT ENTIRELY SATISFACTORY HE WAS SURE | WOULD AGREE 

THAT APPRECIATION SHOULD BE EXPRESSED TO CONSULAR REPRESENTATIVES 
BOTH SIDES FOR THEIR EFFORTS.’ HE SAID THAT SO LONG AS BOTH 

SIDES ADOPT AN ATTITUDE OF CONCILIATION tT SHOULD NOT BE 
DiFFICULT REACH A SOLUTION OF RETURN OF CIVILIANS OF BOTH SIDES. 


HE ADDED +HAT TALKS SHOULD NOT BE CONFINED TO ABOVE QUESTION 


BECAUSE NUMBER OF OTHER 


ISSUES EXIST BETWEEN CHINA AND US. 


WANG THEN PROPOSED FOLLOWiNG AGENDA: 


le 
COUNTRIES. 


PERMANENT 
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-2~ 239, 2UGUST i. 7 Pi, FROM GENEVA 
Ce CER FRACTICAL “ATTERS AT ISSUE F© TWEEN TWO SIDES. 


REGAPDING SECOND !TEM HE PROPOSED EACH SIDE MIGHT PUT FORTH 
‘ATYERS THEY DES IRE DISCUSS SO THAT THERE MIGHT BE FREE 


EXCHANGE OF YI 


AT TER FEW WORDS OF INTRODUCTION, | EXPRESSED GRATIFICATION AT 
RELEASES Cr FLYERS =ND AGREED IT WOULD FACILITATE OUR DISCUSSIONS. 
| SAID AGENDA PROPOS=D APPEARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN OLR TWO GOVERNMENTS AND | HAD NO OBJECTION TO IT. 

NOTING FACT NEITHER WANG NOR | HAD BROUGHT STENOGRAPHER | 
PROPCS=D RAT IN INTEREST MAINTAINING MAXIMUM INFORMALITY 

Pils PRACTICE BE CONTINUED AT FUTURE MEETINGS. | ALSO PROPOSED 
THat WO DO GUR BEST CONDUCT THESE TALKS IN ATMOSPHERE OF PRIVACY. 
AND TS.f WE AGREED NEITHER OF US WILL MAKE ANY PUBLIC STATEMENTS 
CR OT} ORWISTD MAKE AVAILABLE TO PRESS ANY INFORMATION WHATEVER 
CONCERNI®S TeESE TALKS EXCEPT IN AGREEMENT WITH EACH OTHER OR 
4°7ER PRIOR NOTIFICATION TO EACH OTHER. 


LCOME =D Bet IN WHICH | SPOKE AND ADDED 
rH SIDES SINCERELY DESIRE SOLVE PROBLEMS 
COULD BE ACHIEVED. 


WANG CECLARED HE WE 
MAT SO LChe AS BOT 


WVORABLE FLSULTS 


7 “ED IT WAS ADVISABLE AT FIRST MEETING DISCUSS PROCEDURAL 
VATTERS AND THAT HE WAS GLAD NOTE THERE WAS NO DIFFERENCE OF 
CRIN SON FZGARDING PROCEDURE. SINCE THERE WAS NO OBJECTION 
be GAPDING AGENDA HE PROPOSED DISCUSSION OF FIRST ITEM BEGIN 


CUST 2 AT 10 AWM. 


REGO TROING QUO STION FOBLICITY, WANG SAID HE AGREED IN PRINCIPLE 
HhiAG PNFORMAT LON SUCULD ONLY BE RELEASED /FTER MUTUAL AGREEMENT » 
HE PROPOSED THAT AS FIRST MEETING WAS CLOSELY FOLLOWED BY 

NOPRLD PRESS AND STATEMENTS WOULD RECEIVE ATTENTION THROUGHOUT 


WORLD FATH SIDE BE FREE RELEASE STATEMENT MADE AT TODAY'S 


MEETING, AT SECOND MEETING PUBLICITY QUESTION SHOULD BE 
FURTHER 
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~3- 239, AUGUST 1, 7 PM, FROM GENEVA 


FURTHER DISCUSSED. HE EXPRESSED PLEASURE AT FACT THAT THERE 


WAS NO DISAGREEMENT ON AGENDA AND SUGGESTED THAT IT ALSO BE 
RELEASED TO PRESS. 


TEXTS OF AGREED STATEMENT AS WELL AS MY ORAL STATEMENT TO 
PRESS THROUGH CONSULATE PAO BY SEPARATE TELEGRAM, 


GOWEN 
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DETAILS TODAY'S MEETING BY SEPARATE TELEGRAM, HOWEVER CLEAR 
BE RELEASE MILITARY PERSONNEL CHICOMS HAVE SPECTACULARLY GRABBED 


: . — OF STATRor gs hdsr 1, 1, 1955 7 
rs 7:Q@7 PM | 


__ concurs 


PROPAGANDA BALL. WORLD QUICKLY FORGETS WHY THESE MEN DETAINED 
AND CHICOMS GET CREDIT FOR MAGNANIMOUS GESTURE. MENON'S ViSIT 


TO ME ALSO WELL TIMED. AS HE WAS LEAVING OFFICE FIRST TELEPHONE 
REPORTS ON RELEASE WERE JUST COMING IN AND IN HIS OWN INIMITABLE 
FASHION WITHOUT SAYING ANYTHING DEFINITE MANAGED LEAVE IMPRESSION 
WITH CORRESPONDENTS HE SOMEHOW RESPONSIBLE AND THAT HE 


DISCUSSED MATTER WITH ME. 


| HAVE REFUSED TO ADMIT TO CORRES- 
PONDENTS HE EVEN MENTIONED MATTER TO ME. 


1T ALSO NOW SEEMS PROBABLY CHICOMS ARC GOING TO MOVE FAST 
AND EARLY ON CIVILIANS AS THEY ARE PLAYING FOR BIG GAME, 


WHILE THEY TODAY ACCEPTED "IN PRINCIPLE” MY PROPOSAL 
FOR PRIVATE CHARACTER MEETINGS {T WAS NOT POSSIBLE FOR ME REFUSE 
AGREE TELL PRESS THEY HAD TOLD ME ABOUT RELEASE FLIERS OR THAT 


WE AGREED ON AGENDA WHICH WAS SIMPLY REPETITION JULY 25 
FUBLIC STATEMENT BY TWO GOVERNMENTS ALTHOUGH THEIR PURPOSE OF 
SHOWING GREAT PROGRESS WAS CLEAR. 


|! AM GOING TO HAVE CONTINUOUS DIFFICULTY ON PRIVATE NATURE 
MEETINGS BUT WILL FIGHT THIS TO BEST MY ABILITY. FOR EXAMPLE 


THEY MAY QUICKLY AGREE WHATEVER PROPOSAL | MAKE ON REPRESENTAT$O™. 
UNDER MY. PRESENT INSTRUCTIONS AND THEN WISH MAKE 


Vd 





IMMEDIATE 


ANNOUNCEMENT. |! WILL IN ACCORDANCE MY INSTRUCTIONS OF COURSE 


STALL UNTIL | CAN CONSULT DEPT ON ANY ANNOUNCEMENT THIS KJEND BUT 
THEY ARE GOING DO ALL POSSIBLE MAKE STALLING DIFFICULT. 


Pe MATTERS AS THEIR INFORMING ME RELEASE INDIVIDUAL 


AMERICANS & 
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AMERICANS BELIEVE | MUST IMMEDIATELY RELEASE INFORMATION HERE AS 
THEY WILL CERTAINLY DO SO ONE WAY OR ANOTHER. 


WHILE RELEASE FLIERS ENABLES ME MAINTAIN POSITION CAN BE NO 
DISCUSSION "OTHER PRACTICAL MATTERS" UNTIL CHICOMS AGREE 
RELEASE ALL CIVILIANS | SEEL WE ARE VERY SHORTLY GOING TO BE AT 
THIS POINT. IN ADDITION TO POINTS SPECIFICALLY MENTIONED MY 
INSTRUCTIONS | INTEND TAKE UP UNDER THIS HEADING 461 

MILITARY PERSONNEL MISSING FROM KOREAN WAR AND STILL UNACCOUNTED 
FOR THROUGH MAC AS WELL AS 11 NAVY AND COAST GUARD 

PERSONNEL MISSING OFF SWATOW. 


HOWEVER | MAY SHORTLY BE REACHING POINT WHERE | WILL HAVE TO 
INTRODUCE “RENUNCIATION OF FORCE” BY CPR AND WILL DESIRE 
MAKE VERY CAREFUL PRESENTATION THIS SUBJECT. WE WILL PREPARE 
DRAFT HERE FOR DEPT'S APPROVAL BUT IN MEANWHILE WOULD WELCOME 
ANY SUGGESTIONS DEPT MAY HAVE. 
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difficult your position. We will endeavor to reduce correspondents! pr 





| on you at Secretary's Press Conference tomorrow. We suggest that you 


immediately hold backgrounder for American press, at which you would put 





your mission 1m verspective and indicate nature, scope and limitations of ° 


Geneva talks, You are authorized in your discretion to follow the general 





line of ; our instructions, without, of course, identifying anything as 


of the United States 
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L be APPRECIATE DEPTEL 330. AS AT TODAY'S MEETING WANG WEN = 
cy 7 WHOLE WAY IN AGREEING MY YESTERDAY'S PROPOSAL FOR PRIVATE - 
"S® op NATURE MEETINGS | BELIEVE IT PREFERABLE WAIT SEE HOW HE O 
oS OBSERVES AGREEMENT BEFORE HOLDING BACKGROUNDER AS 1!T WOULD (N 
= 2 QUICKLY BECOME KNOWN TO HIM | HAD DONE SO, IF THERE ARE ANY ™ 
a” LEAKS OUT OF CHICOMS | WILL IMMEDIATELY HOLD BACKGROUNDER,. 68) 
t 
Ss © 
S$) ie ALSO AGREED TO MY AMPLIFICATION OF PROPOSAL AT TODAY'S - 
o MEETING THAT PRIOR NOTICE TO EACH OF INTENT TO RELEASE Gy 
+ INFORMATION ON MEETINGS WITHOUT AGREEMENT OTHER SHOULD BE 
an REASONABLE IN TIME, THAT IS WITHOUT SETTING ANY DEFINITE 
7 PERIOD PROBABLY SOMETHING IN ORDER OF NOT LESS THAN ONE OR 
3S TWO DAYS. 
AT TODAY'S MEETING | OPENED WITH PRESENTATION ON AMERICAN 
CIVILIANS IN CHINA. HE REPEATED FORMER CHICOM POSITION AND U 
MADE PRESENTATION ON CHINESE IN US ALONG FAMILIAR LINES BUT > 
MILD IN TONE AND ENDED WITH PROPOSAL FOR MUTUAL REPRESENTATION Q 
INTERESTS THEY NOMINATING INDIA IN US. HE GAVE ME LIST OF O 
AMERICANS IN CHINA WHICH APPEARS INCLUDE SOME NAMES ADDITIONAL a 
10 THOSE OUR LISTS. COMPLETE REPORT ON MEETING FOLLOWS, hj 
NEXT MELTING AUGUST 4, 10 A.M. 7 9 
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FOLLOWING SOME AC 
REMARKS TO ME YESTERDAY, 





1}. CHICOMS EXPECT US CONCRETELY RESPOND TO GESTURE OF FLYER 
RELEASE BY RELAXING TRADE EMBARGO, THAT IS BRING US TRADE 
CONTROLS TO UN LEVEL. (IMPOSSIBLE SAY WHAT EXTENT THIS IS 
MESSAGE FROM CHICOMS OR MAY ONLY REPRESENT MENON!S OPINION.) 


US GOODS GOING TO CHINESE THROUGH UK, MANY NEW US AUTOS PEIPING, 


SELF-DENIAL ON OUR PART QUIXOTIC, ETC. 


2. CHICOMS HAD PREVIOUSLY PROMISED MENON TO RELEASE 11 

FLYERS AND WERE ALL PREPARED TO DO SO BUT HANDLING RELEASE 

OF FOUR HAD IRRITATED THEM IN SPITE MENON®S WARNINGS TO US. 
wHAT SECRETARY AND PRESIDENT HAD SAID AT TIME OF RELEASE 

WAS GOOD BUT WHAT SAID SUBSEQUENTLY BY SOME HAD INTERFERED. 

(1 WAS NOT VERY CLEAR TO WHAT HE WAS REFERRING BY SUBSEQUENT 
DEVELOPMENTS BUT THERE WAS SOME SUGGESTION THAT GIVING PUBLIC 
CREDIT TO UN WAS INVOLVED.) PROTESTATIONS AD NAUSEUM BY MENON 
HE HAD CAREFULLY REFRAINED FROM CLAIMING ANY CREDIT; IMPORTANT 
POINT WAS ONLY HOW HE AND INDIA COULD QUIETLY HELP ETC. 
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wa 
3- GO}. (MENON'S) WORK AT BANDUNG ETC. HAD MADE POSSIBLE 7 = oe 
HOLDING PRESENT TALKS. = fs i) 
oo ry 
4. CEASE FIRE AGREEMENT POSSIBLE ON BASIS EVACUATION QUEMGS is 
AND MATSU. to} 
5+ CHICOMS ANXIOUS FOR AGREEMENT WITH US BUT ALSO MUST CON +=" °* esa 
a One CHINESE "PUBLIC OPINION ". iT] 
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6. NOT FAIR TO SAY CHICOM POSITION IS THEY WILL FIGHT OBTAIN 
DEMANDS IF NOT SUCCESSFUL IN OBTAINING THEM BY NEGOTIATION. 
ALSO IN CHINESE EYES QUESTION GUNS 7TH FLEET POINTING AT 
THEM, IMPORTANT FOINT {ACCORDING MENON) iS THEY WILLING 
NEGOTIATE AND IMPORTANT GET NEGOTIATIONS GOING. (IN CONTEXT 
HE WAS OBVIOUSLY POINTING TO FOREIGN MIwISTER MEETING.) 


7e CHICOM REVOLUTIONARY PHASE NOW FINISHED AND THEY ARE NO 
LONGER "HANGING PEOPLE". 


CHICOM DIFFERENT FROM SOVIET UNION OR SATELLITES. POLITICAL 
PARTIES WITH ViEWS DIFFERENT FROM COMMIES TOLERATED AND ARE 
NOT JUST COMMIE STOOGES. MANY FORMER CHINAT OFFICERS 
SUCCESSFUL IN CHICOM ARMY. CHICOM ATTITUDE TOWARD FORMOSA 
"VERY LIBERAL" AND (ACCORDING MENON) NOT MANY YEARS 

UNTIL CHIANG WILL BE A “GOVERNOR GENERAL" OF FORMOSA. 


CHIANG ENTIRELY DISCREDITED ON MAINLAND AND NO SERIOUS OPPOSITION 
TQ COMMIES. 


the United States 


c 
1 


a 


8. WITHOUT DIRECTLY REFERRING TRAVEL RELATIVES PRISONERS 
MENON RAISED DESIRE CHICOMS RECEIVE AMERICAN VISITORS, 
CULTURAL EXCHANGES ETC. | 
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| MADE NO RESPONSE EXCEPT WHERE iT WAS POSSIBLE DO SO WITHOUT 
GIVING AWAY MY HAND AS | WAS CONVINCED HE WAS GOING TO RUN 
AND TELL WANG ANYTHING I SAID. HOWEVER | BORE DOWN HEAVILY 

ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE BY CHICOMS AND GAVE HIM COPY SEC-_ 
RETARY'S JULY 26 PRESS CONFERENCE STATEMENT WITH RECOM- 
MENDATION HE CAREFULLY READ IT. 


MENON CALLED AGAIN THIS MORNING TO SAY GOODBYE. HE HAD SEEN 
WANG LAST NIGHT AND SAID WANG WAS ANTICIPATING THESE TALKS 
WILL NOT LAST MORE THAN ONE WEEK IF "AMERICANS ARE SINCERE". 
WANG WILL RAISE TRADE EMBARGO AND FEW OTHER MATTERS 

BUT DOES NOT INTEND GET DOWN MUCH SERIOUS BUSINESS ON 

"OTHER QUESTIONS". ALL THIS TO BE LEFT FOR FORMIN'S 
MEETING. CHINESE REALIZE FROBAS8LY CANNOT TAKE PLACE FOR SOME 
TIME BUT WANT AGREEMENT IN PRINCIPLE AND DEFINITE SETTLEMENT 


DATE. WIL! MORE FULLY REPCRT THIS MORNING'S TALK IN LATER 
TELEGRAM 
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SECOND MEETING WITH CHINESE HELD AUGUST 2, 10 A.M. 1! LED / 
OFF WITH STATEMENT ON AMERICANS DETAINED IN CHINA, | EXPRESSED 
DEEP CONCERN OF AMERICAN PEOPLE AT CONTINUED DETENTION OF 
CIVILIANS POINTING OUT MANY IMPRISONED OVER FOUR YEARS AND 
OTHERS UNDER HOUSE ARREST OR DENIED EXIT PERMITS. | SAID DESPITE 
MY GOVERNMENT'S EFFORTS THROUGH VARIOUS CHANNELS AND DIRECT 
TALKS INITIATED BY WANG AND ME LAST YEAR AND CONTINUED AT 
CONSULAR LEVEL RESULTS HAVE NOT BEEN ENTIRELY SATISFACTORY 

AS WANG HIMSELF STATED YESTERDAY. AT LEAST 36 AMERICAN CIVILIANS 
STILL DETAINED IN CHINA MOSTLY IN PRISON, | EMPHASIZED THIS 
CAUSES CONTINUED DEEP CONCERN TO AMERICAN PEOPLE AND INEVITABLY 
HEAVILY INFLUPNCES ATTITUDE OF AMERICAN PEOPLE AND GOVERNMENT 
TOWARD WANG'S GOVERNMENT. | HANDED WANG LIST OF 36 AMERICAN 
CIVILIANS, | CONTINUED THAT ALTHOUGH GRATIFIED AT RELEASE 

11 RPT 11 AIR FORCE PERSONNEL | MUST IN ALL FRANKNESS 

STRESS THAT ONLY RELEASE OF ALL AMERICANS BOTH CIVILIAN AND 
MILITARY DETAINED BY WANG*S GOVERNMENT WOULD SERVE DISPEL ILL 
FEELING EXISTING IN US OVER THIS ISSUE AND BRING ABOUT ATMOS- 
PHERE PERMITTING FRUITFUL DISCUSSION OTHER PRACTICAL MAT TERSh 
| THEN TOLD WANG | WAS AWARE HIS GOVERNMENT'S INTERESTYIN 3 
DISCUSSING QUESTION OF SOME CHINESE CIVILIANS IN US. SA4D % 
| WOULD BE GLAD HEAR HIS VIEWS. Ci: a 


of the United States 
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2 
WANG REPLIED HE HAD NOTED MY STATEMENT, THAT HE WOULD nasi Je 
SOME QUESTIONS RAISED THERE THIS MORNING AND OTHERS, LATERsa 
THEN PROCEEDED READ PREPARED STATEMENT QTE STATUS: OF AMER ANG 
NATIONALS FROM OUR VIEWPOINT UNQTE AS FOLLOWS: 3 Sikzs ov 
AMERICAN NATIONALS TREATED LIKE ALL OTHER ALIENS IN CHINA 
Ww AND ACCORDED PROTECTION SO LONG AS THEY RESPECT CHINESE LAW, 
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-2- 244, AUGUST 2, MIDNIGHT (SECTION ONE OF TWO) FROM GENEVA 
IF THEY BREACH CHINESE LAW TREATED AS LAW PROVIDES. 


WANG SAID H!IS GOVERNMENT HAD BEEN INFORMING US FROM TIME TO 
TIME OF STATUS AMERICANS IN CHINA AND WAS NOW RPT NOW WILLING 
ADVISE US ONCE AGAIN OF STATUS OF AMERICANS AND MEASURES 

THEY INTENDED TO TAKE OUT OF SPECIAL. CONSIDERATION. CLASSIFIED 
AMER!CANS IN FOUR CATEGORIES: 


1. 42 ORDINARY AMERICANS. THIS INCLUDES THOSE WHO HAD APPLIED 
TO LEAVE CHINA AND THOSE WHO HAD NOT. THOSE UNDER THIS CATEGORY 
MAY APPLY AND LEAVE ANY TIME PROVIDED THEY NOT INVOLVED IN 
UNFINISHED CASES. CHINESE GOVERNMENT !S NOW RPT NOW REVIEWING 
CASES THOSE WHO APPLIED AND WILL ADVISE RESULTS LATER. 


2.27 AMERICAN CIVILIANS WHO HAVE COMMITTED CRIMES. PERSONS 
THIS CATEGORY ALWAYS LENIENTLY TREATED CONSIDERING CRIMES 
COMMITTED AND THEIR BEHAVIOUR. THOSE WITH GOOD BEHAVIOUR 
MAY BE GRANTED EARLY RELEASE. OUT OF HUMANITARIAN CONSIDER- 
ATIONS CHINESE GOVERNMENT WILL ALLOW RELATIVES THESE PERSONS 

\ VISIT THEM. CHINESE GOVERNMENT INDIVIDUALLY REVIEWING ALL 
CASES AND WILL “OVISE LATER REGARDING EACH, 


of the United States 


3. 16 AMERICAN CAPTURED PERSONNEL OF KOREAN WAR WHO REFUSED 
REPATRIATION. THESE MAY LEAVE AT ANY TIME ACCORDING OWN WILL. 
ONLY RECENTLY THREE CAPTURED PERSONNEL OF KOREAN WAR HAVE 
RETURNED US. PERSONS THIS CATEGORY WILL BE GRANTED PERMITS 
PROMPTLY ON REQUEST AND RELATIVES MAY VISIT IF DESIRE. 


4. AMERICAN MILITARY PERSONNEL WHO HAVE COMMITTED CRIMES. 
BESIDES 15 SUCH PERSONS ALREADY RELEASED AT DIFFERENT TIMES 
ONLY TWO REMAIN. THEIR CRIMES MADE KNOWN IN PAST AND US 
GOVERNMENT KNOWS WHAT THEY ARE. RELATIVES THESE PERSONS WILL 
BE PERMITTED VISIT IF DESIRE. 


AT MY REQUEST WANG HANDED ME LISTS PERSONS MENTIONED ABOVE. 
COMMENT ON LISTS BY SEPARATE TEL. 


WANG THEN TOOK UP QUESTION CHINESE NATIONALS IN US. SAID 
GREAT MAJORITY THESE HAVE FAMILIES ON CHINA MAINLAND. FOR LONG 
TIME DUE AMERICAN GOVERNMENT RESTRICTIONS AND PRACTICAL 
DIFFICULTIES THESE NATIONALS UNABLE FREELY RETURN HOME JOIN 
(~ FAMILIES. THIS IS PRESSING QUESTION DEMANDING SOLUTION, 
, OF E-WHICH CHINESE GOVERNMENT ALWAYS CONCERNED ABOUT. 


WANG CONTINUED BOTH 
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3— Wang continued both sides had concretely discussed question 
freedom Chinese netionals including students at Geneva during 

Po past year. On four occasions US had informed his government 

R of Chinese leaving US. Of 27 such persons mentioned on first 
three occasions, six have still not returned to China. On 
fourth occasion, April 8, 1955, US representative stated 
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£9 76 Chinese permitted leave but no name list given so impossible 
=< verify whether they have returned. There have not been necessary 
ss improvements in return of nationals including students from US. 
ae Yang said might as well point out that when his side 
£$ issued exit permits to 27 Americans they always prompt and 
i concrete in informing US. 
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WANG STATED THEY RECENTLY INFORMED THAT US IMMIGRATION SERVICE 
NOTIFIED MANY STUDENTS THEY MUST LEAVE US NOT LATER THAN 
SEPTEMBER SIXTH AND THAT THOSE FAILING DEPART BY THAT DATE 
WERE ADVISED APPLY FOR PERMANENT RESIDENCE UNDER REFUGEE 
RELIEF ACT OF 1953. SHORT TIME LIMIT CONFRONTED CHINESE WITH 
MANY PRACTICAL PROBLEMS. AS RESULT MANY MAY NOT BE ABLE LEAVE 
IN TIME AND NO CHOICE BUT APPLY FOR PERMANENT RESIDENCE WHICH 
WILL INCREASE DIFFICULTIES THEIR RETURN TO MAINLAND, 


of the United States 


WANG DECLARED BOTH OUR GOVERNMENTS DEEPLY CONCERNED OVER FATE 
NATIONALS. ON BASIS MUTUAL CONCILIATION AND MUTUAL RESPECT 
BOTH SIDES SHARE DESIRE SAFEGUARD INTEREST OF NATIONALS IN 
OTHER COUNTRY INCLUDING RIGHT RETURN HOME. IN ORDER THAT 
NATIONALS EACH SIDE WHO DESIRE RETURN MAY RECIEVE ATTENTION 
CHINESE PROPOSE: 
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1}. EACH SIDE ADViSE OTHER STATUS LATTER'S NATIONALS RESIDING 
THEIR TERR' TORY IN SAME WAY WANG HAD JUST DONE RE US NATIONALS 

I') CHINA, EXPRESSED HOPE NAME LIST WOULD INCLUDE ALL CHINESE 
NATIONALS IN US INCLUDING STUDENTS. 


2. US REVOKE ALL PROHIBITIONS AND MEASURES PREVENTING DEPARTURE 
CHINESE INCLUDING TIME LIMIT WHICH ADDS TO DIFFICULTY THEIR 
RETURN. 


3. US SUPPLY CHINESE WITH NAME LIST 76 PERSONS GRANTED EXIT 
PERMITS AS REPORTED APRIL 8, 1955. 
? 


4, CHINA AND US EACH ENTRUST THIRD COUNTRY OF OWN CHOICE 
TAKE CHARGE AFFAIRS OF NATIONALS EACH COUNTRY, FIRST OF ALL, 
QUESTION THEIR RETURN. CHINESE GOVERNMENT PROPOSES INDIA. 





WANG EXPRESSED HOPE WE WOULD GIME HIS PROPOSALS DUE 
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CONSIDERATION. 


| REPLIED | WANTED STUDY HIS PROPOSALS CAREFULLY AND WOULD 
GIVE HIM DETAILED REPLY LATER. IN MEANTIME HOWEVER | WANTED TO 
STATE THAT CONCERN HIS GOVERNMENT REGARDING CHINESE STUDENTS 
IN US APPEARS LARGELY ON MISUNDERSTANDING OF TRUE SITUATION, 

|! SAID | WAS AUTHORIZED FORMALLY ASSURE HIM US IMPOSING NO 
RESTRAINTS ON CHINESE CIVILIANS IN US DESIRING PROCEED TERR! TORY 
UNDER CONTROL HIS GOVERNMENT. | REPEATED THAT | COULD FORMALLY 
AND CATEGORICALLY SAY TO HIM THAT NO CHINESE STUDENT WAS 

BEING PREVENTED FROM LEAVING US. | ASKED IF HE KNEW ANY 
CHINESE STUDENT PREVENTED FROM DEPARTING HE LET ME KNOw AND 

| WOULD HAVE CASE INVESTIGATED AT ONCE. | EXPRESSED HOPE IN 
SUCH EVENT HE WOULD GIVE ME AS MUCH DATA AS POSSIBLE ON EACH 


CASE JUST AS | HAD DONE REGARDING CASES OF AMERICANS DETAINED 
IN CHINA, 


WANG REPLIED HE WOULD CAREFULLY STUDY ALL | HAD SAID AND REPLY 
AT LATER MEETING. HE THEN PROPOSED THAT SINCE DISCUSSIONS HAD 
ENTERED CONCRETE STAGE MEETINGS BE HELD AS A RULE ONLY EVERY 
OTHER DAY UNLESS SPECIAL REASONS DEMANDED MORE OR LESS FREQUENT 
MEETINGS. | AGREED TO THIS PROPOSAL. 


REFERRING TO MY PROPOSAL NOT TO RELEASE INFORMATION TO PRESS 
WITHOUT PRIOR AGREEMENT WANG SAID HE HAD GIVEN MATTER CAREFUL 
STUDY AND AGREED IN PRINCIPLE. SAID IF ANY STATEMENT CONSIDERED 
NECESSARY BY EITHER S!IDE AGREEMENT SHOULD BE REACHED WITH 

OTHER OR PRIOR NOTIFICATION GIVEN. IN THIS WAY DISCUSSIONS 
COULD BE COMPLETELY FRANK AND INFORMAL. 


| TOLD WANG | PLEASED HE AGREED WITH ME THAT ADOPTION THIS 
PROCEDURE WOULD CONTRIBUTE TO FRANKNESS AND INFORMALITY OF 
DISCUSSIONS. | SUGGESTED THAT ANY PRIOR NOTIFICATION GIVE 
REASONABLE TIME SAY ONE OR TWO DAYS ALTHOUGH | DID NOT BELIEVE 
IT NECESSARY SPECIFY EXACT LIMIT. WANG CONCURRED IN THIS. 


WANG THEN PROPOSED WE INFORM PRESS WE HAD DISCUSSED FIRST 
'TEM OF AGENDA AND THAT NEXT MEETING TO. BE HELD AUGUST 4, 10 A.M. 


| AGREED PROPOSING WE SAY NOTHING ELSE CONCERNING MEETING TO 
WHICH WANG AGREED. 
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| SAID | PRESUMED WANG WOULD CONCUR THAT BOTH GOVERNMENTS SHOULD 
SHARE EQUALLY COST OF MEETING ROOM. WANG SAID THAT WAS REASONABLE 


ARRANGEMENT AND HE FELT COST UNIMPORTANT COMPARED WITH RESULTS 
TALKS MIGHT ACHIEVE. 


AS BUSINESS CONCLUDED AND WE AROSE LEAVE ! TOLD HIM MR. MARTIN 
WHOM HE WOULD UNDOUBTEDLY RECALL WOULD BE JOINING US AT NEXT 
MEETING. HE THEN SAID IN NOT UNPLEASANT FASHION THAT | WOULD 
PROBABLY RECALL MR. LI HIS INTERPRETER AT MEETINGS AT GENEVA 

LAST YEAR. HE HAD BEEN "MURDERED BY AGENTS OF KUOMINTANG BANDITS" 
WHO SABOTAGED PLANE ON WHICH HE FLYING BANDUNG. ! EXPRESSED REGRET. 
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ame of Officer 
FURTHER MY CONVERSATION WITH MENON THIS MORNING. 
Direction to DC/R 

HE AGAIN PUSHED QUESTION RELAXATION TRADE RESTRICTIONS 
QTE OR SOME OTHER SUCH GESTURE UNQTE BUT | RECEIVED IMPRESSION 0) 
THIS MAY BE SOMEWHAT MORE HIS OWN IDEA THAN THAT OF CHICOMS AND = 
THAT HE MAY ALSO ‘BE PUSHING IT WITH THEM. TALKED ABOUT WANG AND i 
| ARRIVING AT AGREEMENT QTE IN PRINCIPLE UNQTE IN THIS, Co 
DETAILS TO BE LEFT TO LOWER LEVEL OFFICERS - POSSIBLY CONSULS N 
GENERALS IN MOSCOW, DELH! OR LONDON. LONDON WOULD BE GOOD ~ 
AS CHICOM CONSUL GENERAL THERE GOOD MAN. GENEVA POOR PLACE 00 
AS CHICOM CONSUL GENERAL HERE POOR NEGOTIATOR. N) 
MUCH TALK ABOUT !MPORTANCE AGREEMENT ON FORMIN MEETING, ‘A 


CHICOM DESIRE EVENTUAL FORMAL RECOGNITION AS QTE THIS WILL ADD 
GREATLY TO THEIR PRESTIGE UNQTE, AGAIN TALK ABOUT COASTAL ISLANDS 


QTE WHICH ARE HELD BY NATIONALISTS ONLY BY VIRTUE US SUPPORT UNQTE, 


MY INFORMATION SITUATION QUIET NOT CORRECT AS NATIONALISTS 
ARE CARRYING OUT RAIDS MOST RECENTLY IN JULY AND THIS OBVIOUSLY 
DIFFICULT SiTUATION FOR CHICOMS ETC. 


CHICOMS INTERESTED IN INTERNAL DEVELOPMENT AND DO NOT WANT 
WAR. ARE MAKING GREAT STRIDES, WHILE STILL BEHIND INDIA WORK 
TOGETHER MUCH BETTER AND WITH MORE ENTHUSIASM THAN INDIANS AND 
BEFORE LONG WILL PASS INDIA. CHICOMS DO NOT LIKE PRESENT, z 


GREAT DEPENDENCE ON SOVIETS AND WANT DIVERSIFY TRADE TO WES Typ, 


INCLUDING US. . 
N 


ri 
ALSO MUCH TALK ABOUT NOT IMPORTANT WHETHER PUBLIC woe | 
HE AND INDIA HAD PLAYED IN RELEASE AIR FORCE PERSONNEL ANG?OTHER 
DEVELOPMENTS; QTE HE AND | UNQTE AND CHINA, US AND INOJA KNEW. 
THAT WAS ALL THAT COUNTED. INDIA ENTIRELY DISINTERESTED THES 


ASPECT, ONLY INTEREST WAS IN HELPING WHERE THEY COULD AND AgHEN 
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SECRET 
-2- 246, AUGUST 2, 5 PsM. FROM GENEVA 


THEY WERE WANTED. FULLY APPRECIATED DOMESTIC POLITICAL AND 
PUBLIC OPINION PROBLEMS FACED BY SECRETARY AND PRESIDENT. 
HOWEVER HE HAD BEEN RECEIVED IN US QTE MUCH BETTER UNQTE 
THIS LAST TRIP THAN PREVIOUSLY. 


HE WAS STILL FISHING HARD FOR INVITATION STAY IN GENEVA WHILE 
DROPPING INCONSEQUENTIAL TIDBITS OF HIS CONVERSATION YESTERDAY 
EVENING WITH WANG. HE WAS APPARENTLY HOPING | HAD SINCE 
YESTERDAY ASKED FOR AND OBTAINED AUTHORITY FROM WASHINGTON 

TO ASK HIM TO STAY. 


DEPT FULLY AWARE MENON'S CONVERSATIONAL STYLE AND DIFFICULTY 
PINNING DOWN HIS EXACT MEANING. ! ALSO DELIBERATELY REFRAINED 

FROM MUCH QUESTIONING AS | DID NOT DESIRE GET DRAWN INTO DISCUSSION 
AS HE WAS CAREFULLY PROBING FOR ANYTHING HE COULD CARRY BACK 

TO CHINESE. HOWEVER | BELIEVE FOREGOING AND PREVIOUS TELS 
REPRESENT SUBSTANTIALLY ACCURATE ACCOUNT. 


| DID KEEP COMING BACK CHICOM RENUNCIATION USE OF FORCE BUT 
WITHOUT ANY IMMEDIATELY APPARENT CONSTRUCTIVE RESULT. | DID LET 
HIM KNOW ! WAS PLANNING REQUEST SOME EXPLANATION FROM CHICOMS 
FOR 461 PERSONNEL STILL MISSING FROM KOREAN WAR AS WELL AS 

11 NAVY AND COAST GUARD PERSONNEL MISSING OFF SWATOW. 

| WENT INTO SOME DETAIL REGARDING OUR EFFORTS THIS REGARD MAC 
AND ELSEWHERE. HE SUGGESTED SOME AGREEMENT SEND SOMEONE 

CHINA INVESTIGATE. | SAID THIS WAS NOT PROBLEM - OBVIOUSLY 

IF ANY OTHER AMERICANS HELD IN CHINA NO INVESTIGATOR WAS GOING 
TO FIND THEM. ONLY CHICOMS KNEW WHETHER ANY THESE MEN ALIVE 
THEIR HANDS AND QUESTION WAS CHICOM GOOD FAITH IN GIVING US 
HONEST AND REASONABLE ANSWER. IN REPLY MY FLAT QUESTION HE 
SAID HE DID NOT BELIEVE ANY WERE ALIVE IN CHICOM HANDS AS HE 
COULD NOT SEE ANY POLITICAL ADVANTAGE TO CHICOMS IN HOLDING 
THEM WITHOUT LETTING US KNOW THEY HAD THEM. (1 THINK HE IS 
RIGHT ON THIS.) 


| ALSO GAVE HIM FAIRLY DETAILED ACCOUNT CHICOM TREATMENT OUR 
CONSULATES AND EMBASSY IN CHINA DURING PERIOD CHICOM TAKE-OVER 
TAKING LINE !N LIGHT CUSTOMARY PRACTICE DURING SUCH PERIODS 
PARTICULARLY IN CHINA AS WELL AS ELSEWHERE CHICOMS QTE HAD 
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REFUSED RECOGNIZE US UNQTE RATHER THAN OTHER WAY AROUND AND 

HAD MADE IT IMPOSSIBLE US PURSUE ANY OTHER POLICY EVEN IF IT HAD 
DESIRED TO DO SO. THIS SEEMED TO BE NEW INFORMATION TO HIM 


| HAVE REFUSED SAY ANYTHING TO ANY CORRESPONDENTS ON MENON'S 
VISITS. : 


BECAUSE LENGTH HAVE NOT FEPEATED THESE TELS TO COOPER BUT 
PRESUME DEPT WILL PASS AS CONSIDERED DESIRABLE. 
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= oA [1 Reviewer Ja Date_ 
e< THIS MORNING CHICOM AMBASSADOR BERLIN TOLD SAME SOURCE MENTTONED — — 
Ea MYTEL 226 THAT AMERICAN CIVILIANS UNDER ARREST IN CHINA !!OW BEING 
cv COLLECTED NEAR PEIPING IN ANTICIPATION EARLY REPATRIATION; 
<r THAT CHICOMS ARE GOING PROPOSE BILATERAL AGREEMENT WITH US TO 
oS RENOUNCE USE FORCE SETTLEMENT ANY "INTERNATIONAL" QUESTIONS; 
as CHICOMS WILLING AGREE NOT USE FORCE AGAINST FORMOSA IF CAN 
_ OBTAIN POSSESSION MATSU AND QUEMOY AND US RECOGNIZES CHICOM 
B?, "PEACEFUL (LAIM" TO FORMOSA; CHICOMS WILL NOT AGREE ANY 
“ INTERNATIONALI ZATION FOMOSA: AND WANG IS GOING PRESS ME FOR EARLY 
@ FONMIN CONFERENCE PREFERABLY SEPTEMBER AT WHICH ALL OUTSTANDING 
= ISSUES WOULD BE DISCUSSED. ALSO LAST WEEK CHICOMS DELIVERED 
vn STRONG NOTE TO SOVIETS EXPRESSING "DISAPPROVAL" OF FAILURE 
ve SOVIETS PRESS FAR EASTERN MATTERS HARDER AT CONFERENCE. 
wv 
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_Action AAA t7 | Release! le Cdrtrol: .1128 a’ 23 
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FROM JOHNSON A “wo 
a | yor tO e 
*% LIST OF AMERICANS HANDED ME BY WANG AUGUST 2 HEADED "NAME LIST (0 
D yy OF ALL AMERICANS IN CHINA". GIVES NAMES BOTH ENGLISH AND CHINESE Lg 
o AND CITY OF RESIDENCE. 0 
oe 
5 CATEGORY (A) TOTALLING 42 NAMES AND HEADED "ORDINARY AMERICAN N 
w@ A NATIONALS" INCLUDES TEN OF 13 LISTED UNDER TAB (B) IN DOCUMENT On 
- r "BRIEF BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCHES OF AMERICANS DETAINED IN CHINA," 1 
©} DATED JULY 29. LIST OMITS BRADSHAW, HUIZER AND LAI MEE SEN. 
BR IN ADDITION INCLUDES WALSH, JAMES EDWARD; KELLEY, WILLLAM; 
TA HENKEL, LOUIS Aw} HENKEL, MRS. LOUIS A.3 ERWIN, ENGS7; 
A HINTON, JOAN CHASE; HODES, ROBERT; HODES, '!*NE; HODES, BILLY; 
a HODES, NANCY; HODES, PETER3 CHAIDIEN, ELEANOR; SNEK, HINTON BERTHA; 
yy HINTON, CAYMELITAs; GERLACH, TALITHA AGNES;!LO RPT LO, RUTH 
R EARNSHAW; PU, LUCILLE STEWARD; YAP, MARCELIA VANCE; SHAPIRO, 
cS  SUDNEY; RITTENBERG, S.3 WINTER, ROBERT; TANNEBAUM, GERALD; 


KEMP, DONALD MURRAY; CHENG, DOROTHY FISCHER$ L!U, BERTHA JEE; 
WU, ELMA KEEN; LIU, GRACE DIVINE; LAU, LAURA LOUISE; CHANDLER 
ELIZABETH MILDRED; SU, SOPHIE; LIANG, CHUAN-LING; WILCOX, 


VELLA M. LIST DOES NOT INDICATE WHICH PERSONS HAVE APPLIED FOR Vv 
EXIT PERMITS. en > 
Ww "ny 
CATEGORY (B) TOTALLING 27 NAMES AWD HEADED "AMERICAN ~ E 
CIVILIANS WHO HAVE COMMITTED CRIMES" INCLUDES 23 OF 25 LISTED o 


UNDER TAB A-1 REFERENCED DOCUMENT. OMITS DOWNEY AND FECTEAUS 
ALSO INCLUDES THE THREE LISTED UNDER TAB A-2 AND MRS. BRADSHAW. 





CATEGORY (C) TOTALLING 16 AND HEADED "FORMER AMERICAN CAPTURED 
PERSONNEL iN THE KOREAN WAR WHO REFUSED REPATRIATION" CONTAINS 
“$ FOLLOWING NAMES: ADAMS; GORDON; DUNN; FORTUNA; HAWKINS; 


WD 360 TWidlds0 





ath SULLIVAN; WEBB; WHITE; WILSON; WILLS; ADAMS; SKINNER; PATE;3 
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CATEGORY (D) TOTALLING TWO AND HEADED “AMERICAN MILITARY 
PERSONNEL WHO HAVE COMMITTED CRIMES" LISTS DOWNEY AND 
FECTEAU. 
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= 2S60Li5ion to withdraw immediately" from UN in event Chinese Communists admitted. ae 
- Oe 
ow ! 
» = e. Chen Chtenr: July 29 announced resignation Sun Li-jen as Chief mie 
cr 
m- WY . 
—— Aide to President Chiang Kai-shek because of “fault of implication in null 
ow @ }. 
- + 2 
oe ease of sedition." Board headed by Ch'en will investigate case. s] 
Vv> 
o = :' 3. VCo.grinist China and Nepal have signed agreement to establish 
s+ wigan 
a . | ' ~ . 
sy diplomatic relavions. Chinese Communist ambassador New Delhi to be accredited pare. 
s oY) QO 
eS 1 — 
~~ i.atuandu, presumably on lehru's urgings. ND 
@ 
= 4. Re istration of foreigners m in Hanoi began last week July with DRV = 
2) ’ i 
V4) 
= showing clear intent harass and annoy. Objection to use of Consular titles 
9 eset 
- by US personnel and many petty objections raised in completion of forms. At , mY : 
ined veek's end attitude shifted to near politeness and forms accepted. Consul ‘* 
Jens 





‘ 
) ’ * ‘9 . > ‘ 
; susure Whecher chance indicates real change in behavior toward Westerners, 


affors to expedite reristration with further difficulties postponed until 


data studicd, or calculated alternation between cajolery and admonition. 
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ME AND WHICH CORDIER HAS BEEN REQUESTED TRANSMIT LODGE. 


3 Pa ise as S$: hown ) P 
Dd ny ) Basis-1-301 
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a Dews grad to i, «g@etion to DC/R =- 
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Revie wel a _ 

HAD HAMMARSKJOLD TO DINNE CALLED ON 

WANG EARLIER IN AFTERNOON TO ASK HIM TRANSMIT REPLY TO CHOU'S 
MESSAGE .!NFORMING HIM RELEASE FLYERS TEXT OF WHICH HE SHOWED 
CORDIER 
WILL ALSO GIVE LODGE COPY REPLY WHICH HE ALSO SHOWED ME. HE 
INTERPRETS CHOU'S MESSAGE AS ENCOURAGING EFFORT KEEP UN CHANNEL 
OPEN. HE IS ALSO OBVIOUSLY AND UNDERSTANDABLY STILL VERY 
SENSITIVE ON MENON ROLE. 
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HE GAVE ME DETAILED ACCOUNT ALL HIS EFFORTS PARTICULARLY HIS 
CONVERSATIONS WITH CHOU ON DOWNEY AND FECTEAU. TH!IS VERY 
HELPFUL TO ME ALTHOUGH | DO NOT BELIEVE ANY INFORMATION WAS 
BROUGHT OUT NOT ALREADY KNOWN TO DEPARTMENT. 


| OUTLINED TO HIM PRESENT STATE MY NEGOTIATIONS WITH WANG 

AND CONSULTED WITH HIM ON MY PLANS FOR HANDLING QUESTION OTHER 
MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL. TOLD HIM MY PRESENT THINKING WAS 
WHEN "OTHER PRACTICAL QUESTIONS" REACHED TO HAND WANG LIST 461 
MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL OUTLINING HISTORY LIST AND ASKING 
CHICOMS WHETHER ANY PERSONS LISTED WERE IN TERRITORY UNDER 
CONTROL CHICOMS PRESSING AS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITE ANSWER. 


HE EXPRESSED FULL APPROVAL AND REQUESTED | INFORM SECRETARY 
THAT IN REPLY SECRETARY! 3 MESSAGE ON COORDINATION OUR 
EFFORTS HE PLANNED TAK: WO FURTHER ACTION PENDING OUTCOME-MY 
EFFORTS HERE. AT THAT TIME HE WOULD DECIDE WHAT FURTHER RCT IBN 
TAKE NOT ONLY WITH REGARD MISSING AMERICAN PERSONNEL BUT Tyo 

OF OTHER NATIONALITIES. re 

‘ 
HE WILL BE HERE UNTIL AUGUST 8 AND | PROMISED KEEP IN TOUCH 


WITH HIM. GOWEN 
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1. Reuters Taipei states Nat Legislative Yuan members tuk o 
, ~ 2 - 
Jeeided enable protest to President Eisenhower against Geneva talks. Ge ae Yeh 


assured Levislators US policy toward China unchanged. AP report adds Y 
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Ze 


informed Foreicn Affairs Committee China would not recognize any Geneva decisi 
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effecting, its interests. 
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2. Recent report on Americans in China, which you may use at yous 
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| nies 


ices 
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diseretior, claims mid-June 1955: (a) Ralph’ S. Boyd had applied exit visa but 
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SSy possibly because Chinese Communists have clains against; 


04 pe 


eonpany; (1) Marcella and Peter Iuizer in poor health; Chinese Communist s¢1a 


weninss Ci’ 


sod-9/ 


: Portland Cement Co of US $400,000 unsettled; (c) Dilmus Kanady 


in jail on espionage charge; (ad) octogenarian Robert H. Parker bedridden with 


gates 
heart ailuent; (e) Much Redmond not heard from since early 1954; reported ~~ aaa os 


executed 1° Ghanchai press; and (f) exit of Howard Ricks and wife held up at ibe 
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pending s>'lLement of claims against firm. t 
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3. Dianese Prime liinister U Nu in press conference 27th welcomed 
US CIR talks, endorsed Sanixzn Senator George's suggestion talks at FONMIN 
Ll :l next step. U Ili counseled patience and disregard for prestige considerations. 
A -st 1 issue Rangoon daily Iintion quotes government sources (Embassy identifies 
as U Mu's personal secretary  Thant) to effect GUB welcomes Chou En-lai proposal 

| _ Nehru ) 
for Pacific pret including US. Article asserts U Nu and MSHKK in correspondence 


brin sbout ChiCom-Cihiiiat talks, hopeful of success. Other sources report 


U o's willinmness co iaipei personally if can be arranged in non-official capacity. 
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Reference your list of 36 American civilian detainees handed to Wahgy 3 3 
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“le believe as your talks constitute new stage of discussions regarding A 
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Americans detained Communist China you should present Wang with full list 


26-4 


Americans we believe being prevented from leaving mainland including Mrs... 


by his Maryknoll Mission superior here /Leeve. 


You should ewenenit/Uhest tow names to supplement your lists of Aner’ 
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Huizer, two Romanoffs and Mrs. Bradshaw. Bishop James Edward Walsh euthortam 
po 

—_ 


| oa" ebsnven og 4snN 4 


being detained and add note that superiorsof Bishop Walsh have now authorized! | 


him to leave. If you have definite reason for not submitting this supplementiry ~. 
list, inform Department. 


a Case of Lai Mee-sem and other Americans of Chinese race under consideration 
shed s 


“S by Department to determine whether your intervention on their behalf at this 
ty) " 
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VA » the pace should not RPT not be forced. You might suggest 
deferred until after brief recess. This would enable you in your discretion make 


a 
bs V is} your post. In meantime gag points will be receiving full considera- = 
-- 2S ~ Ok 
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It seems to us that, given full satisfaction we have afforded on points two 
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aye ‘points one and four obviously require some time for study. A 2 qhe-2 
y bat 





) 






Point two met by blenket statement as to non-interference with departures 
and by first sentence second para our 3) 


of Chinese which you have been authorized to mke, Point three met by our r tele 
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gram 34 
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: 
Oo \ . \\: Nana three, you are in strong position to press insistently for release forthwitiO)} 


of all Americans. Hope you will be able make Wang feel that next move up to his 
Government and that only immediate all-inclusive action on US nationals will meet 
hha obligation resting on his Government in existing circumstances. ©) 

FYI we are considering with top people of Immigration and Naturalization > 


Service certain problems which may arise as to Chinese aliens of various 


tegories resident in the US. 
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HIGHLIGHTS THIRD MEETING FOLLOW: 


HANDED WANG LIST FIVE NAMES SUGGESTED DEPTEL 359. MADE 

BRIEF COMMENTS THEIR LIST AMERICANS POINTING OUT INTER ALIA 
DOWNEY AND FECTEAU CIVILIANS NOT MILITARY (WANG SUBSEQUENTLY 
EXPLAINED LISTING DOWNEY AND FECTEAU REFERRED TO NATURE THEIR | 
" CRIMES" WHICH MILITARY). | THEN DISCUSSED WANGtS 4 PROPOSALS 
OF LAST MEETINGe RE FIRST SAID SEEMS GO BEYOND TERMS REFERENCE 
TALKS, ALSO INVOLVES THOUSANDS NAMES. 
RE SECOND AND THIRD PROPOSALS HANDED WANG LIST 76 NAMES, 
REITERATED ASSURNACE ALL RESTRICTIONS LIFTED ON RETURN CHINESE 
[O MAINLAND, EXPLAINED NO GENERAL DEADLINE FOR DEPARTURE 
TUDENTS BUT CASES DEALT WITH INDIVIDUALLY AND POSTPONEMENTS 
LEPARTURE GRANTED FOR GOOD CAUSE. RE FOURTH PROPOSAL SAID 
COULD NOT YET GIVE REPLY. CONCLUDED BY CONTRASTING PRESENT 
FREEDOM CHINESE IN US DEPART AND CONTINUED DETENTION 40 ODD 

NS CITIZENS CHINA. 


AFTER 10 MINUTE RECESS REQUESTED BY WANG, HE AGAIN ASKED COM-~ 
PLETE LIST CHINESE NATIONALS IN US, DENYING THIS REQUEST EX- 
CEEDED TERMS REFERENCE; WELCOMED RECEIPT LIST 76 BUT EXPRESSED 
DISSATISFACTION LACK OF INFO ON ALL CHINESE IN US, SIMILAR 
THAT GIVEN US ON ALL AMERICANS CHINA; REITERATED FAMILAITAR 
CONTENTION ONLY US CITIZENS DETAINED CHINA GUILTY CRIMES WHO 


DEALT WITH 
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NEED FURTHER TIME CONSIDER. 
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~2- #310, AUGUST 4, 1 PM FROM GENEVA | ¥ 


DEALT WITH BY LAW, THEREFORE NO BASIS US ILL FEELING. ALSO 
MADE STATEMENT ON ALLEGED CAUSES "CHINESE ILL FEELING" TOWARD 
USe SAID WILL EXAMINE INDIVIDUAL CASES AMERICANS AND PREPARED 
ACCORD LENIENT TREATMENT. WELCOMED US WILLINGNESS TAKE TIME 
CONSIDER HIS FOURTH PROPOSAL. 


[ REPLIED BRIEFLY WANG*S REMARKS RESERVING RIGHT REPLY MORE 
FULLY NEXT MEETING WHICH | SUGGESTED BE POSTPONED TO AUGUST 8, 
WANG READILY AGREED, EXHIBITING NO ANXIETY FORCE PACE TALKS.» 
WANG STRESSED HIS COMPLIANCE OUR AGREEMENT RE PRESS, SAYING 
CHINESE HOPED MEETINGS WOULD SETTLE MATTERS UNDER DISCUSSION 
"OT BECOME PROPAGANDA FORUMe I AFFIRMED OUR FULL ADHERENCE 
PRESS AGREEMENT. 
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DEPTEL 360. , _.s tan to DO 
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FULLY APPRECIATE DEPT*S DESIRE NOT FORCE PACE BUT FEEL IT 
ALSO IMPORTANT THAT WE AVOID GIVING ANY IMPRESSION TO CHICOMS 
OR PUBLIC THAT WE ARE DRAGGING FEET ON GETTING AMERICANS OUT 

OF CHINA. PRESS WCULD BE QUICK EXPLOIT IN FACE CHOU'S STATEMENT 
ABILITY READILY RESOLVE THIS PROBLEM AND RUMORS STARTED BY 
MENON WHICH HAVE RECEIVED WIDE CURRENCY THAT PROBLEM WOULD 

} RE RESOLVED AT LATEST BY END THIS WEEK. IN LICHT THESE CONSIDER- 
ATIONS WHICH | HAVE BEEN TRYING KEEP IN BALANCE | DID NOT 
CONSIDER IT DES‘ RABLE AT TODAY'S MEETING TO PROPOSE RECESS 
BEYOND MONDAY. BY SAME TOKEN | AM CERTAIN THERE WOULD BE 

ADVERSE REACTION AMONG CORRESPONDENTS HERE WHICH CHICOMS WOULD 


BE QUICK EXPLOIT IF | WERE TO MAKE TRIP TO PRAGUE AT THIS 
PART!CULAR STAGE. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
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1 AM CONVINCED THAT CHICOMS DO NOT SERIOUSLY EXPECT OBTAIN 
POINT ONE WANG'S AUGUST 2 PROPOSAL AND SHOULD NOT BE LED TO 
PEL!EF THERE 1S ANY POSSIBILITY SUCCESS ALTHOUGH THEY WILL 
CONTINUE USING IT TO STRENGTHEN THEIR CASE FOR POINT 4, 

| HAD THEREFORE PLANNED AT TODAY'S MEETING FLATLY TO TURN IT 
DOWN AS OUTSIDE AGREED SCOPE TALKS. IN ORDER NOT GIVE THEM 

iO0 MUCH ENCOURAGEMENT ON THIS POINT AND CARRY OUT INSTRUCTIONS 
MEPTEL 360 | DID SAY WHILE NOT IN POSITION REPLY IT SEEMED 


<n 
TO BE OUTSIDE SCOPE OUR DISCUSSION, 0 


=" 
AM SATISFIED SOMETHING IN FIELD OF POINT FOUR OF WANG'S «2 5 
PROPOSAL 1S CHOU'S MINIMUM PRICE FOR RELEASE REMAINING AMER A . 
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UNDER BEST CIRCUMSTANCES |! DO NOT NOW FEEL ANY MASS R 
TO BE EXPECTED AND FEAR MOST DIFFICULTY WILL BE ENCOUNTERED 

OVER DOWNEY AND FECTEAU WITH DIFFICULTIES ALSO OVER THOSE 

BEING DENIED EXIT PERMITS PENDING SETTLEMENT FINANCIAL "CLAIMS". 


| FEEL WE ARE NOT GOING TO GET THEM MOVE VERY FAR ON AMERICANS 
UNTIL WE GIVE THEM SOME INDICATION ON POINT FOUR. ON OTHER 
HAND | HAVE FEARED THAT IF WE AGREED ON SOMETHING ALONG LINES 
POINT FOUR THEIR TACTIC WOULD BE TO ATTEMPT TO CLAIM THAT 
QUESTION OF CIVILIANS NOW RESOLVED AT OUR LEVEL AND "®ETAILS" 
SHOULD BE LEFT TO REPRESENTING COUNTRIES. 


THEREFORE TACTIC WHICH | HAD PLANNED PRIOR TO RECEIPT DEPTEL 
360 WAS TO PUT FORWARD IN INFORMAL CONVERSATIONAL STYLE A 
REPRESENTATION PROPOSAL IN STRICT ACCORDANCE WITH MY INSTRUCTIONS 
AS SOMETHING | WAS WILLING RECOMMEND MY GOVERNMENT'S CONS!DER- 
ATION BUT DIDN'T FEEL | COULD DO SO UNTIL THEY HAD COME FURTHER 

4 ON AMERICANS IN CHINA. MY HOPE WAS THAT WITHOUT NECESSARILY 
FREEZING ON ANY PARTICULAR POSITION OR BARGAINING POINT FOUR 
FOR AMERICANS | COULD GET MYSELF IN POSITION TO KEEP REPRESEN- 
TATION CHEESE DANGLING IN FRONT OF THEM IN RETURN FOR PERFOR- 
MANCE ON AMERICANS WHILE ALSO AVOIDING DANGER THEIR CLAIMING 


SETTLEMENT CIVILIANS ACCOMPLISHED WHEN AGREEMENT REACHED ON 
REPRESENTATION. 
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| CONTINUE FEEL THIS 'S FEST TACTIC AND SHOULD BE CARRIED 
OUT AT MONDAY'S MEETING ALTHOUGH IN VIEW PASSAGE TIME 
WOULD NOW PRESENT IN FORM OF SOMETHING TENTATIVELY 

BEING CONSIDERED BY MY GOVERNMENT. 
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FROM JOHNSON 


AT THIRD MEETING 18 AeM. AUGUST 4 I HANDED WANG SUPPLEMENTARY 
LIST 5 AMERICANS AS INSTRUCTED DEPTEL 359 DESCRIBING THEM AS 
PFRSONS WE HAD “SOME REASON" TO BELIEVE WERE BEING 

PRAVENVED FROM LEAVING CHINA. WITH RESPECT TO LIST OF 36 
PREVIOUSLY GIVEN WANG I HAD INDICATED WE HAD FIRM KNOWLEDGE 
ALL THESE PEOPLE DESIRED LEAVE CHINA. 





1 NEXT POINTED OUT WANG HAD LISTED GORDON, JOYCE AND HYDE 

AS "PERSONS WHO HAD COMMITTED CRIMES". NOTING CHINESE 
REPRESENTATIVE HAD TOLD CONGEN LAST JUNE THEY WERE NOT IN 
PRISON BUT BEING INVESTIGATED I INQUIRED WHETHER THEY NOW IN 
PRISON. 


of the United States 
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I SAID WE UNDERSTOOD MRS. BRADSHAW RELEASED FROM PRISON AND 
SKED WHY SHE WAS LISTED UNDER CATEGORY (B) WANG‘'S LIST. 

I ALSO POINTED OUT DOWNEY AND FECTEAU, WHOM WANG HAD LISTED AS 

MILITARY PERSONNEL WERE ACTUALLY CIVILIANS AND SHOULD HAVE 

BEEN LISTED ANONG IMPRISONED CIVILIANS.» 
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REFERRING TO WANG'S FIRST PROPOSAL PREVIOUS MEETING I STATED 
It APPEARS GO BEYOND TERMS OF REFERENCE ENVISIONED BY TWO 

GOVERNMENTS WHEN TALKS AGREED UPON. REMINDED HIM TALKS WERE U 
TO CONSIDER “REPATRIATION CIVILIANS WHO DESIRE RETURN THEIR > 
RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES". POINTED OUT ALSO CHINESE NATIONALS a Be 
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IN US NUMBER THOUSANDS AND ADDED US GOVERNMENT REQUIRED FURTHER © 
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TIME TO CONSIDER. E ‘ 
I THEN REFERRED TO WANG'S SECOND AND THIRD PROPOSALS AND ee 
HANDED HIM LIST OF 76 CHINESE STUDENTS. I TOLD HIM HIS REFERENCE |.? | 
-. TO "EXIT PERMIT® IN CONNECTION WITH 76 STUDENTS WAS RO oe 
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INACCURATE SINCE NO EXIT PERMIT REQUIKED OF ALIENS DESIRING 
DEPART USe I THEN CAREFULLY SUMMARIZED IN SOME DETAIL US 
IMMIGRATION PROCEDURE, EMPHASIZING ABSENCE EXIT PERMIT SYSTEM 
AND EXPLAINING THAT US GOVERNMENT NEITHER PREVENTING CHINESE 
FROM LEAVING NOR UNREASONABLY FORCING THEM TO LEAVE. 





I INFORHNED WANG I NOT IN POSITION REPLY REGARDING FOURTH 
PROPOSAL WHICH REQUIRED FURTHER CAREFUL STUDY. I ADDED THAT AS 
I ALREADY POINTED OUT AS RESULT OF RESCINDING BY US GOVERNMENT 
ALL PREVENTIVE DEPARTURE ORDERS PREVIOUSLY ISSUED AGAINST CHINESE 
CIVILIANS THERE WAS NOT TO BEST OF MY GOVERNMENT'S KNOWLEDGE ANY 
CHINESE CIVILIAN IN US WHOSE DEPARTURE FOR CHINA WAS BEING 
PREVENTED. HOWLVER I CONTINUED "WE EOTH KNOW OF THE ANERICAN 
CIVILIALS IN YOUR COUNTRY WHOSE DEPARTURE IS BEING PREVENTED 
BY RLASON OF THEIR IMPRISONMENT OR CTHERWISE". I SAID I WAS 
THEREFORE AWAITING THE SPECIFIC INFORMATION REGARDING MEASURES 
WHICH WANG HAD SAID AT LAST MEETING HIS GOVERNMENT INTENDED 

“S TAKE WITH RESPECT AMERICANS. 


of the United States 


4 ¢ ae 


I THEN ASKED WANG FOR NAMES OF 6 CHINESE Hi REFERRED TO LAST 
MLETING AS NOT HAVING RETURNED CHINA, SAYING I WOULD HAVE 
THEIR CASES INVESTIGATED. 
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AT THIS POINT CHINESE REQUESTED 1@ MINUTES RECESS.» 


WANG COMMENCED STATING KE WISHED CLARIFY A FEW POINTS. 
REGARDING CLASSIFICATION AMERICANS ON HIS LIST, SAID GORDON, 
HYDE AND JOYCE HAD COMMITTED CRIMES BUT_NOT_ NOW IN PRISON. 

SAID MRS PRADSHAW HAD BEEN IN PRISON BUT NOW OUT ON BAILe 
REGARDING DOWNEY AND FECTEAU SAID THEIR CRIMES ALREADY PUBLICLY 
MADE KNOWN AND UNNECESSARY GO INTO HERE. 





~ G- 
. 





© - “ToT FP 


I INTERJECTED THAT MY QUESTION REFERRED NOT TO CRIMES BUT 
TO THEIR CLASSIFICATION AS CIVILIANS; WANG REPLIED THEY 
"CLASSIFIED ACCORDING CHARACTER OF THEIR CRIMES WHICH WERE 
MILITARY IN NATURE AND NOT ACCORDING THEIR PERSONAL STATUS". 
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WANG THEN HANDED ME 6 CHINESE NAMES I HAD REQUESTED WHICH 
I SAID WE WOULD INVESTIGATE. NAMES BY SEPARATE TEL. 


WANG THEN SAID I HAD STATED HIS FIRST PROPOSAL BEYOND SCOPE 
ITEM ONE OF AGENDA. SINCE THIS ITEM DEALT WITH RETURN CIVILIANS 
BOTH SIDES IT ENTITLED US TO REQUEST COMPLETE LIST AMERICANS 

Ili CHINA, SIMILARLY ENTITLED WANG REQUEST COMPLETE LIST CHINESE 
IN US. HE WAS GLAD KNOW US GOVERNMENT WILLING TAKE FURTHER TIME 
CONSIDER THIS PROPOSAL. 


PROBLEM NOW FACING US WANG CONTINUED IS PROBLEM RETURN 

CIVILIANS EOTE SIDES TQ RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES. BOTH SIDES SHOULD 
AKL SANE ARRANGEMENTS IN ORDER ARRIVE AT REASONABLE SETTLEMENT. 
REGAKDING AMERICANS IN CHINA HE HAD ALREADY SUBMITTED COMPLETE 
LIST INCLUDING PLACE RESIDENCE AS WELL AS CLASSIFICATION OF 
INDIVIDUAL. REQUESTED US SIDE RESPOND THIS ACTION BY PROVIDING 
COMPLETE LIST CHINESE NATIONALS IN US, INCLUDING STUDENTS 

WHOSE FANILIES ON CHINESE MAINLAND, AND GIVING WHEREABOUTS 

EACH INDIVIDUAL. 


WANG SAID Pi£i'SONS ON LIST OF 36 GIVEN HIM AUGUST 2 ALL INCLUDED 
IN LIST AMERICAN NATIONALS IN CHINA HE HAD PROVIDED, INCLUDING 
THOSE GUILTY AND NOT GUILTY OF CRIMES. THOSE GUILTY MUST BE 
TREATED UNDER CHINESE LAW JUST AS CHINESE NATIONALS RESIDING 

US SHOULD BE SUBJECT US LAW. HE HAD ALREADY MADE CLEAR POSITION 
CHINESE GOVERNMENT REGARDING TREATMENT AMERICANS IN CHINA AND 
TOLD NE HE WOULD INFORM ME LATER RESULTS OF REVIEW OF CASES. 


WANG LENT ON TO SAY AT AUGUST 2 MEETING I HAD DEMANDED COMPLETE 
RELEASE ALL AMERICANS IN CHINA. THIS NOT COMPATIBLE WITH 
FACTUAL SITUATION AND HIS SIDE COULD NOT COMPLY. THERE WAS NO 
QUESTION CONCERNING RELEASE THOSE AMERICANS IN CHINA WHO 

NEVER COMMITTED CRIME. THOSE FOUND GUILTY OF CRIMES MUST BE 
TREATED UNDER CHINESE LEGAL PROCEDURE. THEIR CASES NOT SIMPLY 
MATTER OF RELEASING OR NOT RELEASINGe AS HE HAD INDICATED 

HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD TAKE LENIENT MEASURES T.OWARD THESE. 

HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD INDIVIDUALLY REVIEW RACH CASE AND ADVISE 
RESULTS LATERso 
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I BROKE IN TO INQUIRE IF HE COULD ESTIMATE HOW LONG IT 

MIGHT TAKE MAKE THIS REVIEW. WANG REPLIED NONCOMMITTALLY THAT 
IT WOULD DEPEND ON TIME REQUIRED BY RESPONSIELE AUTHORITIES 
TO MAKE REVIEW. 


LANG THEN DECLARED READING FROM PREPARED STATEMENT HE WOULD 
LIKE TO MAKE A FEW RENARKS ON ILL FEELING AMERICAN PEOPLE 
TOWARD ChINAs DETAILED ACCOUNT OF STATUS AMERICANS IN CHINA 

AS WELL AS 9F POLICY HIS GOVT WAS GIVEN ME AT LAST MEETING. 

IF THIS COULD HAVE BEEN MADE KNOWN TO AMERICAN PEOPLE IN ITS 
ENTIRETY ILL FEELING NEVER WOULD HAVE ARISENe REGARDING 
HANDFUL OF AMzRICANS WHO VIOLATED CHINESE LAW, EVERY SOVEREIGN 
COUNTRY IS ENTITLED TAKE ACTION AGAINST SUCH PERSONS. OUT OF 
HUMANITARIAN CONSIDERATIONS, CHINESE GOVERNMENT WILLING GIVE 
LENIENT CONSIDERATION CASES BY FURTHER REVIEW AND ALSO WILLING 
THAT RELATIVES VISIT PRISONERS. THIS ALL THE MORE PROVES THAT 
TREATMENT GIVEN AMERICANS BY HIS GOVT IS “Falk AND FRIENDLY". 








HE CONSIDERED "ALLEGED ILL FEELING OF ANERICANS* INTIMATED 

EY NE "DEVOID OF FACTUAL BASIS". ON OTHER HAND THINGS CAUSING 
ILL FEELING AMONG CHINESE PEOPLE TOWARD AMERICAN GOVERNMENT 
BEYOND ENUMERATION. TAKE SUBJECT CHINESE NATIONALS, PART- 
ICULARLY RETURN CHINESE STUDENTS, WITHOUT MENTIONING OTHER 
RENOTE SUBJECTSe CHINESE PEOPLE VERY DISSATISFIED. IT IS 
VICLATION HUMANITARIAN PRINCIFLES FOR GOVERNMENT PREVENT 

BY GOVERNMENT ORDER INNOCENT PERSON RETURN HONE FOR INTERCOURSE 
AUD REUNICN WITH FAMILY. MIGHT AS WELL CITE AN INCIDENT WHICH 
GREATLY IRRITATED CHINESE PEOPLE. MORE THAN 14,004 PERSONNEL 
OF CHINES™ PEOPLE'S VOLUNTEERS IN KOREA WERE NOT PERMITTED 
LISTEN TO EXPLANATIONS BUT FORCIBLY REMOVED TO TAIWAN TO 
BECONE "CANNON FODDER FOR CHIANG KAI-SHEK BRIGANDS". 

THEIR FAMILIES ON MAINLAND UNABLE EFFECT THEIR RETURN. WANG 
SAID HE HAD HEARD BOTH MARTIN AND I WERE IN KOREA AT TIME 
KOREAN ARMISTICE AND KNEW THIS CASE WELL THEREFORE UNNECESSARY 
SAY MORE. HE DID WANT TO ADD THAT THIS IS- STILL PENDING CASE 
WHICH ENRAGES CHINESE PEOPLEe HE COULD MENTION OTHERS SIMILAR 
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CHARACTER. HOWEVER, CONSIDERING ATMOSPHERE PRESENT TALKS PERHAPS 
NOT NECESSARY ENUMERATE MORE. IT WAS ONLY BECAUSE I HAD MENTIONED 

















) 

ALLEGED ILL FEELING IN US HE THOUGHT IT MIGHT BE USEFUL 
; EXPLAIN HOW CHINESE PEOPLE FEEL TOWARD US GOVERNMENT. 
5 

° GOWAN 
> 

Pw AB/32 

5 wv 

i. + 
cs 
ew 
c UO 

o WwW 
r+ 
~~ -r- 

oc 
z= 
oe 

s+! 
- . 
i 
a © 

r+ 8) 
Pa 
D 

Fe) 

Ls) 

rT) 

A 

CONFIDENTIAL 
ee EO 4 TES Th TG we tn I aah Se Re 
- Yall A, 7. at: rw _ ee Faas 





- ; +. . 
— . ; ~~ Ia x 9 + = ~ : 
qos lila”: ‘o TK. -~ ~~ oMel- Neat FS ot “> pes 











wcomins TELEGRAM ©=—© Department of State 




















3 CONFIDENTIAL fstion Assigned to /~- 
Action ; Control: onsg° Taken -- 
wat: Rec'd: 
) AUGUST’4, 1955 _ 
FROM: GENEVA ror el = 
R TO: Secretary of State ao "-tn of Action —_— fer: 


fetion Office Symbet—— 


, NO: 315, AUGUST 4, 7 PM (SECTION TWO OF TWO) 


tiame of Officer ——— 
> 





WANG THEN STARTED READING FROM ANOTHER LONG PREPARED’ STATEMENT 
JR WHICH OPENED BY STATING I HAD MADE REPEATED REFERENCES TO CHINESE 
) STUDENTS IN US AND HAD SAID THAT US GOVT HAD NEVER EXERCISED 
ANY RESTRAINT ON THEM. 





A I INTERRUPTED TO STATE THAT WAS NOT WHAT I HAD SAID. THIS 

, MORNING I HAD AGAIN SAID THAT THERE HAD BEEN RESTRAINTSAGAINST 
sl SOME FEW CHINESE STUDENTS BUT THAT ETHESE HAD BEEN REMOVED 

\P AND FORCEFULLY REITERATED MY PREVIOUS STATEMENT NO CHINESE 

wp, BEING PREVENTED DEPART. 


SA) 


of the United States 


WANG COMPLETELY NONPLUSSED AT THIS POINT AND FUMBLED THROUGH 
PREPARED STATEMENT SEEKING A REPLY. ONLY AFTER FULL FOWR OR FIVE 
MINUTES WAS HE ABLE CONTINUE. 





CHANGING HIS APPROACH WANG DECLARED HE WELCOMED STATEMENT 

BY ME THAT RESTRAINTS ON CHINESE RESCINDED. HOWEVER THIS STATE- 
MENT ONLY VERY "GENERAL® TO EFFECT CHINESE NOT RESTRAINED 

FROM RETURNING THEIR COUNTRY. IN THE FIRST PLACE, US GOVT 
FAILED PROVIDE COMPLETE LIST INCLUDING NAMES AND ADDRESSES SO 
IT IMPOSSIBLE CHECK WHICH ACTUALLY DESIRED RETURN. IT WAS NOT 
ONLY IMPOSSIBLE CHINESE GOVT COMMUNICATE THESE PEOPLE BUT ALSO 
IMPOSSIBLE FAMILIES COMMUNICATE WITH THEM AND TRANSMIT. .FUNDSe 
SECRETARY DULLES IN PRESS CONFERENCE AUGUST 2 ADMITTED,HE ~~ 
COULD NOT ANSWER QUESTION WHETHER CHINESE HAVE FINANCIAL 
DIFFICULTIES AND COULD NOT PAY THEIR TRAVEL. THIS,IS SHARP - 
CONTRAST WITH PREMIER CHOU'S STATEMENT REGARDING AMERECAN 7” 
NATIONALS JULY 30. "OUR NATIONALS IN US ARE CONFRONTED. BY “% 
GREAT DIFFICULTIES". CONSEQUENTLY APPROPRIATE SOLUTION 97 ~ 

RETURN CIVILIANS BOTH SIDES MUST BE SOUGHT WHICH BENEFICisx. = 
BOTH PARTIES NOT ONE UNILATERALLY. OTHERWISE APPARENTLY = 
"UNFAIR" SOLUTION WOULD NOT BE UNDERSTOOD BY PEOPLE OF 
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VORLD AND CHINESE PEOPLE COULD NOT ACCEPT. IT PRECISELY FOR 
THIS REASON THAT HE HAD PROPOSED CHINA AND US EACH NAME 

THIRD COUNTRY TO HANDLE AFFAIRS OF NATIONALS OF EACH IN 
TERRITORY OF OTHER, IN FIRST PLACE, RETURN OF NATIONALS TO 
RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES’ WANG WELCOMED STATEMENT THAT US WILLING 
TAKE FURTHER TIME CONSIDER THIS PROPOSITION. ALSO EXPRESSED 
APPRECIATION RECEIPT LIST 76 STUDENTS. 


I REPLIED EXPRESSING REGRET WANG FELT IT NECESSARY DISCUSS 

MATTERS OUTSIDE TERMS OF REFERENCE THIS MEETING. SAID I SPOKE 

lO HIN OF ILL FExLIiNG PEOPLE Il! US, AS I KNEW IT, ARISING FROM 
ISSUE WE NOW DISCUSSING. I ADDED I DID NOT INTEND ENGAGE IN 
CONTROVERSY, JUST WANTED FRANKLY EXPLAIN TO HIM FACTUAL SITUATION. 


REFERRING TO WANG'S RENARM THAT MY STATEMENT ON FREEDOM 

CHINESE DEPART AS BEING "GENERAL", I SAID IF GENERAL 

If WAS BECAUSE IT WAS BROAD, CATEGORICAL AND WITHOUT EXCEPTION. 
1 SAID I WAS UNCLEAR WHAT WANG NEANT BY AN UNFAIR SOLUTION. 

I SAID THER HAD DEFN RESTRAINTS ON SOME CHINESE AND THESE NO 
LONGER EXIST. TOLD Wi" AGAIN IF HF KNEW OF EXCEPTION WOULD BE 
CLAD INVESTIGATE. ALSO POINTED OUT ALL CHINESE IN US HAVE 
COMPLETE FREEDO!! CoiUICATE., NOTHING PREVENTS THEIR WRITING 
PARENTS IN CHINA OR COMMUNICATING ANY WAY THEY DESIRE. I INFORMED 
HIM THAT FOR LONG PERIOD US GOVT 1iAD DIRECTLY AIDE) CHINESE IN 
NS TO PAY TRAVEL TO MAINLAND CHINA, WHERE STUDENTS DID NOT HAVE 
MOWEY US GOVT HAS HELPED BY PAYING ALL OR PART OF TRAVEL 
EXPMUSES. FROM APRIL 1, 1949 TO JLNE 38, 1951 637 STUDENTS 
ASCISTED BY US GOVT TO GO MAINLAND CHINA VIA HONG KONG. 

FRC] JULY 1, 1954 TO DFCENPER 31, 1954 FIGURE WAS 199. 

FROM JANUARY 2, 1955 TO JUNE 36, 1955 3 TOTAL 767. I 

EMPHASIZED THES WOT TOTAL OF THOSE RETURNING MAINLAND CKINA, 
JUST THOSE GIVEN FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE BY US GOVERNMENT. 


I DWELT ON STRONG CONTRAST PRESFNT TIME BETWEEN SITUATION 
CHINESE IN US AND ANERTCANS It ChINA AND- FOUND IT HARD TO 
UNDE STAND WHY HE DESCKIBED IT AS UNFAIR TO CHINAe AS I HAD 
SAID PREVIOUSLY, NO CHINESE TO BEST KNOWLEDGE MY GOVERNMENT 
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BEING PREVENTED DEPAPTING. WHATEVER REASONS MAY BE THIS 

CONTRASTS CONSIDERABLY WITK SITUATION IN CHINA OF THOSE AMERICANS 
ON LIST GIVEN WANG. ADDED 1 HOPED WANG ACCEPTED THESE REMARKS 

IN SPIRIT IN WHICK GIVEN. 


WANG REPLIED ON THEIR PART THEY RESPECT PRESENT TALKS WITH 

ALL SINCERITY. THEY WILLING SETTLE QUESTIONS. THAT IS WHY HE 

DID NOT WANT MAKE ANY STATEMENT IRRITATING TO AMERICAN PEOPLE 
NOR HEAR ANY STATEMENT WHICH WOULD IRRITATE CHINESE PEOPLE. 

HE DID NOT WANT TO BRING UP OLD DEBATES AT CONFERENCE TABLE. 

HE HAD THOUGHT IT USEFUL MAKE FEW REMARKS REFERRING TO ILL 
FEELING OF ANERICAN PEOPLE. ALSO GLAD TO NOTE I NOT DESIROUS 

ANY MORE DEBATE THIS SUBJECT. THIS ALSO OUR DESIRE WANG SAIDe 

HE CONCLUDED THAT HE WOULD MAKE FEW COMMENTS ON CHINESE STUDENTS 
IN US AT NEXT MELTING. 


I THEN PROPOSED SINCE WE BOTH HAD WORK TO DO TO MAKE NEXT 
MELVING MORE FRUITFUL Fiat WE POSTPONE OUR SESSIONS UNTIL 
MONDAY AT 18 AeM.s REGARDING PRESS, J SUGGESTED FOLLOWING 
PRESS AGREENENT AND THAT CONCERNING DAY*S MEETING WE GIVE 
ONLY SUBJECT DISCUSSED AND TINE NEXT MEETING. WANG AGREED 
ADL.iC "WE KEEP OUR PART. IF WE AGREE TO SAY TWO SENTENCES | 
WE NEVER SAY TWO AND A HALF*. , 


I SAID TO WANG HE NO DOUBT AS DISTURBED AS I AT SOME OF PRESS 
STORIES WHICH WE BOTH KNEW TO BE INACCURATE AND WHICH COULD 
NOT HAVE COME FROM EITHER OF US. I ADDED WE COULD ONLY 
SURMISE WHAT SOURCE WAS. WANG ANNOUNCED "WE ARE ALWAYS 
FAITHFUL IN KEEPING AGREEMENTS. WE ARE WORKING TO SETTLE 
QUESTIONS NOT MAKING PROPAGANDA*. 
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DEPTEL 373. 


PRESUME DEPTEL 373 CROSSED MY REPORTS ON YESTERDAY'S MEETING 
CONTAINING MY EXCHANGES WITH WANG ON DOWNEY AND FECTEAU. 


IT WILL BE SEEN | CARRIED OUT MY ORIGINAL PLAN OF TRYING 
AVOID HIGHLIGHT DOWNEY AND FECTEAU BUT KEEP THEM GROUPED 

WITH CIVILIANS MAKING CLEAR WE EXPECTED SAME TREATMENT AS FOR 
OTHER CIVILIANS MANY OF WHOM ARE aLSO CALLED "US SPIES". 

THIS ALSO HAS ADVANTAGE OF ENABLING ME MAINTIAN DISCUSSION 
DOWNEY AND FECTEAU UNDER AGENDA ITEM ONE. AS WILL BE SEEN FROM 
YESTERDAY'S MEETING WANG DID NOT CONTEST MY CLAIM THEY WERE 
CIVILIANS BUT HIS AMBIGIOUS ANSWER AND SEPARATE CLASSIFICATION 
LEAD ME BELIEVE THESE ARE PROBABLY GOING TO BE THE MOST DIFFICULT 
CASES. HOWEVER DO NOT BELIEVE PRODUCTIVE FOR TIME BEING TAKE 

ANY FURTHER INITIATIVE WITH REGARD TO THEM BUT AWAIT 

DEVELOPMENTS FROM CHINCOM SIDE. AM TRYING AVOID BEING DRAWN INTO 
FUTILE ARGUMENTS ON MERITS INDIVIDUAL CASES. IT 1S HOWEVER 
PROBABLE SPECIFIC DISCUSSION OF DOWNEY AND FECTEAU EVENTUALLY 

WILL BE MEKESSARY AND CHICOMS WILL MAINTAIN PREVIOUS POSITION 

EACH "CRIMINAL CASE" DECIDED ON MERITS ACCORDANCE LAW 

AND DOWNEY AND FECTEAU SIMPLY MORE SERIOUS THAN OTHERS 

AND THEREFORE "TAKE MORE TIME". SHOULD BE NOTED CHICOMS tA 
VERY CAREFUL MAINTAIN LEGALISTIC POSITION ON AIR FORCE PERSONNEL. =! 
(AS WELL AS ALL PREVIOUS CASES) AND MAY BE EXPECTED DO*60 ON ALL} 4 
REMAINING CASES. !N GENERAL MY POSITION HAS ALWAYS BEEMDTMAT = {5 
| AM NOT INTERESTED IN WHAT LEGALISTIC MUMBO JUMBO THEMDESIRE yj 
USE AS FACE SAVING DEVICE BUT ONLY IN FACT OF RELEASE . S 
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IF AND WHEN SPECIFIC DISCUSSION DOWNEY AND FECTEAU REQUIRED bet 
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| WILL CERTAINLY INCLUDE ARGUMENTATION ON DISCREPANCY OF 
TREATMENT WITH AIR FORCE PERSONNEL ACCUSED OF SAME OFFENSES 
BUT IN VIEW FORGOING DO NOT NOW BELIEVE LINE THAT RELEASE © 

AIR FORCE PERSONNEL DESTROYED BASIS FOR DIFFERENTIAL TREATMENT 
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Direction to DC 
FROM JOHNSON 


BELIEVE PUBLIC STATEMENT ALONG FOLLOWING LINES WOULD B 
VERY HELPFUL IN HANDLING PRESS SITUATION HERE AND COUNTER- 
ACTING POSSIBLE ADVERSE EFFECT ON NEGOTIATIONS OF NUMEROUS 


FRRONEOUS PRESS REPORTS MANY OF WHICH ORIGINATING AMERICAN 
PRESS SERVICES. 


"IN ORDER TO CORRECT MISUNDERSTANDINGS WHICH MAY EXIST 
CONCERNING THE PRESENT TALKS, IT HAS BEEN AGREED TO RELEASE 
THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION ABOUT THE DISCUSSION TO DATE: 


WITH THE EXCEPTION OF AMBASSADOR WANG'S OPENING STATEMENT 
ANNOUNCING THE RELEASE OF THE ELEVEN AIR FORCE PERSONNEL, 

THE TALKS SO FAR HAVE BEEN CONFINED TO THE MATTER OF REPATRIATION 
OF CiVILIANS WHO DES!RE TO RETURN TO THEIR RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES. 


THE TwO AMBASSADORS HAVE EXCHANGED VIEWS ON VARIOUS ASPECTS 
OF THIS MATTER. 


SSGS-8/S6°I1I9 


iHE AMBASSADORS DESIRE TO POINT OUT THAT THE SUBJECT 1S 

COMPLICATED AND THAT IT WOULD NOT FACILITATE THE COURSE OF THE 

EGOTIATIONS IF ALL DETAILS CONCERNING THEM WERE MADE PUBLIC 

AT THIS TIME. BOTH AMBASSADORS HAVE AGREED, IN THE INTEREST => 

OF SERIOUSLY SEEKING SOLUTIONS TO THE QUESTIONS WHICH THEY x 

HAVE BEEN EMPOWERED TO DISCUSSS, TO REFRAIN FROM MAKING ANY — 

PUBLIC STATEMENT CONCERN IS IN THE DEVELOPMENTS AT EACH MEETING, a 
re 


/ 


EXCEPT MY MUTUAL AGREEMENT OR PRIOR NOTIFICATION BY ONE 
TO THE OTHER." 


GARNISH CONCURS. 


=a © 
IF DEPT CONCURS | WILL ATTEMPT OBTAIN WANG'S AGREEMENT Rh 
MONDAY'S MEETING, 
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Departient {OIR) has noted indications, including rumors reported 
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Conzen Geneva and by press reportedly originating with Chicom diplomats 


S90 
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Lt 
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Chicoms may be preparing basis for agreement to renounce use of force. 


- 
he 


Shicoas have probably concluded from US statements that US may seek such 


atreement; way possibly be preparing for propaganda advantage by initiating 


8/26 ° 
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proposal at Geneva or as agenda item for proposed Foreign Min‘sters anal 


Cinicons could enter into such agreement without altering present propaga 


of the United States 


position by liniting renunciation to intermational matters, thus excluding = fe 
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qrote domestic unquote issue of quote liberation of Taiwan unquote. Note as 


hat other unresolved issues in Asia -- Vietnain, Laos, and Korea — likewise 
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classed by Communists as domestic issues. 





sired Alternatively Chicoms might go so far as to renounce use of force 





v/z=J 


specifically against Taiwan, on condition of major US concessions to Chicom 
demands. ote Chou En-lai statement July 30, echoing earlier statements: | 


| gnote conditions peruitting, the Chinese people are ready to seek the Pa'a. 





liberation of Taiwan by peaceful means unquote., Conditions Chicoms would on 


tM > * 
| demand a’.aost certainly include US military withdrawal fron Taiwan straits p. = © 





.vaa and abandonment of Chianc K'taie-shek government. Chicoms would then 
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presiaably expect gain eventual control of Taiwan by subversion. 

feminciation proposa!. might take form of bilateral statement similar to 
quo o five principles unquote statements entered into by Chicoms and Soviets with 
neu'ralist countries, or meht be placed in context of quote collective pact of 
perce unquote proposed by Chou En-lai to replace present quote antagonistic military 
bloes unqnote in Asia, ieee the Manila Pact and bilateral alliances. Such proposals 
would be in line with current Chicom domestic propaganda that Chicom domestic ° 
prosran requires quote peaceful international environment unquote (Chou En-lai 
July 30) and that in course of prolonged period of peace, Commnist China will 
quote surpass the so-called capitalist advanced countries unquote (lo Lung-chi to 


People's Congress July 26). 
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Do you have text June 3 statement Immigration Commissioner Je Me Swing? 





Tf not, ve will telesraph text since it may be of use at next meeting. 
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1. Department concurs in general approach you have proposed for fourth 
meeting Aug 8 and commends your clear analysis existing situation and your . 
resourcefulness in devising tactics to meet it. o | 
2. the U.S. has already met tae Chinese Communists on points twe | 
and three. With respect to point one we have already advised as to tke status 0) 
our 
of Chinese nationals, which is that they are free to depart if they wish. = 
@ 
3- Pan US. will not supply a name list of all Chinese nationals in gee © 
e 
UeS. For your discretionary use (a) this could not be done without subjecting “\ 
many who hold allegiance to Me Republic of China and their relatives in China ! 
O01 
to harassment, (b) it is not our policy to give any other government a list OI 
Ol 
of all of their nationals in UeS.e and (c) we recognize the Republic of China 
Dist. 
— as government of China. 
Sun 
le Wheneversddre CPR takes the same position with respect to U.S. 
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prepared to facilitate she travel to $e mainland of any Chinese nationals who 


desire to return. 
5. ke U.S. would expect on its side to avail of the services of phe 


U.K. in Communist China to facilitate gre return of U.S. citizens who desire to 


return. 
6. Dept prefers that agreement if reached on return of civilians be 


announced by you and by Wang in Geneva. Announcement should be identic. 
Announcement, in Washington and Peiping would not RPT not be mnsidered desirable, 


Dept will be prepared to give you advice on wording of statement when agreement 


is in prospect. 


| Dios. 
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FROM JOHNSON. 


REGRET POINT OUT AUGUST 3 WASHINGTON DATELINED STORY 
APPEARING AUGUST 4 NEW YORK TIMES (WHICH UNDOUBTEDLY READ 
BY CHICOMS) GIVING ACCURATELY SUBSTANCE POSITION ON 
REPRESENTATION WHICH | WILL PRESENT CHiCOMS MONDAY NOT 
HELPFUL MY NEGOTIATIiNG POSITION AND COMPLICATES MY PRESENT 
DIFFICULTIES WITH CORRESPONDENTS HERE WHO WERE FINALLY COMING 
TO ACCEPT MY REFUSAL GIVE ANY INFO ON TALKS ESPECIALLY ON 


FUTURE PLANS. 
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sc 2! = PRESSURE, EXPRESSING DISTURBANCE AT "PROPAGANDA" ON UN ROLE, O Fe. 
Ke 7, STRESSING DESIRE MAINTAIN "PERSONAL" CONTACT WITH HAMMARSKJOLD, qf 
SS 3D AND _-INTIMATING DESIRE HAMMARSKJOLD PLAY GO-BETWLEN ROLE IN 1 ies 
. ‘5 3Y MY NEGOTIATIONS WITH WANG. HAMMARSKJOLD TRANSMITTING COPY TO ~ Be 
€@ SY Netw YORK FOR DELIVERY LODGE. on 
> ER .¢)| 
z WANG THEN WENT ON WITH ORAL PRESCNTATION CONCERNING NOW 
v 1S TIME FOR DEEDS (INFERENTIALLY BY UeS. <= NOT CLEAR WHETHER 
® THIS ELEMENT ALSO INCLUDED IN WRITTEN MCSSAGL.). WANG THEN 
® LAID ENTIRE STRESS ON REPRESENTATION AS ISSUE AS FIELD IN 
WHICH "DEEDS" EXPECTED INDICATING SOME FLEXIBILITY IN CHOICE 
OF COUNTRY AND EXACT FORMULA. 
HAMMAJSKJOLD SAID IN REPLY HE STRESSED HE COULD NOT AND a 
WOULD NOT PLAY ANY "GO-BETWEEN" ROLE BUT WILLING DO ANYTHING A 
HE PROPERLY CAN AS "THIRD-PARTY". , 
| OUTLINED TO HAMMARSKJOLD EXACT SITUATION ON CHINESE * ~~ 
STUDENTS, ASSURANCES | HAD GIVEN CHICOMS THIS REGARD, EXPECTA- © 
TION PERFORMANCE CHICOMS WITH RESPECT AMERICANS TO EQUAL!ZE 8 
SITUA A PROBLEM. We! FACED ON REPRESENTATION AND OUR RRESENT Ith 
THINK | rat ts ‘REGARD. HE EXPRESSCD FULL UNDERSTANDING. & ay 
ot + ) 
HAMMARSKJOI.D vat Sy EAT AS "MENON CHANNEL ‘HAS NOT PRODUEED = ny, 
aa z0 8 W o 0) 
aR | ‘ANYTHING aN aA ee 
wis 4 ha: puavd 10 =. 
dave > REPRODUCTION FROM e 
—__ GONE IDENT LAL COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, | 
PERMANENT PROHIBITED 
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ANYTHING" CHOU NOW HOPES USE HIM. MY FEELING, WHICH | DID NOT 
STATE TO HAMMARSKJOLD, IS THAT CHOU HOPES TO CONTINUE PLAYING 
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5 | FROM JOHNSON ‘rection to DC/R 
. uv ' Haguiwara asked me dinner Saturday night during which fle 
me outlined steps thus far taken at Geneva enter into cortact 
se with CHICOMS on repatriation Japanese and tried sound me out 
non on raising level contacts. Spoke of government sending 
oe some one to Peiping. 
Pie 
65 I confined myself to general discussion present stage my 
=o talks, my hope experience and possible result my talks would 0) 
2? be helpful Japanese and suggested question any further steps - 
.¥ . be taken by Japanese be discussed Tokyo or Washington. = 
oO @ 
nd He said no reply had yet been received from CHICOM Consul oO 
wv General here and Tatsuke was again going to press for reply ON 
i this week, ~ 
n 0 
© GOWEN t 
00 
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SENT DEPARTMENT 346, SEOUL UNNUMBERED. °°? t© DC/ 


FROM JOHNSON ies. 


BEN LIMB SAW ME SATURDAY UNDER "URGENT" INSTRUCTIONS 


TO ASK ME TO TAKE UP IN MY TALKS WITH WANG QUESTIONS UNACCOUNTED 
FOR KOREAN POWtS AND CIVILIANS AND “REUNIFICATION” OF KOREA. 


of the United States 


| EXPRESSED GREAT SURPRISE AT PARTICULARLY LATTER REQUEST : 
AS | SAID ALWAYS MY UNERSTANDING BASIC PRINCIPLE ROK FOREIGN 
POLICY KOREAN REUNIFICATION SHOULD NOT BE DISCUSSED WITHOUT 
PRESENCE OF ROK AND WE HAD ALWAYS SUPPORTED THEM IN THIS. 

OF COURSE ALSO POINTED OUT STRICTLY BILATERAL NATURE MY PRESENT 
TALKS AND REFERRED SECRETART*S STATEMENTS WE WOULD NOT DISCUSS 
ANYTHING INVOLVING RIGHTS OF OTHERS. SAID IN ANY EVENT THIS IS 
QUESTION SHOULD BE TAKEN UP IN SEOUL OR WASHINGTON AND 

NOT WITH ME HERE. LIMB SAID “"ROK*S HAD GREAT CONFIDENCE 

IN ME" ETC AND HOPED I WOULD SEE WHAT | COULD DO. 


A 
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AFTER DISCUSSION LIMB TOOK BACK LETTER ON REUNIFCATION WHICH 
HE HAD PREPARED. SENT ME ONE SOMEWHAT MORE VAGUELY 


WORDED TO WHICH | AM SIMPLY REPLYING THAT MATTER SHOULD BE 
TAKEN UP IN SEOUL OR WASHINGTON, 








ON PRISTONERS | ALSO EXPLAINED IMPOSSIBILITY MY DISCUSSING MATTER 
AM SUBMITTING COPIES CORRESPONDENCE. 
GOWEN 


WITH WANG AND ASSURED HIM MY DEEP SYMPATHY WITH THIS 
FROBLEM AND HOPE THAT IF I WAS ABLE DEVELOP ANYTHING ON 
AMERICANS I[T WOULD BE HELPFUL TO KOREANS. 
MEM 
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Highlights fourth meeting lasting two hours twenty minutes. 


Wang opened with long statement CHICOM grievances re students. 
Said up to now some students continue be prevented leave, cit- 
ing in great detail case of Dr. Tsien, CAL Tech Rocket Expert. 
Claimed latter wrote Peiping authorities June » appealing 
assistance return China. Handed me list names if of 76 students 
given him last meeting who he said not yet returned China. Wang 
also made familiar allegations students afraid express desire re- 
turn, being forced leave by unreasonable deadline, or apply per- 
manent residence, unable receive travel funds, et cetera. 


of the United States 


pro HuUP 
SS8-8/S6°119 


I replied various points, stressing repeatedly restrictions on 
Chinese students, including Dr. Tsien now rescinded and all 
without exception free depart if desire. As result my reitera- 
tion no restrictions against departure and contrasting with sit- 
uation Americans in China Wang shifted emphasis to "practical" 
difficulties faced by students saying while these restrictions 
may have been lifted practical difficulties mounted to restraint 
on students. Way to solve these difficulties was to have third 
country look after affairs Chinese nationslai.toalnited States. 
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I then read prepared statement (A) turning down Wang' s first 
proposal August 2 re list all Chinese in US; B)\ pointing out 
we had fully met second and third proposals; of ond (D) O) 
"arrangement being considered" re fourth proposal and (D) agairL) 
contrasted situation Americans in China emphasizing US expen eae 
411 US civilians be released promptly and whatever Betiicit nedes - 
sary bring this about should be taken by Chinese. licit of 3 

> 


formation concerning measures being taken this regar uld f 
ei litate and expedite discussions. 





Wang repeated his request for names all Chinese US a SB ect Pa 


right comment on our suggestions re his fourth propos@l at next, 
meeting. ‘ 


tr 
Tie I then handed “308 text proposed press announcement modified age 
cording DEPTEL 396. 


y~} ~ to release a | ae REx bb CHontrROM Tare 
ENTIAL COPY, #F CLASSIEIED, IS 


PROHIBITED 
PERMANENT 
RECORD COPY e This copy must be returned to >» RM/ R central files with notation of action takene | 




















te . * a 
. aa = . + 
¢ - ¢ ~4« 
= . _ 
“~ g°- 

















r Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


Declassified fo 


od 


uiJ 


-t 





CONF LDENTIAL . 
-2- 447, August 8, 1 p.m., from Geneva 


first sentence second paragraph reading as follows: 

"The talks so far have been confined to the matter of return 
of civilians to their respective countries." Since this word- 
ing conforms text of first agenda item I agreed to change. 


Next meeting 10 a.m., August 10 at Wang's request. 
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AT FOURTH MEETING AUGUST 8 10 AM WANG BEGAN RERERRANG PA/ 
STATEMENT RESTRAINING ORDERS PREVIOUSLY PLACED BY US GOVERNMENT 
ON CHINESE NOW ALL RESCINDED AND THAT FOREIGN NATIONALS {N US 
INCLUDING CHINESE CCULD LEAVE WITHOUT APPLYING FOR PERMISSION, 
WANS SAID HE WELCOMED MY STATEMENT BUT ADDED HE MUST FRANKLY 
POINT OUT IT NOT ALTOGETHER CONSISTENT WITH ACTUAL SITUATION 
PREVAILING TO DATE. ACTUAL SITUATION 1S THAT ALTHOUGH US GOVERN- 
MENT HAS RESCINDED DEPARTURE RESTRICTIONS ON NUMBER OF CHINESE 
STUDENTS WHO APPLIED TO LEAVE LONG AGO, CHINESE STUDENTS ARE 
STILL SUBJECTED ALL SORTS OF OBSTRUCTIONS AND MANY PREVENTED 
FROM LEAVING UP TO PRESENT. ALL CHINESE NATIONALS WHO WANT TO 
LEAVE SUBJECTED TO INTERROGATION BY IMMIGRATION SERVICE AND FBI 
AND FORCED EXPRESS THEIR POLITICAL OPINIONS, SOME EVEN DETAINED 
FOR THIS REASON. MANY OTHERS FOR FEAR OF INTERROGATION DO NOT 
APPLY TO LEAVE AND MANY WHO PREVIOUSLY APPLIED HAVE RECONSIDERED 
FOR SAME REASON. MANY CHINESE NATIONALS WHO APPLIED TO LEAVE 
LONG AGO UP TO PRESENT UNABLE DEPART. 


AN EXAMPLE THIS 1S CASE DR. TSIEN WHO WENT US 1934 TO STUDY 

AERONAUTICS. AFTER GRADUATION 1938 WAS ENGAGED IN TEACHING AT 
CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY AND MASSACHUSETTS INSTI- 

TUTE OF TECHNOLOGY. NOW HOLDS POSITION AT CAL TECH. IS ONE OF 
FEW AUTHORITIES ON ROCKETS IN US« WHEN DR TSIEN WAS LEAVING_US 
AUGUST 1950 US SECRET SERVICE SEIZED HIS BAGGAGE ON CHARGE 
CONTAINED CLASSIFIED MATERIAL. AUGUST 23 HE FURTHER NOTIFIED 
NOT TO DEPART AND THAT INVESTIGATION HIS ACTIVITES PENDING 2 
SEPTEMBER 7 ARRESTED BY IMMIGRATION SERVICE AND NOT RELEASES 
UNTIL PUT UP $15,000 BAIL SEPT 23. LATER DEAN OF CAL TECH S9ATEf 
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2 DR TSIEN NOT CARRYING CLASSIFIED MATERIAL OF US GOVERNMENT BUT 
* ONLY HIS OWN RESEARCH WORK AND PUBLISHED BOOKS. RETURNED STUDENIG 
t-4 
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IN 1955 REPORTED TSIEN'S MOVEMENTS RESTRICTED TO COUNTY OF 
RESIDENCE. IN LETTER JUNE 15, 1955 TO VICE CHAIRMAN PEOPLE'S 
REPUBLIC DR TSIEN RESTATED HIS ANXIETY TO RETURN AND APPEALED 
FOR ASSISTANCE. 


WANG CONTINUED HE COULD CITE FURTHER EVIDENCE FROM AMERICAN 
NEWSPAPERS. UP REPORTED SEPTEMBER 23, 1953 INDICATING NO 

FVIDENCE DISCOVERED CONNECTING DR TSIEN WITH COMMUNISTS. HOWEVER 
HE UNABLE RETURN TO HIS COUNTRY AND AWAITING TRIAL IN US. 

ON MARCH 6, 1953 NEW YORK TIMES STATED DR. TSIEN HAD BEEN ORDERED 
DEPORTED TO CHINA BUT THAT AT SAME TIME HAD RECEIVED ORDERS 
PREVENTING HIM FROM LEAVING US. TIMES ADDED THIS CONTRADICTORY 
SITUATION REVEALED BY CHIEF OF DISTRICT IMMIGRATION LOS ANGELES. 


CASE OF DR TSIEN VIVIDLY EXPLAINS HOW MANY CHINESE DOCTORS 

IN US DESIRE RETURN AND UNABLE TO DO SO. UP TO PRESENT DR 

TSIEN*'S MOVEMENTS STILL RESTRICTED TO COUNTY OF RESIDENCE. 

ONLY CHARGE AGAINST HIM IS DESIRE RETURN TO MOTHERLAND AND 
REUNITE WITH FAMILY. THIS UTTERLY UNREASONABLE SITUATION SUFFICES 


TO SHOW APPRPRIATE WAY MUST BE FOUND TO ASSURE RETURN OF NATIONALS. 


WANG REFERRED MY STATEMENT AUGUST 4 THAT NO GENERAL DEADLINE 
-XISTING ON DEPARTURE INDiVIDUALS FROM US AND THOSE REQUIRED 
LEAVE ONLY THOSE WHO NO LONGER HELD STUDENT STATUS. WANG DE- 
CLARED EVEN THOSE NO LONGER STUDENTS SHOULD NOT BE SUBJECTED 
'O UNREASONABLE DEPARTURE TIME LIMIT CAUSING THEM DIFFICULTY. 
ESPECIALLY UNREASONABLE ASPECT IS THAT THESE PEOPLE GIVEN UN- 
REASONABLY SHORT TIME. IF CANNOT LEAVE WITHIN LIMIT SUFIER 
"TORTURE" OF IMMIGRATION SERVICE PROCEDURE INCLUDING INTERROGA- 
TION, PAYMENT OF BAIL, ARREST AND OTHER ACTIONS WHICH CAUSE 
PRESSURES ON THEIR MINDS. AT SAME TIME THEY NOTIFIED CAN SPARE 
SELVES SUCH TORTURES IF THEY APPLY FOR PERMANENT ROS IDENCE. 
THIS MEANS THEY COMPELLED REMAIN US AGAINST THEIR wILL.e 


WANG THEN REFERRED MY STATEMENT THAT EVEN IF- ALIEN HAD APPLIED 
FOR AND WAS GRANTED PERMANENT RESIDENCE HE STILL COULD PROCEED 
rO ANY PLACE OF HIS CHOICE AT ANY TIME. WANG SAID THIS IS 
"MATTER OF COURSE". WHEHTHER CHINESE NATIONAL APPLIED UNDER 


. IMMIGRATION 
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IMMIGRATION LAWS OR REFUGEE RELIEF ACT STILL SHOULD BE ABLE TO 
GO TO ANY PLACE OF HIS CHOICE WITHOUT STATING REASON THEREFOR, 
IN ORDER THAT THOSE CHINESE NATIONALS COMPELLED TO APPLY FOR 
PERMANENT RESIDENCE UNDER REFUGEE RELIEF ACT OR OTHER REG- 
ULATIONS NOT BE PREVENTED FROM LEAVING IN FUTURE IS NECESSARY 
FIND APPRPRIATE WAY GIVE THEM ASSURANCE, 





a 
~ 


WANG SAID HE HAD CHECKED LIST OF 76 GIVEN HIM LAST MEETING rt 
AND FOUND 44 NOT YET RETURNED CHINA. HANDED ME LIST THESE NAMES | 
FOR INVESTIGATION. REFERRING TO DEPARTMENT'S APRIL 2, 1955 fe 
PRESS RELEASE CONCERNING RESCINDING RESTRAINING ORDERS THESE 
STUDENTS HE POINTED OUT REFERENCE MADE THERE TO NUMBER OF CASES 
STILL UNDER REVIEW. WANG SAiD HE WOULD ALSO LIKE TO KNOW NAMES 
THESE PEOPLE. ON BASIS STATEMENTS | HAD MADE IN COURSE 

~ TALKS HIS GOVERNMENT BELIEVED RETURN THESE PEOPLE SHOULD NOT | 
BE SUBJECTED ANY OBSTURCTION. QUESTION OF RETURN CIVILIANS a 
BOTH SIDES NOT ONLY INVOLVED RETURN THOSE WHO HAD APPLIED TO * 
LEAVE, BUT ALSO INVOLVED RETURN ALL CIVILIANS. THOSE WHO MAY : 
WANT RETURN ANY TIME IN FUTURE SHOULD ALSO BE ALLOWED TO GO. 
THAT 1S WHY HE HAD GIVEN ME LIST OF ALL AMERICAN NATIONALS IN 
CHINA FOR OUR CONVENIENCE. HE EXPRESSED VIEW HIS GOVERNMENT ua 
ALSO ENTITLED REQUEST US MAKE RECIPROCAL_ARRANGEMENT BY OFFERING : 
IM LIST ALL CHINESE NATIONALS, INCLUDING STUDENTS. SAID THIS WAS 
NOT BEV@HD TERMS OF REFERENCE BUT WAS PRECISELY WHAT HE AND | 
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SHOULD BE DEALING WITH. By 

Noe” 
dAANG CONTINUED THAT MANY CHINESE NATIONALS US WHO HAVE EXPRESSED ia 
INHERENT DESIRE RETURN MOTHERLAND TREATED AS POLITICAL PROBLEMS. $F 
AS RESULT THEY RESTRICTED FOR LONG TIME FROM DEPARTING AND mi 
SUBJECTED ALL KINDS OF FRESSURE SUCH AS INTEROGATION PROCEDURE 
AND TIME LIMIT FOR DEPARTURE. OBSTRUCTIONS STILL PREVAIL. MANY as 
CHINESE NATIONALS HAVE APPREHENSIONS REGARDING APPLYING TO xen 
LEAVE. STATE DEPT'S APRIL 2, 1955 PRESS STATEMENT ACKNOWLEDGED Aes 


SOME CHINESE STUDENTS MAY REFRAIN FROM APPLYING TO IMMIGRATION ty 
SERVICE FOR PERMISSION TO DEPART FOR FEAR OF BEING REFUSED. . 


i, "LF IT CAN BE SAID THERE IS CONTRAST BETWEEN SITUATION CHINESE ohn 
Bia? - 
NAT |!ONALS 4 
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NATIONALS IN US AND AMERICAN NATIONALS IN CHINA THIS 
APPARENTLY GREAT CONTRAST". 


IS 


FROM TIME OF FOUNDING CHINESE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC TO DATE 

‘1523 AMERICANS LEFT CHINA QNLY 87 REMAIN, LAW-ABIDING AMERICAN 
‘NATIONALS IN CHINA CAN LEAVE ANY TIME PROVIDING MAKE REASONABLE 
ARRANGEMENT FOR UNSETTLED CIVIL CASES. HOWEVER MANY LAW- 

ABIDING CHINESE NATIONALS IN US DARE NOT APPLY FOR PERMISSION 
DEPART. FURTHERMORE AS RESULT OF PROHIBITION AGAINST REMITTANCE 
MONEY BY FAMILIES OF CHINESE NATIONALS TO THEM MANY SUCH NATIONALS 
NO MEANS OBTAINING TRAVEL FUNDS. THEREFORE IT IS NECESSARY BOTH 
CHINA AND US SHOULD ENTRUST TO 3RD COUNTRY OF OWN CHOICE CARE OF 
AFFAIRS NATIONALS IN OTHER, IN FIRST PLACE, AFFAIR OF THEIR 

RI TURN, ARRANGEMENTS SHOULD BE BASED ON EQUALITY AND MUTUAL 
BENEFIT. THIS WOULD BE REASONABLE SOLUTION TO PROBLEM OF 

RETURN OF CIVILIANS OF BOTH SIDES. 








WITH REGARD TO SUPPLEMENTARY LIST FIVE PERSONS GIVEN HIM 

LAST MEETING, WANG SAID BRADSHAW TWO ROMANOFFS AND WALSH ALREADY 
INCLUDED IN LIST AMERICANS GIVEN US. REGARDING MRS HUIZER HE 
INDERSTOOD SHE WIFE OF DUTCH NATIONAL. ACCORDING HIS INFORMAT!ON 
SHE WAS FORMER AMERICAN BUT IN DECEMBER 1951 ON EXPIRATION 

HER AMERICAN PASSPORT SHE REPLACED IT WITH DUTCH PASSPORT. 
SITUATION 1S SHE MARRIED TO DUTCH NATIONAL AND IS NOW DUTCH 
SUBJECT HOLDING DUTCH PASSPORT. DUTCH CHARGE HAS REPEATEDLY 
CLAIMED SHE 1S DUTCH NATIONAL AND CHINESE GOVERNMENT RESPECTS 
CLAIM OF DUTCH. 


! TOLD WANG | WOULD LIKE MAKE FEW REMARKS OF PRELIMINARY NATURE 

ON WHAT HE HAD SAID. IN FIRST PLACE THROUGHOUT HIS REMARKS 

HE HAD REPEATEDLY REFERRED TO MATTER OF CHINESE IN US APPLYING 

FOR PERMISSION TO LEAVE. | TOLD HIM | MIGHT NOT HAVE & XPRESSED 
MYSELF SUFFICIENTLY CLEARLY AT LAST MEETING BUT | HAD TRIED TO 
EXPLAIN THAT IN US ALIEN ORDINARILY DOES. NOT, NEED TO MAKE APPLI- 
CATION TO LEAVE. WE HAVE NO SUCH THING AS EXIT PERMIT. IN EFFECT 
IF ALIEN WANTS TO LEAVE US HE SIMPLY BUYS BOAT TICKETS AND LEAVES. 
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\T 1S FOR THIS REASON RESTRAINING ORDERS HAD HAD TO BE ISSUED 
AGAINST SOME STUDENTS IN PAST. AS | HAD SAID REPEATEDLY, 

THESE ORDERS NOW LIFTED. TO BEST MY KNOWLEDGE NO CHINESE 

NOW BEING PREVENTED FROM LEAVING US FOR CHINA, REFERRING CASE 
OF DR TSIEN | SAID STATEMENT THAT US NOT PREVENTING ANY 

CHINESE FROM LEAVING COUNTRY ALSO APPLIED TO HIM. IF HE STILL 
DESIRES PROCEED CHINA US WOULD NOT PREVENT. | SAID MOST OF WHAT 
WANG SAID REGARDING HIM WAS PAST HISTORY WHICH IT WOULD NOT 

BE FRUITFUL TO GO INTO. | POINTED OUT WANG HAD REFERRED TO MANY 
NEWS ARTICLES AND | SUGGESTED THAT THEY NOT BE TAKEN AS TOO 
AUTHORITATIVE SINCE WE HAD BOTH SEEN RECENTLY THAT THE PRESS 
FREQUENTLY MAKES MISTAKES. |! ADDED 1! WOULD WANT POINT OUT THAT 
QUESTION WHETHER TSIEN TRIED VIOLATE US ESPIONAGE LAWS BY 
ATTEMPTING TAKE WITH HIM US CLASSIFIED DOCUMENTS IS OF COURSE 
QUESTION OF FACT. WHETHER HE DID OR DID NOT, | STATED | COULD 
NOT REFRAIN FROM CONTRASTING FACT HE STILL FREE WITH STATUS 

JUR CITIZENS IN CHINA CHARGED WITH SIMILAR OFFENSES. HOWEVER 
SAID | DID NOT WANT TO DEBATE HIS CASE BUT ONLY REPEAT MY 
ORIGINAL STATMENT THAT IF HE WANTS TO GO HE CAN, 


| SAID IN HALF-SERIOUS TONE !T SEEMED THAT WANG ON ONE HAND 
COMPLAINED WE PREVENTED PEOPLE FROM LEAVING AND ON OTHER THAT 
THEY MUST LEAVE TOO QUICKLY. SAID HE HAD REFERRED TO CAscS OF 
SOME WHO MAY WISH TO APPLY UNDER REFUGEE RELIEF ACT FOR PERMANENT 
RESIDENCE AND THAT HE HAD ASKED IN FUTURE SUCH PERSONS SHOULD 

BE PERMITTED TO LEAVE IF DESIRE TO DO SO. |! SAID AS |! HAD TOLD 
HIM BEFORE THEY CAN DO SO.w REGARDING QUESTION FORCING PEOPLE 
|EAVE BEFORE THEY READY,! REPEATED EACH CASE SYMPATHETICALLY 
CONSIDERED ON OWN MERITS AND IF EXTENSION JUSTIFIED IMMIGRATION 
SERVICE WOULD GRANT. NO ONE FORCED TO APPLY FOR PERMANENT RESI- 
DENCE. THIS PURELY VOLUNTARY. IMMIGRATION SERVICE MERLLY POINTS 
OUT !F PERSONS DO NOT APPLY THEY NO LONGER ENTITLED TO STATUS AS 
STUDENTS WHEN HAVE CEASED TO BE STUDENTS, 


REFERRING TO WANG'S STATEMENT CONCERNING INTERROGATING PEOPLE — 
ON THEIR POLITICAL OPINIONS, | SAID THIS BECOMES PERTINENT 
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ONLY IF PERSON APPLIES FOR PERMANENT RESIDENCE. IT IS NECESSARY 
UNDER OUR LAW TO INQUIRE INTO A PERSON'S LOYALITIES TO DETERMINE 
WHETHER SUCH PERSON ENTITLED PERMANENT RESIDENCE. IT 1S NORMAL 
AND NATURAL PROCEDURE APPLIED TO ALL ALIENS. 


REFERRING TO 44 NAMES GIVEN BY WANG | SAID | WISHED POINT OUT 
GAIN ORIGINAL 76 WERE THOSE AGAINST WHOM RESTRAINING ORDER 
LIFTED. INDIVIUALS WERE INFORMED ORDERS LIFTED AND THEY FREE 

TO DEPART. THIS DID NOT MEAN THEY ACTUALLY LEFT. IT IS ENTIRELY 
POSSIBLE SOME STILL IN US; | DID NOT KNOW. IF THEY ARE IT IS 

OF OWN FREE WILL AND THEIR DEPARTURE NOT BEING PREVENTED. 

SOME OF THESE MIGHT HAVE DEPARTED US FOR OTHER PLACES. WE 

HAVE NO WAY OF KNOWING. REMAINING CASES REFERRED TO IN ANNOUNCE- 
MENT THAT RESTRAINIG ORDERS ON 76 LIFTED HAVE NOW BEEN COMPLETED 
AND NO CHINESE NOW BEING PREVENTED LEAVING US INCLUDING DR, TSIEN. 
| TOLD WANG DEPT'S APRIL 2 PRESS RELEASE DEAI.T PRIMARILY 

41TH QUESTION CHINESE STUDENTS WHO APPLY TO US GOVERNMENT FOR 
HELP IN PAYING TRANSPORTATION TO CHINA. AS | POINTED OUT 

US GOVERNMENT HAD PAID OR ASSISTED IN PAYING TRAVEL OF HUNDREDS 
OF THOSE WHO RETURNED CHINA. THAT ANNOUNCEMENT MENTIONED LIFTING 
OF RESTRAINING ORDERS AGAINST 76 CHINESE STUDENTS IN CONTEXT 

OF REASSURING CHINESE IN US DESIRING OBTAIN TRANSPORTATION FROM 
US GOVERNMENT AND AGAINST WHOM RESTRAINING ORDERS HAD BEEN 
ISSUED THAT THEY NEED HAVE NO HESITATION MAKE APPLICATION, 
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| EXPRESSED APPRECIATION FOR RECEIPT INFORMATION ON MRS. 
HUIZER, ADDING THAT WANG UNDOUBTEDLY FAMILIAR, LIKE ALL 
PERSONS IN DIPLOMATIC SERVICE, WITH MATTER OF DUAL NATIONALITY. 


| SAID THAT WHILE OUR NATIONALITY LAWS VERY COMPLICATED, 

IN GENERAL, SINCE 1922 ANY AMERICAN WOMAN MARRYING ALIEN RE- 
TAINS NATIONALITY UNDER OUR LAW. IN MANY CASES UP ock LAW OF HUS- 
BAND'S COUNTRY SHE MAY ALSO HAVE ACQUIRED HIS NATIONALITY. 

SHE SOMETIMES WILL APPLY FOR PASSPORT OF HUSBAND'S NATIONALITY 
AND SOMETIMES FOR AMERICAN PASSPORT. UNDER OUR LAW THIS DOES 
NOT AFFECT FACT THAT BY OUR LAW SHE IS AMERICAN CITIZEN, 

THIS IS MRS. HUIZER'S CASE AND WE DESIRE EXTEND PROTECTION TO 


' HER AS 
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HER AS AMERICAN NATIONAL EVEN THOUGH SHE ALSO MAY HAVE DUTCH 
PASSPORT. 


WANG REPLIED THAT AS PREVIOUSLY STATED HE HAD REPEATEDLY 
INDICATED HIS PLEASURE AT LEARNING THAT US GOVERNMENT HAD 
RESCINDED RESTRCTIONS ON CHINESE NATIONALS IN US. HOWEVER ACCORDING 
HIS INFO ACTUAL STATE OF AFFAIRS WAS AT VARIANCE WITH WHAT | 

HAD SAID. HE DESIRED, CLARIFY POSSIBLE MISUNDERSTANDING MY 

PART HIS GOVERNMENT'S POSITION REGARINDG CHINESE IN US. 

iT WAS NOT THAT HIS GOVERNMENT DISSATISFIED IN PAST 

BECAUSE CHINESE STUDENTS UNDER RESTRICTIONS AND NOW DISSATISIFIED 
AGAIN BECAUSE THEY COMPELLED LEAVE TO FAST. DISSATISFACTION IS 
BASED ON FACT THAT THEY SHOULD HAVE BEEN ABLE RETURN AND HAD NOT 
YET RETURNED. 


FOR LONG PERIOD US GOVERNMENT RESTRICTED CHINESE. NOW THAT 
RESTRICTIONS RESCINDED CHINESE NATIONALS NOTIFIED TO LEAVE BEFORE 
CERTAIN DATE WHICH LEFT THEM FOLLOWING ALTERNATIVES: (1) 
DEPORTATION PROCEDURE IF FAILED LEAVE BEFORE DEADLINE; (2) 

APPLY FOR PERMANENT RESIDENCE IF WANTED AVOID DIFFICULTIES OF 
ALTERNATIVE(1). WANG SAID HE CITED CASE DR TSIEN BECAUSE 

WELL KNOWN, BUT THIS ONLY ONE EXAMPLE. HIS APPEAL FOR HELP 

IN LETTER JUNE 15 SHOWS HE NOT FREE TO LEAVE AT THAT TIME. 
FURTHERMORE CHINESE NATIONALS FACED WITH SERIES OF DIFFICULTIES 
SUCH AS FINANCIAL VISA BOOKING TICKETS ETC. ALL THESE FACTORS 
AFFECT THEIR FREEDOM TO DEPART. MAY BE POSSIBLE UNDER THESE 
CONDITIONS SOME DARE NOT EXPRESS DESIRE DEPART. MAY BE CASES 

OF PEOPLE WHO EXPRESS DESIRE BUT MAY CHANGE MIND FOR ONE 

REASON OR ANOTHER, ALL THESE PRACTICAL DIFFICULTIES PREVENT 
DEPARTURE. WANG WENT ON TO SAY THAT ALL THIS SERVES EXPLAIN 
WHY EVEN THOUGH | HAD REPEATEDLY STATED CHINESE FOFF TO LEAVE 
ANY TIME THEY STILL FACED MANY DIFFICULTIES. THERErORE HE HOPED 
WAY COULD BE FOUND BENEFICIAL TO BOTH SIDES SUCH AS FORMULA OF 
3RD COUNTRY, oO 


REGARDING CASE MRS HUIZER CHINESE GOVERNMENT NOT IN POSITION 
DE TERM (NE 
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DETERMINE WHETHER SHE IS DUTCH OR AMERICAN, HE ONLY. KNEW 

SHE MARRIED TO DUTCHMAN AND HELD DUTCH PASSPORT. IF US AND DUTCH 
COULD AGREE ON STATUS CHINESE GOVERNMENT WOULD NOT OPPOSE. 

WANG CONCLUDED HE WAS ONLY TRYING CLARIFY FEW POINTS AND DID 

NOT DESIRE DEBATE. 


| TOLD WANG THAT THERE WAS NOTHING WE COULD AGREE WITH DUTCH 
ABOUT CONCERNING MRS HUIZER SINCE ACCORDING TO LAWS OF BOTH 
COUNTRIES SHE WAS BOTH (REPEAT BOTH) DUTCH AND AMERICAN. WANG 
INTERJECTED IN HUMOROUS VEIN THAT !F HUSBAND COOPERATED WITH WIFE 
PROBLEM COULD BE SETTLED. 


THEN TALKING FROM PREPARED STATEMENT | REFERRED TO WANG'S 

FIRST PROPOSAL MADE AUGUST SECOND AND SAID AS PREVIOUSLY STATED 
| FELT THIS GOES BEYOND AGREED SCOPE PRESENT DISCUSSION AND 

| HAD ALSO AT THAT TIME MENTIONED PRACTICAL DIFFUCULTIES. 

| NOW ADDED !T 1S NQT POLICY US GOVERNMENT MAKE SUCH INFORMATION 
AVAILBLE ANY OTHER GOVERNMENT. THEREFORE IT NOT POSSIBLE AGREE 
WANG'S PROPOSAL. 


WITH REGARD WANG'S FOURTH PROPOSAL | STATED | BELIEVED IT WENT 
SOMEWHAT BEYOND FIRST AGREED ITEM OF AGENDA, HOWEVER | TOLD 
WANG US GOVERNMENT CONSIDERING ARRANGEMENT WHICH WOULD 

BE WITHIN AGREED SCOPE PRESENT DISCUSSIONS AND FULLY MEET 
UBJECTIVES WITH RESPECT TO CIVILIAHS BOTH COUNTRIES ENVIS!IAGED 
BY TWO GOVERNMENTS IN JULY 25 STATEMENT. 


TOLD WANG SEEMED TO ME ALL THAT IS REQUIRED CARRY OUT THIS 
PURPOSE 1S FOR EACH OF OUR GOVERMENTS TAKE WHATEVER STEPS 
NECESSARY PERMIT RETURN OF CIVILIANS WHO DESIRE DO SO. AS 

| HAD EXPLAINED TO HIM MY GOVERNMENT HAS ALREADY TAKEN ALL NEC- 
ESSARY STEPS. IF WANG'S GOVERNENT WOULD DO SAME Ei!; IRE PROBLEM 
WOULD BE QUICKLY RESOLVED. 


NEVERTHELESS MY GOVERNMENT WAS GIVING CONSIDERATION TO FOLLOW!NG 
ARRANGEMENT s 


INDIAN EMBASSY WASHINGTON COULD RECEIVED REQUESTS FROM ANY 
CHINESE CIVILIAN IN US WHO FELT HE BEING PREVENTED FROM LEAVING, 
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INDIAN EMB COULD INVESTIGATE CASE SENDING OFFICER TO INTER- 
VIEW PERSON IF IT DESIRED AND IF EMBASSY CONCLUDED COMPLAINT 
JUSTIFIED COULD REPORT FACTS TO DEPT WITH REQUEST FOR WHAT- 
EVER ACTION EMB CONSIDERED «APPROPRIATE. EMB COULD ALSO ACT 

AS CHANNEDL FOR TRANSMISSION TRAVEL FUNDS AND OTHERWISE EXTEND 
TO INDIVIDUALS APPRDPRIATE ASSISTANCE. BOTH MY GOVERNMENT AND 
INDIAN EMBASSY WOULD GIVE FULL PUBLICITY. BRITISH EMBASSY IN 
CHINA WOULD PERFORM SAME SERVICES FOR AMERICAN NATIONALS THERE, 
CHINESE GOVERNMENT AGREEING TO GIVE AND PERMIT PUBLICITY IN 
SAME MANNER AS ARRANGED IN US. 


| THEN CONTINUED | HAD BEEN GIVING PARTICULAR THOUGHT TO WANG 
STATEMENT LAST MEETING REGARDING NECESSITY ANY SOLUTION REACHED 
BEING BENEFICIAL TO BOTH PARTIES. SAID | THOROUGHLY AGREED 

THIS VIEW BUT FAILED TO SEE HOW IT POSSIBLE TO DESCRIBE 
SITUATION AT PRESENT STAGE OF DISCUSSIONS AS UNFAIR TO CHINESE 
GOVERNMENT OR PEOPLE. ADDED IF |! DESIRED TO DO SO COULD DWELL 
AT SOME LENGTH ON UNFAIRNESS PRESENT SITUATION TO AMERICANS IN 
CHINA BUT | DID NOT BELIEVE IT USEFUL ENGAGE FRUITLESS DEBATE 
THIS SUBJECT BUT RATHER LOOK AT PRESENT PRACTICAL SITUATION, 


1 SAID AT SECOND MEETING WANG HAD ASKED FOR SOLUTION TO 
QUESTION OF RESTRICTIONS ON RETURN TO CHINA OF CHINESE NATIONALS 
IN US. | SAID | IMMEDIATELY AND PROMPTLY REPLIED UNDER FULL 
AUTHORITY MY GOVERNMENT NO CHINESE BEING PREVENTED FROM LEAVING 
USe AT LAST MEETING | CAREFULLY AND FRANKLY EXPLAINED NATURE OF 
RESTRICTIONS FORMERLY PLACED ON DEPARTURE SOME CHINESE STUDENTS 
AND EXPLAINED THESE NOW ENTIRELY REMOVED. | REITERATED TO 

WANG THAT US GOVERNMENT NOT NOW PREVENTING DEPARTURE ANY 
CHINESE FROM US. SAID IT WAS DIFFICULT FOR ME TO SEE HOW | COULD 
BE MORE EXPLICIT OR MORE FULLY MEET REQUEST WANG HAD MADE, 

| SAID | HAD TRIED MAKE IT CLEAR THAT US GOVERNMENT EXPECTS 

ALL ITS NATIONALS IN CHINA DESIRING TO RETURN TO US WILL 

BE ABLE PROMPTLY TO DO SO AND THAT WANG'S GOVERNMENT SHOULD 
TAKE WHATEVER MEASURES NECESSARY BRING ABOUT THIS RESULT. 

| CONCLUDED STATING IT WOULD GREATLY FACILITATE AND EXPEDITE 
OUR DISCUSSIONS IF WANG COULD SHORTLY GIVE ME EXPLICIT INFO 
REGARDING MEASURES ALONG THIS LINE WHICH | UNDERSTOOD WERE 

BC ING CONSIDERED BY HIS GOVERNMENT. | EMPHASIZED AGAIN THAT 

MY GOVERNMENT HAD TAKEN ALL NECESSARY STEPS TO MEET WANG'S 
REQUIREMENTS AND THERE WERE NO EXCEPTIONS NOT EVEN CASE OF DR 
TSIEN TO MY ASSURANCE THAT ALL CHINESE FREE TO LEAVE US. 


WANG 
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wale SAID NOTED MY STATEMENT. SAID HE HAD RESTATED OWN POSITION 
CONCERNING HIS:ORIGINAL PROPOSALS 1, 2 AND 3, DECLARING 

HE -AGREE® WITH-ME IT WAS NECESSARY FOR BOTH SIDES TO MAKE RECI- 
PROGAL QR CORRESPONDING ARRANGEMENTS FOR RETURN OF NATIONALS 
AHECH WQULD BRING A SOLUTION TO THIS PROBLEM, HE EXPRESSED 
REGRET fS’HAD NOT AGREED HIS FIRST PROPOSAL. SAID ON HIS PART 

HE ‘HAD ARREADY SIVEN ME COMPLETE LIST ALL AMERICANSIN CHINA 
WHFRH VERY CONVENIENT FOR OUR USE. THEREFORE WANG ADDED WHICH VERY 
REASONABLE HIS SIDE REQUIRE SIMILAR ACTION FROM US AND WOULD 
APPRECIATE IT IF US COULD RECONSIDER ITS POSITION ON FIRST 
PROPOSAL. REGARDING ARRANGEMENT | HAD SUGGESTED ON THE 4TH 
PROPOSAL HE RESERVED COMMENTS UNTIL NEXT MEETING WHICH WANG 
PROPOSED BY AUGUST 10, 10 AM. 


| THEN PROPOSED PRESS RELEASE TO WHICH WANG AGREED AS 
REPORTED MY TEL 347. 


ATMOSPHERE CONTINUES EASY AND INFORMAL. 
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Dear Alex: 


I haven't forgotten the understanding that I would drop you an 
Official Informal occasionally to give you some of the background and 
nuances here that would not be reflected in a cable. Bill Sebald 
returned to work this morning, so I should have more time to devote 
to your mission now. 


. There is a promounced feeling of satisfaction here with the 
way you have handled the first week of the negotiations. The Secretary 
himself is following every development closely. He has drafted some 
of the telegrams to you himself and ordered last Tupsday that hence- 
forth all messages to you which conveyed anything in the nature of 
instructions was to be personally app oved by him. Mr. Robertson of 
course is following everything. There is a rule now that even the 
factual ani background messages must be epproved either by Mr. Robertson 
or by me. So we will have a look henceforth even at the DRF intelligence 
messages before they go out. 
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I am sure you will want to get the general feel of the reaction 
here to the tactics you are using regardless of whether it is laudatory 
or not. The only question at all which has arisen, and it is not a 
criticiam, is as to why you withheld the four names (Mrs. Huizer, 

Mrs. Bradshaw and the Romanovs:-) from your first list. I have explained 
that these names had already been given to the Chinese Communists and 
that the Communists had denied ag to . - three of them that any exit 
application had been filed and ag to the fourth that she was an Amrican 
citizen. However there was a feeling that it was a tactical mistake 

not to press these cases continuously by including them in every list. 
It has been remarked that we have nothing to lose by putting the names 
in and perhape something to gain. This was the reason for the follow 

up instructions to you suggesting that you add the names by means of 

a supplementary list. The belief that perhaps harm was done was 
reinforced by the unfortunate Scripps-Howard article by Denny which 
stated that the names had been omit ted because we knew our r case was 
weak on these forr, ~~~ — —— 





The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambasesdor now at Geneva, 
be American Consulate General, 
*. ) Geneva. 
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There has been something of a feeling that you might press harder 
the point that the great preponderance of the Chinese students in this 
country maintain their allegiance to the GRC and emphatically repudiate 
the Cormunist regime. It is recognised that Wang Ping-nan would be 
very allergic to this point but it is felt that you do not have to be 
estopped on that account. we wired you the full text of the Chiness 
Eabassy's statement which makes this point quite cogently. You may 
find a peg on which you can hang an additional remark along this line 
when the representation discussion waxes warn. 


The only oti:er even balf way critical statement I have heard was 
relative to your decision not to hold a backgroumier for the American 
press as you were authorised to do last week. We are all profoundly 
aware of the difficult position you are in with the American press. 

We hawe had echos of your press relations problem back here and we have 
all been casting about for some means of taking the pressure off you. 
Part of the Secretary's press conference of August 2 was an effort in 
that - oy Carl McCardle apparently feels that you should have 
gone ahead and held the backgrounder when you were authorised, expecially 
since it was pretty clear that Wang was talking to the Commmist corres- 

- He belisves that the attitude of American corresponients 
would have been improved and there would have been no net loss ag to the 
privacy of the conversations, since so much was leaking any way. I 
believe he still thinks you should held the backgroumier, as indicated 
in our follow-up telegram of August 6 which of course was largely a 
reflection of kis view. If you feel you need a Departmental press 
officer to help you, in addition to Garnish, Carl is ready to give 
eympathetic consideration to the matter. 


The question of leaks is indeed a trying end baffling one. We 
feel wery badly about the New York Times Washington dateline article of 
August which you rightly complained about in your 33) of August 6. 

We were particularly pained sincc we wanted your limited representation 
proposal to have maximum impact on Wang, which cannot be obtained when 
tnere is mo element of surprise. McCardle and Suydam say the information 
did not come from the P area. I did not talk to the correspondents at 
all. Dana Schmidt was getting around the Departacnt quite actively 
about that time and it may be conceivable that he may have pétked some- 
thing up although I hawe no idea how or from whom. 


The Denny item which obviously was based in part at least on a 
leak also mystifies us. It seems that some of it, particularly the 
information about the omaber of repatriated Chinese students who 
received travel funds from the U. S. Government, might have been based 
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We have an additional information problem with the fcreign 
Embassies here which are closest to us, namely the British, Canadian, 
Australian and New Zealand, and to some extent the French. So far we . 
have been telling them in confidence about what has already come out in 
the papers, tut they are pressing for fuller and more timely information. 
This is something of a dilemma for us, 


Let us know what you need which you are not getting, ami any ways 
in which we can help you. The meetings of this week should be fairly 
decisive. If you think you will need Martin for a few days longer than 
planned, let us know. It would be unfortunate and difficult if he should 
have to miss a few days at the beginning of the war College, but I do 
not say it would be impoesible to arrange, if his presence in Geneva is 
important to you. All the best to Hd, Ralph and Col. Ekvall. Our 
feeling toward you and your staff is a mixture of admiration and 
sympathy. Regards and good wishes, 


Sincerely, 


Walter P. McConaughy 
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IN CONSIDERING FUTURE COURSE THESE TALKS AND OUR BROAD OB- 





JECTIVES | OFFER FOLLOWING THOUGHT. 


PRESENT CONTEXT, PARTICULARLY IN PUBLIC MIND IS THAT TALKS 
ARE IN NATURE CONFERENCE WITH DEFINITIVE ENDING AT SOME POINT 
IN TIME. IT SEEMS TO ME SOME OF DIFFICULTIES INHERENT THIS 
CONTEXT WOULD BE OBVIATED IF AND WHEN WE REACH "OTHER 
PRACTICAL MATTERS" WE COULD GRADUALLY SHIFT TO CONCEPT 

OF CONTACT BETWEEN WANG AND MYSELF BEING OF INDEFINITE 


DURATION IN TIME AND INTERMITTENT IN NATURE TO BE UTILIZED 
AT REQUEST EITHER SIDE. 
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ALTHOUGH POSSIBLY PRESENTING SOME NEW DIFFICULTIES | THINK 
THIS CONCEPT WOULD BEST MEET OUR BROAD OBJECTIVE W,THOUT 


DIFFICULTIES INHERENT IN CONCEPT ATTEMPT ING PROLONG PRESENT 
SERIES OF TALKS. 
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| REALIZE THIS IS LARGELY QUESTION OF FORM RATHER THAN SUBSTANCE \, 
BUT BELIEVE IT IMPORTANT. 
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WHAT | HAVE IN MIND IS THAT AT SOME POINT IN DISCUSSION 
"OTHER PRACTICAL MATTERS" | WOULD ATTEMPT OBTAIN AGREEMENT 
THAT INSTEAD QF MEETING MORE OR LESS REGULARLY WITH RECESSES 
OF VARYING LENGTHS WE WOULD MEET ONLY AT REQUEST OF OTHER TO 
BE TRANSMITTED THROUGH CONSULATES GENERAL HERE. 
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WHILE THIS HAS ADVANTAGES MUST RCCOGNIZE GETAINS DISADVANTAGES. ‘ 


PRESENT SITUATION IN HEAVY PUBLIC ATTENTION WHENEVER WANG AND 
| WOULD APPEAR HERE. HOWEVER DO NOT PERCEIVE ANY PRACTICABLE 
ALTERNATIVE AS LONG AS WANG AND | REMAIN POINT Gr CONTACT. 
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OUR POSITION ON CIVILIANS AND NEXT MOVE IS UP TO CHICOMS. 

| FEEL MY INSTRUCTIONS HAVE ENABLED ME TO ESTABLISH VERY 

STRONG POSITION WHICH HAS PUT CHICOMS ON DEFENSIVE AND 

IN FUTURE MEETINGS PLAN LARGELY TO REITERATE POS!” ION AS NEC- 
ESSARY. | BELIEVE WE SHOULD STAND ON POSTION PERFORMANCE BY 
CHICOMS RE AMcRICANS ESSENTIAL TO AGREEMENT ON REPRESENTATION 
PROPOSAL AND THAT AGENDA PROPOSED BY CHICOMS AND ACCEPTED BY 

US PRECLUDES DISCUSSION ANY OTHER MATTER UNTIL CIVILIAN PROBLEM 


RESOLVED. 


IF | GET NO PERFORMANCE ON AMERICANS | PLAN AT APPROPRIATE 
TIME TO SUGGEST FAIRLY PROLONGED RECESS "0 “AIVE Picyv TIME 

TO GIVE FURTHER CONSIDERATION TO CASES AMERICANS" THEREBY 
REINFORCING POSITION ON RELATION THEIR PERFORMANCE ON AMERICANS 
TO REPRESENTATION ARRANGEMENT. 


, ONE OF DECISIONS WE WILL HAVE TO MAKE IS WHAT DEGREE OF PER- 
| FORMANCE ON AMERICANS WE WILL CONSIDER SUFFICIENT FOR AGREEMENT 
ON REPRESENTATION. | DO NOT BELIEVE WE CAN OR SHOULD REACH 'e 
THIS DECISION NOw, O 
ra 
¥] 


of the United States 
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ANOTHER DECISION 1S WHETHER WE WILL BE WILLING TO BROADEN 
| REPRESENTATION PROPOSAL TO INCLUDE INQUIRIES BY INDJAN EMBASSY “J _, 
| INITIATED BY "PARENTS AND RELATIVES" IN CHINA. | EXPECT WANG CJ 5 

WILL AT MINIMUM PRESS VERY HARD FOR SOMETHING THIS, NATURE. THIS" 

RAISES OBVIOUS PROBLEMS BUT IT SEEMS TO ME THAT EVEN fore OUR 

PRESENT CONCEPT IT WILL IN FACT BE VERY DIFFICULT BREWENT OR (Ci 

REFUSE "HUMANITARIAN" REQUESTS FROM INDLAN EMBASS¥®DO THIS. IF,b4 

THIS CASE SHOULD OBTAIN FROM IT WHATEVER NEGOTIATING ADVANTAGE 


Pa, IT GIVES — 


REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
CONF IDENT TAL COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 


PRONIGITED 











PERMANENT 
RECORD COPY ® This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 

















oe od ema, 
: ~~ : tS i - ¢ ~ ~~ y . - s¢ ee" “te : - ~_— —— ~ - - em - 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


od 


CONF IDENT IAL 
-2- 364, AUGUST 9, 1 P.M. FROM GENEVA 


'T GIVES US HERE. !T DOES NOT SEEM TO ME THIS WOULD !NCREASE 
DANGER OF USE OF FAMILIES FOR COERCION AS EVEN UNDER PRESENT 
CIRCUMSTANCES FAMILIES FREE WRITE TO CHINESE IN US. WOULD ALSO 
THINK IND!AN EMBASSY WOULD BE VERY CAREFUL AVO!D GIVING ANY 
BASIS FOR CHARGES !T WAS AGENT FOR COERCION. FROM STANDPO! NT 
UK PROTECT!ON AMERICANS !N CHINA IT ALSO G!VES US SOMETHING 

OF MUCH MORE VALUE THAN PRESENT FORMULAT!ON,. 


| PLAN PRESENT LIST 461 AMERICAN POW'S MISSING FROM KOREAN 
WAR AND 11 NAVY AND COAST GUARD PERSONNEL AS FIRST !'TEM UNDER 
"OTHER PRACTICAL MATTERS", 
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"l then referred to Wang's second and third proposals | 
and handed him list of 76 Chinese students. I told him 
his reference to ‘exit permit' in connection with 76 
students was inaccurate since no exit permit required of 
aliens desiring depart United States. Any alien, including 
any Chinese national, did not need toapply for permission 
to leave country but simply made travel arrangements and 
departed. ‘hat is why United States Government had to 
issue restraining orders in cases those few aliens whose 
departure we desired prevent. Such orders issued against 
certain Chinese students in past. On April 8 our Consul 
General informed Chinese representative that 76 students 
formerly prevented from departing United States free to 
leave. These students all notified that orders preventing 
their departure rescinded. They not issued exit permits 
because there is no such permit. Vast majority Chinese 
students never subjected vo preventive departure orders 
and always free to depart whenever wished, The few pre- 
ventive departure orders previously issued all rescinded. 
I then repeated that, as I informed him last meeting, United 


States Government not now preventing departure any Chinese 
wishing return to mainland China, 


I said, on other hand, no general deadline imposed 
for departure Chinese from United States. I did not 
know where Wang obtained information that Chinese students 
must depart by September 6 or apply for permanent residence 
but said I was satisfied this information inaccurate, 
I explained many Chinese who came to United States as 
students have completed studies and no longer students. 
Thus they no longer entitled student visas and in accord- 
ance with standard procedures applied all aliens such 
persons informed by Immigration their visas no longer 
valid, and they should arrange depart United States by 
certain date, However each case handled individually and 
each individual permitted give reasons why departure date 
should be postponed. Many postponements granted for one 
or more months or indefinitely at request of individual. 
Postponementgp have been and will be granted in order 
avoid hardships or for other good cause. I also pointed 
out that even though alien had applied for or been granted 
status of permanent resident he still free leave count 


at any time, and 1 concluded reiterating no exit permit 
required," 
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- Xd ARTICIPAN Ambassador V. K. Wellington Koo, Chinese Embassy 7S. 
5 we og, Walter S. Robertson, Assistant Secretary - FE Bee 
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-— —* OLI - (2 cc) Bae 
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pr BNA =- 1 ~ 
Oo 5 1—1403 ! 
~ wv , . 
so Ambassador Koo said he had noted the remarks of the Secretary in his Oo ¢ 
> press conference of August 2, The Chinese Government was uneasy over the = 
© apparent possibility of a high level meeting with the Chinese Communists. = 
- The Ambassador was instructed by his Government to state that it would look , 
w with strong disfavor on any meeting between the American Government and the (0) 
- Chinese Communists at the Foreign Minister level, He said he would be very ON 
> gratified if he could be given a confirmation that no such meeting is in ~ 
pa prospect. © 
1S) 
a Mr. Robertson said that there was no change whatever in the American oO 
position on this. The situation was the same as when the Secretary held his Ol 
press conference. There was no likelihood of such a meeting then, and there Ol é 
was none now. 
Ambassador Koo expressed his gratification at the receipt of this © 
information. He said his Government was also gratified to have received hd 
through the American Embassy in Taipei, a summery of the Secretary's instim-~> C) 
tions to Ambassador Johnson for the talks at Geneva. He said that histopers® © 
ment felt the instructions were not objectionable “as far as they go", 4 _ 2 
CO “T 
Mr. Robertson said that Ambassador Johnson's authorization went no oe etl aie 
further than the instructions summarized for the information of the C REN : 
Government. The limitations on the discussions were clearly set fovea D =z 
instructions, and there were no instructions beyond those which had bee a- 3 
phrased in the Chinese Foreign Office. Y -. Boke 
OC/R | Ambassador — “ 
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Ambassador Koo said that his Government was interested in learning of 
the latest developments in the talks at Geneva. 


| 

\" Mr. Robertson said there had been no tangible progress so far on the 

. \\question of the release of the American civilians. The main purpose of the 

’ talks was to get our people out. Wang Ping-nan was trying to make an issue 
of alleged interference with the travel to the mainland of Chinese students 
in this country. These allegations as to restrictions on Chinese in this 
country were balderdash. It was only propaganda, since the Chinese students 
actually are free to move about in this country and to leave the U.S. if they 
wish. fie do not want any Communist sympathizers here as permanent residents. 
They are more thanwlcome to go to the mainland if they want to. 





Ambassador Koo mentioned the Chinese Embassy statement of last week which 
pointed out that the great majority of Chinese students in this country have 
been assisted and protected by the Chinese Government and its Embassy and 
Consulates in this country and tiat the students are loyal to their Government 
and still look to it for representation of their interests. They give their 
allegiance to the Chinese Government and not to the Chinsse Communists. It 
is presumptuous deception for the Chinese Communists to pretend that Chinese 
in this country should look to the Communist regime for protection and 
representation, 


of the United States 


Mr. Robertson said we had noted the Chinese Embassy statement and had 
sent it to Ambassador Johnson. He considered it a very good statement. He 
remarked that we know that the Chinese in this country, with very rew exceptions, 
maintain their fidelity to the Chinese Government. We are aware that the 
Chinese Government has helped many of them with scholarships, travel arrenge- 
ments and so on, and that practically all of them came to this country on 
Chinese Nationalist passports. Mr. Robertson remarked that there is no such 
thing as an exit visa in this country and Wang Ping-nan's allegations at 
Geneva that “exit visas" had been denied was nonsense, 
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Ambassedor Koo said that he hoped the American Government would never neil 
adnit even tacitly any degree of Communist jurisdiction over the general body i 
of Chinese students and other nationals in this country. vy 

ote 

Mr. Robertson said the Ambassador need have no fear on this score. tc 
The Commnists would not be allowed to establish any contact except with those we 
who of their own volition stated that they wanted to go back to the mainland, i 

Mr. Robertson mentioned that those few students who wanted to go back ble 


might have some difficulty in paying for their passage. The United States ap 
Government did not propose to pay their way back to Communist territory. 


However, we were not standing in the way. Anyone who wants to go to a Communist 
country can go =— the sooner the better. 







Ambassador 
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Ambassador Koo mentioned that lr. Robertson had informed Minister Tan 
on July 29 that some third party such as India or Great Britain might be 
designated to assist the Chinese students who want to return to the mainland. 


Mr. Robertson said some Embassy might conceivably be the medium for 


handling travel funds and making other arrangements for the return of those 
who expressed a wish to go back. 





Ambassador Koo remarked that this arrangement would imply no official 
representation of Chinese Communist interests in this country, since the . 
Embassy role would be that of a travel expediter. 


Ambassador Koo reverted to the subject of a possible conference with 
Communist China at the Foreign Minister level. He said that his Government 
would appreciate a more definite statement or formal assurance that no such ae 
meeting was contemplated. The Secretary's statement of last week was most 8 
welcome and President Eisenhower had said that he associated himself with ia 
the statement of the Secretary of State. But any doubt on this score would ane 
adversely affect the psychology of the problem on Taiwan. 


Mr. Robertson said the President and the Secretary had stated most 


_ emphatically that this Government would not discuss, on any level, matters 


affecting the rights of the Government of the Republic of China. He felt 

there could be no objection to bilateral talks aimed at seduring the freedom 

of our nationals who are held. If there should be any international conference 
on Far Eastern subjects where matters involving the rights of the GRC were to 
be discussed, “your Government would have to be there", or give its concurrence. 
Nothing could be decided “without your presence or your concurrence", 


Ambassedor Koo said his Government would appreciate a more formal 
assurance on the lack of any intention of Secretary Dulles to meet with 


Chou En-lai. He wondered if his Government could obtain a memorandum on the 
subject. 


Mr. Robertson said he did not think there was any question of a memorandun. 
Both the President and the Secretary of State have stated their position to the 
American people and to the world. He felt this was as explicit and as binding 
as anyone could wish. 


Ambassador Koo said it was true that very satisfactory statements had 
been made, but they were rather informal. 


Ambassador 
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Mr. Robertson observed that they were categorical and were on the record, 
He did not see how they could have more force or more effect. He offered to 
send the Ambassador a copy of the press conference. 


The Ambassador said he already had the record of the press conference. 
He needed something more formal, 


Mr. Robertson said he felt that what had been said could not be more 
official. A public affirmation of our position before all the world was 
better than a classified communication. It put the whole world on notice 
what our position was. 


Ambassador Koo said his Government did find much assurance in the 
statements of Mr. Robertson himself, the Secretary, the President and the 
American Charge in Taipei. They had all made it clear that there would be 
no talks involving the essential interests of the Chinese Government without 
its presence or concurrence. 


Mr. Robertson said he could reaffirm that no matter would be taken up 
with the Chinese Communists which involved the rights of the Republic of 
China without the presence or concurrence of the GRC, 


Ambassador Koo asked if that would still be the U.S. position if talks 
with the Peiping regime at the Foreign Minister level should ever be held. 


Mr. Robertson said yes, that was correct, in the unlikely event that 
such talks should sometime be held. He remarked that discussions at that 
level were no closer now than they had been when the Secretary was asked 
about this subject at his press conference. 


NOTE: Separate Memoranda of Conversation have been prepared on the following 
subjects which were discussed in the same conversation: Chinese 
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1. Concur you should stand on position that the first necessity is for~™ 


CHICOMS to match US position regarding return if desired. Only when 
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3. We believe that the right of return should be conceded to all Americams 
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but agree that we should not commit ourselves now to a "all or nothing" 
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would open the way for mass appeais whereby the CHICOMS would in fact 


gain opportunity to intimidate or influence Chinese aliens here. 


0. Agree with your next item. 
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certificate of compliance with income tax obligations. In the case of : 


‘2900 STUL 


such aliens as Chinese students, this is formality which would probably 


involve not more than ten to thirty minutes at some local office. These’ 


students eigik either have no independent income or, if employed, there 





has been a withholding of income tax at source so that nothing is due and | 
indeed if they leave before end of year, they would a ed be entitl 


to a rebate because they would get full year exemption. Proceditires 
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would be slightly different but also simple in the case of alian who was 
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working for himself. Our records indicate that this is not the case with 
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reference to Chinese students but might of course be the case as regard 


here 
other Chinese aliens. However ,/ktsuxa the result would be presumably 


bey 


Ol 


the same since income tax payments are required to be made quarterly 


on basis of estimate of income and departing aliens would get a full year 


exemption. © 
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no exit permit is in fact required and since this income tax requirement 
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students in this country in practice, whether they 
We hope to get an instruction to you on this 
from 


Elting Arnold of Treasury, who is in 
charge of Foreign Assets Control (our 429) does not afford you anything 
useful for your discussions with Wang. As you can 

followed a very hard-boiled policy on remittances from Mainland China for 
repatriation of Chinese. We can not thrash out the matter with Treasury 
now because your instructions are so closely held. Of course we do not 
anticipate any difficulty with them if the matter ever comes to a head, 
since your instructions were explicitly approved by the President. 
Actually it will be a good thing fram an economic warfare standpoint to 
require the Cormunists to remit dollars to pay for the travel of those who 
want to return, 


I am enclosing a copy of the Ludwell Denny article from Geneva 
which disturbed the Secretary and which seems to involve a leak somewhere, 
Nobody is accusing anyone of leaking. It is just that we are mystified 
where all the information is coming from and trying to run down all leads, 
It is not inconceivable that the information could have been deduced by 
Denny from information supplied by Wang to Communist correspondents, 


your conversations which directly concern their practices. I believe it 


We are considering your cable on a junior assistant to help you 
Ralph Clough moves up. If we can raise the 
junior China Language officers, 
believe he would be more useful] 
to you than an officer from a Buropean post and it would be very valuable 
experience for him. IJ am still awaiting word from you as to wheter you 
few days after the War College opens. I 
enc you consider it highly desirable, 
I believe the Commandant would agree if the Department requested it 
at a high lewel. Ami I do not think it would spoil the course for id 
since the first days are largely for orientation. The added insigi:t 
he will have on Chinese Communist aims and negotiating tactics will be 
a very valuable contritution to the course at the dar College. 


The Secretary is holding a press conference in a few mimtes. We 
will send you a trasncript of the pertinent portions as soon ag we cet 
it. 


Good luck and good wishes, 








fred Rey, (5 
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Dear Walters: 


This is just a very brief note to let you know that after 
I arrived here I discovered there is only one pouch a week, 
For this reason I have covered things more fully chan I 
otherwise would by telegram. It is also undoubtedly for this } 
reason I have as yet received nothing from you. it therefore | 
appears that our plan to keep in close touch by informal | 
correspondence is not of much use as far as short range matters 


are concerned, 


I realize my volume of teiegraphic correspondence is very  .- 
heavy, particularly the record of the meetings. However, I 
felt it important that all of you know exactly what is being 
said and pouch service is too slow to be of any practical use, 

I have followed the practice of attempting to give you the high- 
lights by priority message as soon as we come back from each 
meeting and then sending the more complete record by following 
message. I know that during the Korean armistice I found this 
most helpful. However, if you have any other suggestions or 
would prefer we further condense the record of the meetings, 
please let me know, 


of the United States 
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As I have indicated in my messages, I feel very satisfied 
with the situation and feel my instructions have enabled me 
to keep on top of it. 


Ed Martin has been of tremendous help and has greatly 
added to whatever effectiveness I have had. I greatly appreci- 
ate the sacrifice he has so cheerfully made as well as you 
and Walter making him available. I have sent a message on 
my need for a junior officer when he leaves, In addition to 


the record 
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were successful in getti 
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the record of the meetings I receive a quite heavy volume of 
correspondence which requires replies and there are many 
other such chorese 


Due to the Atomic Conference we are in very crowded quarters 
although the Consulate Geneyal has done its very best. They 
‘mesa sitting room which has been 
very useful for meeting pegpe@ @ad doing some of our work. 
They supplied me with a momsBzeellent secretary who the three 
of us have very Ly A, Vite , 
etarial wor = ei 
of secretar NP ym 
I was sorry not +e <2 le to comply with the suggestion 
that I go back to Pre ast weekend, but it appeared to me 
F< me. However, I have that part of 
my instructions VQ@iegpeey in mind and in fact desire to take 
maximum advantage OM@gg@gor personal as well as official reasons. 







but I am hoping our volume 
ain at its present level, 








I am very happy to see the press beginning to desist and 


- belfeve we are now gettim down to the point we should be, 


The Secretary's last pre:s conference was very helpful in 


. this regard. 


I have continued to shy away from @ press backgrounder as 
it would immediately be Inown to Wang and I feared it would 
entirely break down the «¢greement on secrecy. I also feared 
it would also encourage the high-powered group of correspondents 


; 4 who had gathered here tostay on. However, I have been giving 


them individually a littie more than previously to offset what 
the Chinese have been puiting out. The Chinese leaks have been 


* very indirect from a Chi1ese correspondent to the Humanits 


correspondent to a non-cimmunist French correspondent. In 
the last few days I haveparticularly been putting out the line 


. that the central issue his been and remains the release of 


Americans, 
Regards to all, 


Sincerely, 


xis Johnson 
ericary Ambassador 
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FOLLOWING IS TEXT OF DRAFT AGREEMENT PROPOSED TODAY BY WANG: 


QUOTE 


AGREEMENT ON THE QUESTION OF THE RETURN OF CIVILIANS 

OF BOTH SIDES TO THEIR RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES ADOPTED BY THE 
AMBASSADORIAL REPRESENTATIVES OF THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF 
CHINA AND THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA IN THEIR TALKS 

HELD IN GENEVA. 


1. BOTH SIDES DECLARE THAT THE NATIONALS OF EACH SIDE 

RESIDING IN THE OTHER WHO DESIRE TO RETURN TO THEIR RESPECTIVE 
COUNTRIES ARE ENTITLED TO DEPART FOR THEIR RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES. 
CIVILIANS OF THE ABOVE DESCRIPTION WHO ARE INVOLVED IN 


SSIL-S/€E6°119 


COUNTRY OF THEIR RESIDENCE SHALL BE ENTITLED TO THE SAME 
RIGHT UPON THE SETTLEMENT OF THEIR CIVIL OR CRIMINAL CASES. 


2. IN ORDER TO GUARANTEE THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE ABOVE 
PRINCIPLE, THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA AND THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA WILL EACH ENTRUST THE REPUBLIC OF INDIA AND ex 


THE UNITED KINGDOM RESPECTIVELY WITH THE CHARGE OF THE AFFAIRS m4 

OF THE RETURN OF CIVILIANS OF THE RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES mm ea 

RESIDING IN THE OTHER. THE COUNTRIES THUS ENTRUSTED % fF 352 > 

SHALL PERFORM THE FOLLOWING DUTIES: —s - -_ 
o es 


A. UPON THE REQUEST OF A CIVILIAN OF ONE SIDR RESIDINGGN =F 
THE OTHER WHO DESIRES TO RETURN OR UPON THE REQUEST OF HIS : 


car 
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-~2- 402, AUGUST 11, 1 P.M., FROM GENEVA 


GOVERNMENT MADE IN HIS BEHALF THE ENTRUSTED COUNTRY SHALL 
MAKE REPRESENTATIONS WITH THE GOVERNMENT OF THE COUNTRY 


IN WHICH THIS CIVILIAN IS RESIDING WITH A VIEW TO SETTLING 
HIS DIFFICULTY IN DEPARTURES 


Be. IN THE EVENT OF A CIVILIAN OF ONE SIDE RESIDING IN THE aoa 
OTHER WHO DESIRES TO RETURN AND WHO IS BEING PREVENTED FROM i223 
DOING SO, THE ENTRUSTED COUNTRY SHALL, UPON HIS PERSONAL oe 
REQUEST OR THE REQUEST IN HIS BEHALF BY HIS GOVERNMENT, 


CONDUCT INVESTIGATIONS AND MAKE REPRESENTATIONS WITH THE Pee 
& GOVERNMENT OF THE COUNTRY IN WHICH THE CIVILIAN CONCERNED ioe 
Ss IS RESIDING IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE FINDINGS OF THE INVESTI- eu 
a GATION WITH A VIEW TO ARRIVING AT A SETTLEMENTS 2 
eB) ‘ 
< C. IN THE EVENT OF A CIVILIAN OF ONE SIDE RESIDING IN THE ~_ 
; OTHER WHO DESIRES TO RETURN AND WHO FINDS DIFFICULTY IN Fa 
s PAYING OFF THE RETURN JOURNEY THE ENTRUSTED COUNTRY SHALL ae 
% " RENDER HIM ASSISTANCE ON BEHALF OF HIS GOVERNMENT. on 


3. UPON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THE TRUSTEESHIP DESCRIBED ABOVE _— 
BY THE REPUBLIC OF INDIA AND THE UNITED KINGDOM IN RESPONSE ye 
TO THE REQUESTS OF THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA AND THE ~ 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA RESPECTIVELY, BOTH SIDES SHALL -~—@ 
GIVE WIDE PUBLICITY TO THE DETAILS OF THIS AGREEMENT BY MEANS rp 
OF ALL AVAILABLE NEWS MEDIA. THE REPUBLIC OF INDIA AND THE ih. 
UNITED KINGDOM MAY ALSO GIVE SIMILAR PUBLICITY WHICH THEY : nia 


CONSIDER APPROPRIATE IN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND THE 
PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA RESPECTIVELY. 
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AT MEETING THIS MORNING ISSUE WAS CLEARLY JOINED. IN INTEREST 
EXPEDITING AGREEMENT AND ALTHOUGH NOT COMPLETELY SATISFACTORY 
TO CHINESE WANG SUMBITTED "DRAFT AGREEMENT" INCORPORATING 

BUT SOMEWHAT BROADENING ALONG LINE ANTICIPATED MYTEL 364, 

OUR REPRESENTATION PROPOSAL (TEXT BY SEPARATE TEL) AND STATED 
THAT IF CONCLUDED "J WILL ADVISE YOU VERY SOON CONCERNING 
RESULTS REVIEW" CASES DETAINED AMERICAN NATIONALS. 

DURING COURSE INFORMAL DISCUSSION HE MENTIONED RELEASE FLIERS 
AS CHINESE GESTURE AND EXPECTATION GESTURE FROM US. 


| STRESSED DEGREE WE HAVE GONE MEETING THEIR POINT OF VIEW, 
THAT 1S REMOVAL ALL RESTRICTIONS AGAINST CHINESE IN US, 
CONSIDERATION REPRESENTATION PROPOSAL, LACK SUBSTANTIAL 
RESULTS HIS LAST YEAR'S PROMISE REVIEW CASES AMERICANS, 
LENGTH TIME AMERICANS IN PRISON, LACK OF VALUE REPRESENTATION 
PROPOSAL TO AMERICANS IN CHINA WHOSE SITUATION COULD BE 
RESOLVED ONLY BY ACTION HIS GOVERNMENT, INEQUALITY S!TUATION 
TWO GROUPS NATIONALS, AND REPEATED WITH INCREASING DIRECTNESS 


AGREEMENT REPRESENTATION NOT POSSIBLE UNTIL ACTION THEIR 
PART AMER! CANS. 


SGSILL-8/S6°1LI9 


DURING COURSE CONSIDERABLE GIVE AND TAKE WANG INCREASINGLY 
CLEAR IN IMPLICATION NO ACTION ON AMERICANS UNTIL REPRESENTA} 


TION AGREEMENT BUT THAT SUCH ACTION WOULD PROMPTLY FOLLOW 
AGREEMENT . 5 

. 4 oy 
MOVEMENT THIS MORNING WAS ALSO EXPLICITLY IN CONTEXT AGENDA 
ITEM ONE COMPLETED WITH AGREEMENT ON REPRESENTATION AND 


DESIRE MOVE ON IMMEDIATELY TO AGENDA ITEM TWO. Oo 
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NEXT MEETING SATURDAY, AUGUST 13, 10 AM. 


WHILE CONTINUING GIVE NO INFO PRESS ON MEETINGS AM INFORMALLY 
TAKING LINE CENTRAL ISSUE HAS BEEN AND REMAINS RELEASE AMERICANS, 
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Action Office gs b 
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| Nane of Officer 


FROM JOHNSON Direction to Do/R 


AT FIFTH MEETING AUGUST 11, 10 AM WANG, READING FROM PREPARED 
STATEMENT, SAID HE HAD CAREFULLY STUDIED VIEWS BOTH SIDES 

ON QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS TO RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES, 
ESPECIALLY MY STATEMENT LAST MEETING. SAID HE THOUGHT 

THERE HAD BEEN APPROACH OF VIEWS BETWEEN TWO SIDES AND 

PROGRESS IN TALKS. REGARDING PROBLEM CHINESE NATIONALS, 
INCLUDING STUDENTS, IN US HE SAID HE HAD PROPOSED US SHOULD 
REMOVE ALL PROHIBITIONS AND MEASURES PREVENTING THEIR RETURN, 
INCLUDING DEADLINES WHICH INCREASED THEIR DIFFICULTIES. 

HAD NOTED WITH SATISFACTION THAT US NOT RESTRAINING ANY 

CHINESE CIVILIAN WANTING RETURN. FURTHER, HAD NOTED MY CATE-=- 
GORICAL ASSURANCE CHINESE STUDENTS NOT BEING PREVENTED FROM 
LEAVING US AND THAT ALL RESTRAINING ORDERS AFFECTING CHINESE 
NATIONALS, INCLUDING DRe TSIEN, HAD BEEN RESCINDED. CONTINUED 
THAT | HAD ALSO AGREED CHINESE NATIONAL APPLYING FOR OR GRANTED | 
PERMANENT RESIDENCE IN US SHOULD BE PERMITTED TRAVEL ANYTIME 

TO ANY DESTINATION THEIR CHOICE WITHOUT GIVING REASON. 

REGARDING DEADLINES, HE HAD NOTED MY STATEMENT EACH CASE : 
SYMPATHETICALLY CONSIDERED ON OWN MERITS AND IMMIGRATION | 
SERVICE GIVING REASONABLE TIME. | 
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WANG CONTINUED HE WELCOMED ALL THESE STATEMENTS WHICH 3 y 
FACILITATED PROGRESS OF TALKS. SAID | HAD ALSO MET HIS 3? > 
PROPOSAL BY SUBMITTING LIST 76 NAMES FOR WHICH HE EXPRESSED, fx 
SATISFACTION. MEANWHILE, HE FELT BOUND TO POINT OUT Fmt 
THAT ALTHOUGH GIVEN LIST OF AMERICANS IN CHINA | HAD FAILED, gy px 
PROVIDE LIST ALL CHINESE, INCLUDING STUDENTS, IN US. THIS 2 2 
FAILURE REGRETTABLE AND HE RESERVED RIGHT PUT FORWARD THISS U +. 
DEMAND AGAIN IN FUTURE. REGARDING AMERICAN NATIONALS IN CHIA 7 
HE HAD INDICATED WHEN HE HANDED ME LIST THAT ALL ORDINARY to 
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AMERICANS COULD DEPART ANYTIME SG LONG AS NOT INVOLVED 

IN CIVIL CASES OR HAD MADE REASONABLE ARRANGEMENTS REGARDING 

CIVIL CASES. AMERICAN CIVILIANS WHO HAD COMMITTED CRIMES 

WOULD BE TREATED WITH LENIENCY ACCORDING TO THEIR CRIMES 

AND BEHAVIOUR AND THOSE WITH GOOD BEHAVIOUR WOULD BE GRANTED 

COMMUTATION OF SENTENCE AND EARLY DEPARTURE. CAPTURED PERSONNEL 

FROM KOREAN WAR WHO HAD CHOSEN NOT TO RETURN COULD LEAVE AT 

ANYTIME THEY DESIRED. REGARDING MILITARY PERSONNEL WHO HAD 

COMMITTED CRIMES, 15 HAD BEEN RELEASED AT DIFFERENT TIMES. 

SAID HE HAD ALSO INFORMED ME THAT CHINESE GOVERNMENT REVIEWING 

CASES AMERICAN NATIONALS WHO HAVE APPLIED RETURN THEIR COUNTRY. 

CASES OF AMERICANS WHO HAD COMMITTED CRIMES BEING REVIEWED 

INDIVIDUALLY. IN ORDER SAFEGUARD INTERESTS NATIONALS BOTH 

SIDES HE HAD PROPOSED EACH SHOULD ENTRUST THIRD COUNTRY OF 

CHOICE WITH CARE OF AFFAIRS THESE NATIONALS; IN FIRST PLACE 

AFFAIR OF THEIR RETURN. HE DEEMED THIS PROPOSAL MEETS INTERESTS 

NAT!ONALS BOTH SIDES. OBVIOUSLY, AFFAIRS CONCERNING RETURN 

NATIONALS BOTH SIDES CLOSELY CONNECTED WITH OTHER AFFAIRS IN 
edb COUNTRY OF RESIDENCE AND HIS PROPOSAL SHOULD THEREFORE 
"NOT BE REGARDED AS EXCEEDING TERMS OF REFERENCE AGENDA ITEM ONE. 


of the United States 


WANG CONTINUED SAYING AT LAST MEETING | HAD STATED US 
GOVERNMENT CONSIDERING CERTAIN ARRANGEMENT. HE THEN PROCEEDED 
REPEAT ALMOST WORD FOR WORD ARRANGEMENT |! HAD SUGGESTED 
PREVIOUS MEETING. HE WENT ON TO SAY IN OPINION HIS GOVERNMENT 
THIS ARRANGEMENT COULD NOT SATISFY DEMANDS OF NATIONALS BOTH 
SIDES, ESPECIALLY CHINESE NATIONALS IN US« HOWEVER IN 
INTEREST SPEEDILY REACHING AGREEMENT ON FIRST AGENDA ITEM 

HE WAS READY AGREE BASICALLY SUCH ARRANGEMENT AS FIRST STEP 
IN SAFEGUARDING INTERESTS NATIONALS BOTH SIDES. BASED ON 
STATEMENT MADE BY BOTH SIDES HE WOULD LIKE PROPOSE DRAFT 
AGREEMENT TO BE ADOPTED AS THE AGREEMENT REACHED IN THESE 
TALKS CONCERNING QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS BOTH SIDES TO THEIR 


RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES. WANG THEN READ DRAFT AGREEMENT QUOTED 
MYTEL 402. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





WANG THEN STATED | MIGHT RECALL HIS STATEMENT AT FIRST 
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MEETING THAT SO LONG AS BOTH SIDES ADOPTED CONCILIATORY 

ATTITUDE WOULD NOT BE DIFFICULT AGREE ON QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS 
TO RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES. NOW JOINT AGREEMENT HAD BEEN REACHED 
UNANIMOUSLY ON MAJORITY OF POINTS UNDER ITEM ONE. EXPRESSED 

HOPE IT POSSIBLE SPEEDILY TO ADOPT DRAFT AGREEMENT. AFTER 

ABOVE DRAFT AGREEMENT ADOPTED BY BOTH SIDES HE WOULD ADVISE 

ME "VERY SOON” RE CASES US NATIONALS WHO HAD APPLIED LEAVE CHINA. 


! TOLD WANG | WAS SORRY | UNABLE SHARE HIS VIEW THAT WE AS 
CLOSE TO AGREEMENT AS HE APPEARED INDICATE. SAID WE CAME TO 
DISCUSS QUESTION NATIONALS OF BOTH SIDES WHO PREVENTED FROM 
RETURNING THEIR COUNTRY. AS WANG HAD POINTED PUT THIS MORNING 
US GOVERNMENT HAD REMOVED ALL PREVENTIVE DEPARTURE ORDERS 
AGAINST CHINESE CIVILIANS, INCLUDING THAT ON DR. TSIEN. 
THERE REMAINED NO GOVERNMENTAL MEASURE PREVENTING DEPARTURE 
& CHINESE. THIS FULLY MET WANG'S REQUEST OF ME THIS REGARD. 





| SAID | WAS CONFIDENT THERE ARE NO PRACTICAL DIFFICULTIES 
WHICH WOULD PREVENT CHINESE IN US FROM PROCEEDING THEIR COUNTRY 
IF THEY DESIRED DO SO. HOWEVER IN EFFORT FULLY TO MEET HIS 
POINT OF VIEW | HAD OUTLINED AN ARRANGEMENT WHICH MY GOVERNMENT 
CONSIDERING REGARDING THIRD PARTY REPRESENTATION. | AGAIN 
WANTED CONTRAST SITUATION AMERICANS IN CHINA WHO WISHED DEPART 
WITH THAT OF CHINESE IN US. ALL CHINESE NATIONALS NOW FREE 
DEPART. HOWEVER IN CASE AMERICANS IN CHINA SITUATION SAME AS | 
AT TIME TALKS BEGAN. SOLELY MEASURES TAKEN BY WANG'S GOVERNMENT : 
PREVENTED DEPARTURE THESE AMERICANS. NO THIRD COUNTRY REPRESEN} | 
TATION ARRANGEMENT COULD REMOVE THOSE OBSTACLES. ONLY ACTION , 
BY HIS GOVERNMENT COULD CLEAR ROAD FOR DEPARTURE AMERICANS 1z 
| 
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DETAINED AGAINST THEIR WILL IN CHINA. 
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.! é ah 
| ADDED | WAS PLEASED TO LEARN AT MEETING AUGUST SECOND ao ay 
AND REPEATED TODAY THAT WANG'S GOVERNMENT REVIEWING CASES oo 
AMERICANS IN CHINA INCLUDING THOSE IN JAIL. | ALSO HAD CAREFULLY 1a 





v- Se 


NOTED STATEMENT HIS GOVERNMENT INTENDED TAKE MEASURES WITH | 
RESPECT TO THEM OUT OF SPECIAL CONSIDERATION. | EXPRESSED 


HOPE THESE 
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HOPE THESE MEASURES WOULD BE SUCH THAT AMERICANS NOW PREVENTED 
FROM LEAVING HIS COUNTRY WOULD BE FREE TO DEPART. IF THIS 

DONE PROMPTLY | WAS CONFIDENT IT WOULD ESTABLISH BASIS ON 
WHICH IT WOULD BE POSSIBLE WORK OUT ARRANGEMENT SUCH AS | HAD 
SUGGESTED LAST MEETING AND HE SUGGESTED TODAY. OTHERWISE | 
FEARED IT WOULD BE VERY DIFFICULT TO DO SO. 


GOWEN 
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NO: 412, AUGUST 11, 6 PM (SECTION 2 OF 2) — 
| TOLD WANG THAT SPEAKING VERY FRANKLY | WASPSUREIHEto DC/R ———— 
APPRECIATED PROBLEM OF PUBLIC OPINION IN US FACED BY MY GOVERN- 
MENT ON THIS QUESTION. | HAD REFERRED TO THIS IN MY STATEMENT 
AUGUST 2ND. MY GOVERNMENT HAD TAKEN VERY FAR REACHING MEASURES 
REGARDING CHINESE IN US AND ALSO, IN RESPONSE HIS REQUEST, 

HAD TOLD HIM OF ARRANGEMENT ON REPRESENTATION WE CONSIDERING. 

| SAID | FRANKLY DID NOT BELIEVE IT POSSIBLE FOR MY GOVERNMENT 
MAY MAKE ANY ANNOUNCEMENT OR ENTER ANY AGREEMENT TO BE PUBLICLY 
ANNOUNCED AT THIS TIME WITHOUT MORE IN WAY OF RESULTS ON PROBLEM 
MY NATIONALS WHICH | HAD COME TO DISCUSS. SAID | HAD SPOKEN 

VERY FRANKLY BECAUSE ! WANTED HIM UNDERSTAND MY PROBLEM. 

IN MEANTIME | SAID MY GOVERNMENT AND | WOULD STUDY WANGS 
PROPOSAL AND MIGHT HAVE SOMETHING FURTHER TO SAY ON IT LATER 

BUT WANTED HIM TO UNDERSTAND EXACT SITUATION THIS REGARD. 


a 


of the United States 
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WANG REPLIED HE HAD NOTED MY REMARKS. REGARDING CIVILIANS BOTH 
SIDES RETURNING THEIR COUNTRY AMERICAN SIDE HAD ITS VIEWPOINT 
AND HIS SIDE ALSO HAD OWN VIEWPOINT. HE RECALLAD “HAT 

IN TALKS CONDUCTED LAST YEAR HE HAD MADE CLEAR THE GENERAL 
PRINCIPLES OF HIS GOVERNMENT ON QUESTION NATIONALS BOTH 

SIDES RESIDING IN OTHER COUNTRYe SAID HIS GOVERNMENT HAD SAME 
POLICY TOWARD ALL FOREIGN NATIONALS IN CHINA, INCLUDING 
AMERICANS. THESE CLASSIFIED TWO CATEGORIES: ORDINARY ALIENS AND 
THOSE WHO BREACHED CHINESE LAW. SO LONG AS ORDINARY CIVILIAN 
FREE OF UNSETTLED CASE IN CHINA HE ALLOWED FREELY TO LEAVE. 
THOSE WHO HAD BREACHED CHINESE LAW ALSO GRANTED LENIENT TREATMENT 
ACCORDING CHINESE LAW. RECENT RELEASE OF 11 AIRMEN WAS EVIDENCE 
OF GREAT CONTRIBUTION MADE BY HIS GOVERNMENT {N PRESENT TALKS. 
HE RECALLED CHOU EN-LAI IN STATEMENT TO PEOPLE'S CONGRESS, 

JULY 30, HAD SAID NUMBER AMERICANS IN CHINA SMALL AND THIS 
PROBLEM EASILY SETTLED. FURTHERMORE AS HE HAD JUST INFORMED 

ME SO LONG AS HE HAD AGREEMENT ON HIS DRAFT PROPOSAL HE WOULD 
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ADVISE ME VERY SOON ON RESULTS OF REVIEW OF CASES BY HIS GOVERNMENT. 


WANG CONTINUED HE MUST FRANKLY POINT OUT, THOUGH HE DID NOT IN- 
TEND GO INTO IT, BITTER PLIGHT CHINESE NATIONALS, INCLUDING 
STUDENTS, IN US PAST YEARS. CHINESE PEOPLE VERY EXCITED IN THEIR 
SENTIMENTS REGARDING BITTER PLIGHT INNOCENT CHINESE NATIONALS 

AND STUDENTS IN’ US. CHINESE NATIONALS IN US INCLUDING STUDENTS 
FACED DIFFICULTIES IN US JUST AS | HAD POINTED OUT US NATIONALS 
IN CHINA FACING DIFFICULTIES. IF IT WERE NOT THAT NATIONALS BOTH 
SIDES HAVING DIFFICULTIES THERE WOULD HAVE BEEN NO REASON TO MEET 
HERE. AS RESULT EXCHANGE VIEWS PAST FOUR MEETING HE HAD INDICATED 
TO ME CHINESE WELCOMED ATTITUDE OF AMERICAN SIDE. ALTHOUGH NOT 
ENTIRELY SATISFIED WITH ARRANGEMENT SUGGESTED ON FOURTH PRO- 
POSAL IN INTEREST OF PROGRESS OF TALKS HE PREPARED TO USE CON- 
C!ILIATION AND COMPROMISE AND WAS READY ACCEPT ARRANGEMENT 
PROPOSED BY ME. DRAFT AGREEMENT HE HAD PUT FORWARD WAS ONLY 

MORE DETAILED VERSION OF ONE | HAD SUGGESTED LAST MEETING. 

IN THE MAIN IT WAS SAME ONE | HAD ADVANCED. SAID HE REGARDED 

SUCH ARRANGEMENT AS MEANS OF SETTLING PROBLEM. IT SHOWED HIS 


SIDE WILLING AVOID MORE DEBATE THIS QUESTION AND REACH AGREEMENT 
IN CONCILIATORY WAY. 


| REPLIED TO WANG THAT OF COURSE OUR GOVERNMENT EACH HAD ITS 
POINT OF VIEW AND OUR TASK WAS ONE OF RECONCILING THESE 
VIEWPOINTS. |T SEEMED TO ME THAT MY GOVERNMENT ALTHOUGH WANG 
NOT COMPLETELY SATISFIED HAD GONE NEARLY WHOLE WAY IN MEETING 
DESIRES HIS GOVERNMENT. SO FAR AS AMERICAN NATIONALS CONCERNED 
WHATEVER WANG MIGHT FEEL REGARDING HIS NATIONALS IN US MOST 
AMERICANS HAD BEEN IN JAIL FOR LONG PERIOD. AT OUR MEETINGS 
LAST YEAR | HAD UNDERSTOOD THESE CASES BEING INVESTIGATED. 
MORE THAN YEAR NOW PASSED AND MAJORITY THESE PEOPLE STILL 

IN PRISON. | HOPED HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD NOW FIND IT POSSIBLE 
TO EXPEDITE MEASURES HE HAD SPOKEN OF IN ORDER THAT THIS PROBLEM 
COULD BE RESOLVED. SAID | WOULD EXAMINE HIS PROPOSAL IN LIGHT 

OF WHAT | HAD JUST SAID. HOPED BY NEXT MEETING HE MIGHT HAVE 


SOME SUGGESTION 
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SOME SUGGESTION TQ MEET PROBLEM | FACED. 


WANG REPLIED WAYS SHOULD BE FOUND BENEFICIAL TO BOTH SIDES 

IN JOINT EFFORT SOLVE PROBLEM OUR NATIONALS. THAT IS WHY THEY 
HAD ACCEPTED ARRANGEMENT | SUGGESTED LAST MEETING. IF We PROCEED 
ON BASIS THIS ARRANGEMENT FUTURE PROGRESS ON QUESTION 

OF NATIONALS WOULD BE EXPEDITED. HE WELCOMED SPIRIT IN WHICH 

| HAD SPOKEN THIS MORNING CONCERNING TALKS. IN !NiEREST OF 
REACHING AGREEMENT, WILLINGNESS FOR CONCILIATION AND COMPROMISE 
MUST EXIST BOTH SIDES. WE TWO AMBASSADORS WERE SITTING 

FACE TO FACE BUT IF WE DID NOT MAKE EFFORT REACH ONE ANOTHER 
COULD NOT ACCOMPLISH ANYTHING. JF EACH WOULD HOLD OUT HIS 
HAND PROBLEMS COULD BE SOLVED. EACH SIDE MUST APPROACH OTHER 
AND AS HE HAD STATED SO LONG AS BOTH SIDES DISPLAYED SINCERITY 


HE WOULD BE ABLE TO ADVISE ME REGARDING CASES OF AMERICANS NOW 
UNDER REVIEW. 


| RESPONDED THAT | SUPPOSED EACH THOUGHT HIS SIDE HAD GONE 

FARTHER THAN OTHER. | FELT THAT WE HAD GONE FARTHEST. REPRESEN- 
TATION PROPOSAL DID NOT ORIGINATE WITH US BUT WITH HIM. 

| HAD PROPOSED MY ARRANGEMENT AT LAST MEETING IN EFFORT 

MEET HIS POINT OF VIEW. HOWEVER DID NOT SEE HOW IT HELPED 

SOLVE PROBLEM FACED BY AMERICAN NATIONALS. THEIR PROBLEMS 

COULD ONLY BE SOLVED BY ACTION HIS GOVERNMENT. WANG REPLIED 

THAT IN COURSE OF TALKS IMPORTANT THING NOT WHAT EACH SIDE CLAIMED 
!'T HAD DONE BUT FOR EACH SIDE TO SEE WHAT OTHER HAD DONE. 


SO LONG AS BOTH SIDES SHOWED SINCERITY WOULD NOT BE DIFFICULT 
OVERCOME OUR PROBLEMS 


|! SAID | HOPED THAT HE COULD HELP. SO FAR | HAD NOTHING TO SHOW 
MY GOVERNMENT REGARDING PROBLEM MY NATIONALS AND ASKED IF HE 
WOULD HAVE SOMETHING BY SATURDAY. WANG REPLIED THERE WERE TWO 
SEPARATE PROBLEMS. ONE WAS ARRANGEMENT REGARDING RETURN OF 
NATIONALS OF BOTH SIDES AND THE OTHER WAS MEASURES TO BE TAKEN 
BY HIS GOVERNMENT. AGREEMENT ON DETAILED ARRANGEMENT WOULD BE 


TEST OF 
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aa 
TESEOF SeNCER! BP EACH SIDE REGARDING THIS QUESTION. SO LONG 
AS BOTH STDES SHQWED SPIRIT OF SINCERITY HE BELIEVED 
IT WOULD_NOT BEEDIFFICULT TO FIND SOLUTION. 
-_ == = 
| PROPOSED NEXTSMEETING SATURDAY, 10 AM. 
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FROM JOHNSON 
RE DEPTEL 364 AND REPORTS ON TODAY'S MEETING. 


AS | SEE SITUATION QUESTION OF PRINCIPLE IS ONE DIFFICULT 

y FOR ME TO PURSUE FURTHER SINCE SUBSTANTIALLY ALL AMERICANS 
ARE BEING DETAINED ON PRETEXT CRIMES AND CLAIMS. CHICOMS HAVE 
CONSISTENTLY CLAIMED THEY ADHERE TO PRINCIPLE ALL AMERICANS 
FREE DEPART UNLESS HAVE COMMITTED CRIMES OR HAVE CIVIL 
CLAIMS PENDING AGAINST THEMe ON ONE HAND | CANNOT ARGUE PRINCIPLE 
WE WILLING PERMIT CHINESE DEPART EVEN if THEY HAVE COMMITTED 
CRIMES AND ON OTHER HAVE BEEN TRYING AVOID BEING DRAWN INTO 
FRUITLESS MORASS OF DISCUSSING CHICOM JUSTICE WITH THEM. 


THEREFORE | HAVE BEEN ATTEMPTING KEEP DISCUSSION WITHIN FRAME-~ 
WORK PRACICAL SITUATIONS. 
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TODAY'S MEETING MAKES CIEAR THAT CHICOM ASKING PRICE FOR 
FURTHER ACTON ON RELEASE AMERICANS IS REPRESENTATION .ARRANGE= 
MENT.» PRESENT CHICOM POSITION ASKING US FOR PERFORMANCE ON 


RLCPRESENTATION ARRANGEMENT IN RETURN FOR PROMISE ON AMERICANS 
IS CLEARLY UNACCEPTABLE. oa 


Vd 


INSIST ON IN RETURN REPRESENTATION ARRANGEMENT. | HAVE UP T. 

THIS TIME AND WILL AS LONG AS IT SEEMS USEFUL TALK IN TERMS$5 

"ALL AMERICANS" ALTHOUGH IN CONTEXT GIVE AND TAKE AT TODAY'S 
> MEETING | LEFT DOOR OPEN FOR SOMETHING SHORT OF THAT. 


m 

o my) 
HOWEVER PROBLEM WE WILL BE FACING IS HOW MANY AMERICANS WE 
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DO NOT FEEL WE WILL OBTAIN RELEASE ANY FURTHER AMERICANS PRIOR 
TO AGREEMENT ON REPRESENTATION BUT THAT WE SHOULD STRIVE FOR 


SIMULTANEOUS ANNOUNCEMENT RELEASE AMERICANS WITH ANNOUNCEMENT | 
AGREEMENT ON REPRESENTATION. 


tJ 
AT SATURIMAY'S MEETING | PLAN AGAIN TO PRESS WANG ON RELEASE 
AMER} CANS’ POSSIBEY OBLIQUELY SUGGESTING SIMULTANEOUS ANNOUNCEMENT 


AS MENTIONED AB@YE AND ARGUE AGAINST BROADENING OUR SUGGESTED 
ARRANGEMEBIT ON REPRESENTATION. 


z - . 
WOULD APPRECIATE-DEPT'S PRELIMINARY REACTIONS TO WANG'S 


Note: Reference believed to be EMBTEL 364 from Geneva. , 
Mr. Waddell's office (FE) notified 8/11/55 5:24 p.m. EMB CWO 


g "DRAFT AGREEMENT". 
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“ £ROM JOHNSON 
ection to DC/R 

| OLLOWING ARE OUR GENERAL OBSERVATIONS THUS FAR. WHILE WANG/ HAS 

BEEN BARGAINING HARD HE HAS BEEN AVOIDING UNCOMPROMISING 

AND EXTREME POSITIONS USUALLY TAKEN BY COMMUNIST NEGOT.1ATGRS. 

AT TODAY'S MEETING IN PARTICULAR HIS REVIEW OF MY PREVIOUS 

STATEMENTS WAS NOTABLY ACCURATE AND DEVOID OF USUAL ATTEMPTS 

AT DISTORTION AND MISREPRESENTATION. IN FACT HE SEEMED ENTIRELY 

TO ACCEPT MY PREVIOUS STATEMENTS AS MEETING THE REQUESTS 

EMBODIED IN HIS POINTS TWO AND THREE AND WHILE MENTIONING 

POINT ONE IN EFFECT DROPPED IT. HE IS ACTING MUCH MORE IN 

TRADITION OF OLD TIME CHINESE BARGAINER THAN COMMUNIST DIPLOMAT. 


of the United States 
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HE HAS ALMOST COMPLETELY AVOIDED USUAL COMMUNIST CLICHES AND 
LANGUAGE AS INTERPRETED BY HIS TRANSLATOR WHICH IS BASIS REPORTS 
OUR MESSAGES TENDS BE CONSIDERABLY MORE BRITTLE THAN IN 

ORIGINAL CHINESE. 


HE 1S UNIFORMLY COURTEOUS AT MEETINGS AND | NOW HAVE 
DEFINITE IMPRESSION FROM MANNER AS WELL AS SUBSTANCE THAT 
THEY DESIRE REACH AGREEMENTS. 
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SENT TO: Amconsul GENEVA PRIORITY 5-66 7” 
Origin | — <t 
FOR JOHNSON {yt y/¢ -{/% : 
. Your 402, 403 and 417. Our objections to Wang's draft agreement. . pe Beit 
summarized separate telegram. You will be instructed in time for ugust w! 
meetings : ~ : ¥F.. ae 
FYI We wish avoid formal agreement with Chinese Communists. Prefer aay, BS 
- unilateral US declaration which would be matached by corresponding Chinese eo 
<8] ‘ws se iF es ae 
3 Communist declaration. We are considering draft declarationreading as . . #325 : 
wT follows: 2 
wu See 
s QIE/The United States of America declares that Chinese nationals ° 4 ts 
= in the United States who desire to return to the China mainland are és On } 
° entitled to depart for the China mainland. on. ae 
ou 
2. The Enbassy of the Republic of Iniia in the USA is authorized * ot oe 
7 3% ia ‘« 
= oy, a 45 
si to assist in such return as follows: ae es >. 
desired , Sa “ , 
Offices . ‘ oat oe x L— 
r” (a) If a Chinese National believes that, contrary to the above i agian Sa 
oo! a 
Declaration, he is encountering official obstruction in departure, = | « 
he may so inform the Jndian Bnbassy and the Indian Enbassy will,’ ka — 
i ea | 
if desired by the C.P.R., intervene on such civilian's behalf wee. 
| eal , >. 
with the Government of the United States. ct 
- axa 
Sa JFDulle Ss Telegr@phic transm 
ice 8/11/55 | sf-aggagreved by: 
Clearances | 
fi ry / SECRET 
/ 10943 Classification 
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(b) If a Chinese national in the USA who desires to return 
to the China mainland has difficulty in paying for his return 
journey, the Indian “mbassy may render him the financial 


assistance needed to permit of his return. 





3- The Goverrment of the United States will give wide publicity 
to the foregoing provisions of this Declaration and the Embassy of India 
in the USA may also do s0e 

4. This Declaration shall remain in force for at least 90 days 


and thereafter until notice of termination has been given by the Government 





of the United States to the Indian “mbassy in the USA. 


5. The provisions of Paragraphs 2, 3 and hereof shall come into 


force when a corresponding Veclaration (with the substitution of the 


of the United States 


Government of the United Kingdom for the Government of the Republic of 
India) has been made by the C.P.R. UNQUOTE 


Transnit your reaction immediately sot hat we may have the benefit 
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DELEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Geneva, Switzerland 


OFFICIAL - INFORMAL August 11, 1955 
SECRET 


Dear Walters 


Just a very hasty note this morning before I leave for the 
meeting to thank you for your letter of August 8 which arrived 
yesterday. I find that because of the Atomic Conference there 
is a pouch leaving today in which I will send this letter. 


With regard to the four names, Ralph states he had left 
them off because they were not on the list Gowen gave the Chinese 
on May 3Uth. They have now been added and I do not see this 
has necessarily raised any particular difficulty. 


As we said in our telegram, we had not seen the Denny 
article and had no idea what it said until your letter. Ralph 
is the only one who has seen Denny, and he tells me that he 
definitely did not make any statement to Denny along the lines 
quoted and 1 am sure that this is correct. : 


ST? G ZL 370T 


I feel very much it would have been a serious mistake 
for me to press the point that the preponderance of Chinese 
students in the United States maintain their allegiance to the 
GRC, Wang has been very careful not to raise the issue of the 
allegiance of all students, as I an sure that he knows the 
facts and the problemswhich this would present. We both have 
been carefully talking only about Chinese who desire to return. 
Any such sweeping statement on my part would immediately raise 
the question of how do we know, and it seems to me clearly lead 
to a proposal for polling all students by some third country, 
which is exactly the issue we are trying to avoid. If we get 
into any hot, heavy debate on the subject, it is something I:have 
very much in the back of my mind but do not expect that we will 
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Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
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I gave you my feeling on the press backgrounder in my last 
letter, and I still feel that I have been right. I am confident 
that in spite of the strain to which they have been subjected, 
my relations with the correspondents are still ona friendly 
and sympathetic basis. I have taken a great deal of time in 
seeing them individually, talking about what I could talk about, 
explaining my position on secrecy and they are very understanding, 


I hope you will continue frankly to keep me informed so that 
I can promptly clear up any questions as to why I do or do not 
do this or that. 


Sincerely, 


exis Johnson 
— rican Ambassador 


P.S. As another brief note, going back over the record, we 
noted that when on August 2 Wang gave me a list of Americans 
and said the cases of those who had been convicted of offenses 
were being reviewed, he carefully omitted that statement in 
regard to Downey and Fecteau, who were put in a separate 
catego This reinforces my belief they are going to be the 

' } and I am not quite sure how best to handle it, 
.@@ course going to push the maximum on their cases, 
bMime I hope to avoid doing anything that would . 

| e release of the others. I would welcome any 

ideas you have on the subject, 
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Ss SENT HONG KONG 4 REPEATED INFORMATION DEPARTMENT 426. 
» 
IR 
> 1A FROM JOHNSON 
) 
o It would be helpful if you could inform me number Chinese 
o } students from US who have arrived Hong Kong en route 
oo } Communist China since August 1 and transmit such figures 
>? on a continuing basis whenever any significant change. 
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FROM JOHNSON 


DEPTEL 466 JUST RECEIVED 2:35 P.M. DUE TO OVERLOADED CODE 
FACILITIES HERE. 


1. BELIEVE FORM SHOULD BE UNILATERAL SIMULTANEOUS DECLARATIONS 
AGREED IN ADVANCE AND ISSUED HERE AS SUGGESTED MY 317. . 


2. DO NOT SEE NECESSITY FOR PHRASE “IF DESIRED BY CPR" 
IN PARA 2(A).- 


3. BELIEVE DESIRABLE PARTICULARLY ON BEHALF AMERICANS 
IN CHINA RETAIN ELEMENT OF INVESTIGATION VALIDITY COMPLAINT 
SUGGESTED IN MY ORIGINAL PRESENTATION, 


of the United States 
. 
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4, BELIEVE 90 DAY LIMIT AS PRESENTLY WORDED NOT (REPEAT NOT) 
DESIRABLE AS CARRIES ERRONEOUS IMPLICATION THAT AT END 90 
DAYS US MAY NO LONGER BE WILLING PERMIT DEPARTURE CHINESE 
ALIENS. IF 9O DAY LIMITATION CONSIDERED NECESSARY 

BELIEVE SHOULD BE LIMITED TO PAPA TWOs 


5» PARA 5 WOULD TEND DESTROY OUR PRESENT BARGAINING : > 
POSITION IN USING REPRESENTATION AGREEMENT AS CHEESE TO OBTAIN 
AMERICANS AND WOULD NOT BE NECESSARY UDER CONCEPT IN PARA “) VA 
ONE ABOVE. CHICOMS COULD WELL FULLY SUBSCRIBE THIS AGREEMENP "1 (7) 
AND CONTINUE HOLD AMERICANS WHOM THEY ALLEGE HAVE COMMITTED= © ‘* 


CRIMES OR HAVE UNSETTLED CLIAMS, _ = ‘3 


‘or 


, To) 
»- DO NOT BELIEVE IT NECESSARY OR DESIRABLE SUBMIT COUNTER PROPOSAL “t} 


o TOMORROW. BELIEVE WE REQUIRE FURTHER TIME FOR CAREFUL STUDY 
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AND DECISION ON ANY COUNTER PROPOSAL AND AT TOMORROW'S 

MEETING | CAN CONF INE MYSELF TO DEBATE ON CHUCOM BROADENING 

OUR PROPOSAL, IF DEPARTMENT CONCURS, SUGGESTING FORM UNILATERAL 
SIMULTANEOUS DECLARATIONS, SAY WE ARE STILL STUDYING AND WILL 
HAVE FURTHER OBSERVATIONS LATER. ALSO WILL CONTINUE PRESS WANG 
ON RELEASE AMERICANS ALONG LINES | FOLLOWED AT LAST MEETING. 
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NIACT *iroction to DC/R 
FROM JOHNSON 


AM NOT CLEAR ON THINKING UNDERLYING DRAFT DECLARATION CONTAINED 
DEPTEL 466 BUT FROM CONTENT ASSUME THOUGHT MIGHT BE TO ISSUE 
ENTIRELY UNILATERALLY, POSSIBLY PUBLICLY AS FINAL EFFORT IN 
THESE NEGOTIATICNS. IF SUCH IS CASE | DO NOT BELIEVE THAT POINT 
YET REACHED IN NEGOTIATIONS HERE. BY THROWING DOWN PUBLIC 
CHALLENGE TO CHICOMS AT THIS POINT SEEMS TO ME WOULD RETARD 
RATHER THAN EXPEDITE RELEASE. IF WE ARE WILLING ENTER INTO ANY 
REPRESENTATION ARRANGEMENT BEFORE RELEASE ANY AMERICANS | BELIEVE 
WE CAN ACCOMPLISH MUCH MORE IN CONTEXT NEGOTIATIONS HERE BY 

MY WORKING OUT WITH WANG AN AGREED PUBLIC STATEMENT WHICH WOULD 
BE IN FORM INDIVIDUAL UNILATERAL DECLARATIONS OF WHICH OTHER 
WOULD TAKE NOTE. | WOULD STRIVE HAVE INCLUDED IN HIS STATEMENT 
AS FIRM AND DEFINITE COMMITMENT AS COULD BE OBTAINED ON RELEASE 
IMPRISONED AMERICANS IN PARTICULAR. 
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466 was designed to suggest the form of such a declaration. | 2 ag 





2. QTE If desired by C.P.R. UNQTE can be deleted at your discretion. 
We proposed it with a view to creating a situation such that in the C.P.R. 


Declaration the Government of the United Kingdom would not be obligated to. 
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seek the return of American turncoats in China whom we do not want to get. 


back. 


of the United States 





3. See no objection to insertion in 2(a) of words QTE if it deems such 


a complaint valid UNQTE as precondition to intervention on civilians' beh 
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a Some such language would conform to your original presentation which is — i. te 
unobjectionable. z ' 
4, 90-day clause was designed to permit of subsequent modification if O - é 

conditions change. We do not want to be committed in perpetuity toa | ‘ 
Situation where Chinese Communist spies could operate in this country, * r : 
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| prepaid first-class ticket to China. However, possibly it is sufficient to drop out ] 
reference to 90 days and merely provide that the Declaration shall be valid until 

notice of termination given or possibly nothing need be said explicitly about termina- 


tion as long as it is understood that it is not necessarily in perpetuity but subject to | 





reasonable termination. 





5. We do not understand what you mean as the Declaration referred to includes ~~ 


of course the whole Detlaration, including paragraph numbered ond} which the Chinese 


AND Gontrtitve Blob RiCans - 
could not subscribe tom In other words the Chinese Communists do not get benefit of 


: 
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Indian participation unless and untill they have declared that all American nationals: 


J 


in Communist China who desire to return to the USA are entitled to depart. 


of the United States 


We do not suggest you should submit counterproposal until in your judgment © 
this is appropriate or until otherwise instructed. At some point, however, we feel 


it may be necessary to submit a concrete proposal in form which could be subsequently 
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At your meeting tomorrow, we think it of utmost importance that you should firmly 


| Depts 470) 
reject the objectionable features of the CHICOM proposal (your 402). We doubt whether 


fa. os 


— ye Te 


you: should be stating that you are QTE still studying UNQTE giving the impression 
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that we are uncertain and open to persuasion. It seems to us that a firm negative 


med 


reaction will probably be more productive. 
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DELEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA —- 


Geneva, Switzerland | > 


OFFICIAL - INFORMAL 
SECRET 


August 12, 1955 


Letter No. 3 


Dear Walter: 


Thanks very much for your letter of August 10. I 
understand the same more frequent pouch schedule will be in 
effect through next week so I will take full advantage of 
it. 


I had thought that my previous telegram on a replacement 
for Ed Martin had overtaken your letter. Therefore I had 
not replied to this point. However, I today sent a telegram 
simply stating that he was leaving August l6éth. As I 
previously said, Ed has been invaluable to me here and I 
greatly regret his going. If there were any possible way 
of keeping him without sacrificing his opportunity to go 
to the War College I would certainly want to do so. However, 
I do not see that a few days one way or the other is going 
to make much difference as long as he is leaving in any 
event, and, therefore, have agreed to his leaving in time 
for him to get back for the opening. I also feel that it 
will be very useful to both of us for him to have the 
opportunity to discuss fully with you in Washington .ae 
situation here as we see it. He plans to come to the Depart- 
ment just as quickly as he arrives. 


I am particularly anxious that he discuss with you 
the question of broadening the scope of representation as 
suggested in my 364. So I will defer any discussion of 
that in this letter, 


I appreciated the information on income tax clearance 
for departing aliens. I was aware of this requirement when 
I was discussing the matter with Wang, but I am glad to have 
the exact information. As you will see from the full report 
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of the meeting, the discussion was in the context of exit 
permits. I was trying to make my statement just as strong 
as possible and believe that it is fully correct within the 
context. It seems to me that it goes without saying that 
before anyone departs he should take care of his obligations, 
including taxes. It just points out that Treasury handles 
income tax matters in the manner it does. It is in no sense 
a control over the departure of aliens. I intend to stand 
on statements I have made in this regard, 


Thanks very much for the Denny article, which we had not 
seen. As you observed, most of the article is deduction on 


the basis of a few scraps of information, and not very good 
Geduction at that. 


The Secretary's last press conference was of tremendous 
help to me. I was able to point out to correspondents here 
that he said almost exactly what I have been saying to then. 
Please thank the Secretary for me. I believe our press problem 
is now rapidly approaching its proper proportion. 


Sincerely, 
/ 


U is” Johnson 
American Ambassador 


SECRET 








- -—_— 









DEP MEA OF Si Al E 


Releasable 


August 12, 1955 


Dear Alex: 


We have decided to send Douglas Forman, FS0-4, to assist you 
when Ed Martin leaves. We are awaiting word as to whether you 
intend to request a short extension of Ed's stay before we issue 
Doug's travel orders. He will be severely missed in CA and it does 
not seem necessary to send him util about the time that Ed will be 
leaving. 


Doug is well qualified for the assignment. He has been doing 
\ most of the leg-work on your messages here and is thoroughly 
familiar with the issues, both from his service here and his 
, experience in Heng Kong. He is an able and dependable officer and 
4 is good in Chinese. Ed and Ralph can tell you more about hin. 


There has been quite a debate here as to whether USIA should 
be allowed to give normal “straight"® news play to the story of the 
mistreatment of the eleven airmen. Naturally they would not be 
allowed to “play it up" while the Geneva talks are going on. Every- 
body is agreed that we should not do anything to inflame the Chinese 
Communists needlessly or afford them a pretext for continuing to 
hold the remaining Americans. The question is whether straight 
normal news play, without comment or beating of the drums, accurately 
reflecting the attention received by the story in the American press, 
would be hurtful. The present instruction is for them to play it 
down—+in effect suppress it temporarily, and we understand Defense is 
instructing the airmen to keep quiet for the present. 


of the United States 


Declassified ‘or Publication in Foreign Relations 
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One piece of quite sensitive rumor, which is solely for your 
private background info. Yesterday we saw the interrogation of one 
of the eleven released airmen, Benjamin. He reported that he had 
seen quite a bit of Fecteau for a while in prison. He said Fecteau 


The Honorable =e 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
ay o™N American Consulate General, 
; Geneva. 
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had been able to give him bits and pieces of his story. Fecteau 
expressed some doubt as to whether the two American pilots of his 
plane had been killed in the crash. He said the plane landed fairly 
flat without any lethal impact. He said he regretted to have to 
admit that he and Downey had left the vicinity of the plane immediately 
without investigating what happened to the two pilots so he had no 
real evidence. Personally I am quite skeptical that the pilots are 
still alive. It is doubtful if the Chinese Communists would have any 
motive for public announcement that they were dead if this was not the 
case. In any event it is unlikely the pilots will ever turn up after 
the announcement that they were killed. Of course, nothing has been 
said about this to the next of kin or anyone else outside of a very 
restricted group. 


We are awaiting your reply to our 466 of last night regarding 
the formula for parallel unilateral declarations. Your report giving 
the detailed account of the fifth meeting on Thursday has just come 
in and I have not had a chance to digest it yet. Since the pouch is 
closing, this letter cannot wait. 


Your 418 on Wang's general negotiating attitude is of special 
interest. I believe there is a tendency here to read less significance 
into his conciliatory approach than you may be inclined to do from 
there. The semblance of reasonableness and willingness to go part way 
may be recognisable, but when his draft agreement is taken apart there 
is really nothing in the way of tangible concession at all. There is 
as yet no assurance that the Chinese Communist position on the Americans 
is any different from what it was last year. Undoubtedly they would be 
willing to release the Americans in return for the sort of broad 
representation arrangement which they are seeking. But a concession on 
this from us is not to be expected. In the absence of a complete yielding 
by us on the representation issue, can any substantial "give" by the 
Communists on the detained Americans really be expected? Maybe so, but 
there is as yet nothing we can rely on. 


There is something of a feeling here that you do not need to show 
a great measure of tolerance of Wang's proposals when their terms 
reflect no assured advance. 


The Secretary does not like the idea of a formal agreement with 
the Chinese Communists. He feels definitely that parallel unilateral 
declarations are preferable, as indicated in our 466. 


We are well aware of the tough row you have to hoe. The questions 
coming up now are in a different sense more trying than the relatively 
superficial press problem you had to wrestle with the first week. 


We are 
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We are naturally troubled as you are by the dilemma we may soon 
be faced with if we have an opportunity to spring only part of owe 
people in return for a limited representation arrangement. 


Enclosed is the transcript of the Secretary's August 10 press 


conference. 
Good wishes, 
Sincerely, 
Walter P. McConaughy 
Director for Chinese Affairs 
Enclosure: 


Transcript of Secretary's press 
conference of August 10, 1955. 
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NIACT 
FROM JOHNSON 


WANG OPENED THIS MORNING'S MEETING WITH STATEMENT THAT TF | 
WOULD IMMEDIATELY AGREE UPON HIS DRAFT AGREEMENT HE_ WOULD 
BEFORE ANNOUNCEMENT THEREOF MADE GIVE ME AND PUBLICLY 

RELEASE RESULTS REVIEW THOSE CASES AMERICANS BOTH PRISONERS 

AND EXIT PERMIT CASES IN WHICH REVIEW COMPLETED. WAS CLEAR TO 
US THAT QTE REVIEW UNQTE NOT RPT NOT QTE COMPLETED UNQTE 

CASES ALL AMERICANS. IN CONTEXT SATISFIED QTE COMPLETION OF 
REVIEWS UNQTE MEANT RELEASE BUT WAS UNABLE OBTAIN ANY INDICATION 
NUMBER. 








DURING COURSE MUCH GIVE AND TAKE THERE WAS STRONG 
IMPLICATION THAT HE WAS PROBABLY PREPARED ACCEPT MY ORIGINAL 
FORMULATION FOR THIRD PARTY REPRESENTATION. 


DURING COURSE GIVE AND TAKE | ALSO OBTAINED FROM FIM 
CATEGORICAL STATEMENT THAT CASES ALL AMERICANS INCLUDING 


CATEGORY (D) HIS AUGUST 2 LIST (DOWNEY AND FECTEAU; BE ING 
QTE REVIEWED UNQTE. 


IN REPLY | REFERRED AGAIN TO MEASURES TAKEN BY US GOVERNMENTP 
PERMIT DEPARTURE CHINESE, OUR CATEGORICAL ASSURANCES NONE PRE- 
VENTED FROM DEPARTING AND STATED |! HAD HOPED RESULTS OF 

QTE REVIEW UNQTE ON CHINESE SIDE WOULD PERMIT HIM MAKE SAME 


DETAINED. | STRESSED INEQUALITY OF SITUATION AND EXPRESSED 
DISAPPOINTMENT EARLY SETTLEMENT FORECAST BY CHOU EN-LAI DE 


OQ 
O 
STATEMENT TO ME, THAT IS NO AMERICAN DESIRING RETURN BEING a 
O 


MATERIALIZED. |! COULD NOT CONSIDER AGENDA ITEM ONE SETTLED 


UNTIL ALL AMERICANS ABLE RETURN. To} 
nH 


ow oe 
| THEN . > 
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| THEN COMMENTED ON DRAFT AGREEMENT “STATING OUR ORIGINAL 
FORMULATION FULLY AND ADEQUATELY MEETS SITUATION AND THAT 
PROVISION FOR QTE INVESTIGATION UPON REQUEST OF GOVERNMENT UNQTE 
ENTIRELY UNNECESSARY. | SAID | WAS NOT IN POSITION ACCEPT DRAFT 


AGREEMENT OR ITS PRESENT FORM AND RESERVED RIGHT FOR FURTHER 
COMMENT. 





WANG THEN PRESSED ME TO STATE ANY OTHER OBJECTIONS. IN REPLY 
| POINTED OUT SECOND SENTENCE FIRST PARAGRAPH HIS DRAFT 
OFFERED NOTHING TO AMERICANS DETAINED IN CHINA, 


| THEN OUTLINED OUR THOUGHTS ON FORM OF SIMULTANEOUS UNI- 
LATERAL STATEMENTS GIVING AS RATIONALE THOSE MATTERS 

"CONCERNED INTERNAL AFFAIRS" EACH COUNTRY. | SAID ANY 
STATEMENT WE MADE WOULD INCLUDE ATECORICAL STATEMENTS | 

HAI) MADE TO HIM DURING COURSE OF MEFTING ON FREEDOM CHINESE 
DEPART FROM US TOGETHER WITH WHATEVER ARRANGEMENTS MADE FOR 
THIRD PA ty REPRESENTATIONS. | SAID | WOULD EXPECT ANY 
STATEMENT FROM HIS SIDE TO INCLUDE WHATEVER ACTION THEY HAD 
TAKEN WITH REGARD TO AMERICANS AND THAT | WOULD HOPE AND EXPECT 
1T WOULD INCLUDE CATEGORICAL STATEMENT SIMILAR TO THAT WE 

HAVE MADE CONCERNING DEPARTURE CHINESE TOGETHER WITH ARRANGE- 
MENTS FOR THIRD PARTY REPRESENTATION. | SAID THIS WAS MY 
TENTATIVE THINKING AT 1HE MOMENT NOT A FORMAL PROPOSAL BUT 

THAT | WOULD EMBODY MY THOUGHTS INTO A SPECIFIC PROPOSAL AT 

OUR NEXT MEETING. WANG STRONGLY RESISTED CONCEPT SAYING 

|T WOULD SHOW WE HAD NOT BEEN ABLE AGREE. | POINTED OUT 

THAT NEED NOT BE CASE, THAT HE HAD PERHAPS MISUNDERSTOOD 

MY CONCEPT WHICH WAS THAT THE UNILATERAL STATEMENTS OF WHICH | 
THE OTHER WOULD TAKE NOTE WOULD BE RELEASED BY JOINT AGREE- ‘om 
MENT. HE WOULD NOT AGREE TO CONCEPT, PUSHING HARD FOR 
"JOINT ANNOUNCEMENT" ALONG LINES JULY 25 STATEMENT AND OUR 
AGREEMENT ON AGENDA. | SAID RATHER THAN DISCUSS FURTHER 
WOULD GIVE HIM CONCRETE SUGGESTION NEXT MEETING. 


J 
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| SHARED WANG'S CONCERN OVER AMOUNT OF TIME SPENT AGENDA 
ITEM ONE POINTING OUT IT COULD HAVE IMMEDIATELY AND EXPED- 
1 TIOUSLY BEEN RESOLVED BY RELEASE ALL AMERICANS IN CHINA. 


- | THIS 
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THIS WOULD HAVE "LAID SOUND BASIS" UPON WHICH WE COULD 
ENTER INTO MUTUALLY ACCEPTABLE AGREEMENT ON THIRD PARTY 
REPRESENTATION AND PERMIT FRUITFUL DISCUSSION OTHER PRACT!CAL 
MATTERS. 
NEXT MEETING TUESDAY, AUGUST 16, 10 AM. COMMENTS FOLLOW. 
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FROM JOHNSON tame of Officer ij— 
AT SIXTH MEETING, AUGUST 13, 10 A.M., WANG CEDCOFR RE AS/ 
PREPARED STATEMENT. SAID AT LAST MEETING HE HAD ADVANCED [RAFT 
AGREEMENT CONCERNING RETURN CIVILIANS BOTH SIDES TO THE! 
RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES, BASED ON ARRANGEMENT | HAD SUGGESTED. | 

HE CONSIDERED THAT ALTHOUGH ARRANGEMENT COULD FULLY MEET RE- 
QUIREMENTS AMERICAN NATIONALS IN CHINA COULD NOT FULLY MEET 
THOSE OF CHINESE NATIONALS US. NEVERTHELESS IN INTEREST REACHING 
AGREEMENT HE HAD BASICALLY ACCEPTED MY PROPOSAL. WAS RE- 


GRETTABLE | HAD BEEN UNABLE PROMPTLY ADOPT HIS DRAFT AGREEMENT 
LAST MEETING. 





> wo 


of the United States 
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WANG CONTINUED | HAD STATED LAST MEETING THAT MEASURES TAKEN 
REGARDING CHINESE NATIONALS FULLY MET DESIRES CHINESE SIDE AND 
THAT NO PRACTICAL DIFFICULTIES DELAYED DEPARTURE CHINESE 
NATIONALS FROM US. THIS NOT IN ACCORDANCE FACTS. AS HE HAD 
ALREADY POINTED OUT TO DATE CHINESE NATIONALS ESPECIALLY STUDENTS 
ENCOUNTERED ALL SORTS OBSTACLES TO LEAVING US. IN EVERY: CASE 

OF CHINESE STUDENTS WHO WANTED RETURN BUT WHOSE DEPARTURE HAD 
BEEN RESTRICTED MANY STILL UNABLE TO RETURN UP UNTIL NOW. 

HOW COULD THIS BE CONSTRUED AS MEETING REQUIREMENTS CHINESE 
SIDE? WHILE HE HAD FURNISHED INFORMATION ALL AMERICANS IN 

CHINA | HAD FAILED PROVIDE LIST ALL CHINESE US. HOW COULD THIS() 
BE CONSTRUED AS FULLY MEETING REQUIREMENTS CHINESE SIDE? 

HE HAD ALSO POINTED OUT THIRD PARTY ARRANGEMENT DID NOT FULLY 
MEET THEIR GQWEEDS, THEREFORE |1T COULD NOT BE CONSTRUED AS FULLY i] 


MEETINHIS REQUE$U 4! NEVERTHELESS HE ENDEAVORING REACH AGREEMENT 
IN SPIRIT CONCILIATION. =) 


4 — . = 
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WANG SAID AT LAST MEETING | HAD RAISED QUESTION PUBLIC 

OPINION. AS HE HAD ALREADY POINTED OUT, IF STATUS AMERICANS 

IN CHINA COULD BE KNOWN TO AMERICAN PEOPLE IN ITS ENTIRETY HE 
BELIEVED THEY WOULD REALIZE TREATMENT THESE AMERICANS JUST 

AND LENIENT. HOWEVER IN PRESENT AMERICAN PROPAGANDA MANY THINGS 
GRAVELY PROVOKED FEELING CHINESE PEOPLE. FOR EXAMPLE, CH! NFSE 
GOVERNMENT TOOK INITIATIVE RELEASE 11 AIRMEN. AS RESULT AMtR! CAN 
NEWSPAPERS AND EVEN OFFICIAL SPOKESMEN HAD SEEN FIT DIRECT AL: 
SORT SLANDERS AGAINST CHINESE GOVERNMENT. UP TO PRESENT CHINESE 
PEOPLE VIEWED ALL SUCH UTTERLY UNREASONABLE SLANDERS WITH EX- 
TREME RESTRAINT. IF ONE WERE TO TALK OF THINGS PROVOKING PUB- 
LIC OPINION HE WOULD HAVE TO RAISE QUESTION OF THOUSANDS CHINESE 
VOLUNTEERS FROM KOREA STILL DETAINED. THIS CAUSED STRONG FEELING 
ON PART CHINESE PEOPLE. HOWEVER HIS SIDE HAD REFRAINED FROM 
RAISING THIS QUESTION BOTH OUTSIDE AND INSIDE TALKS FOR IF 

BOTH SIDES DWELT ON THIS TYPE QUESTION RESULTS WOULD BE 
PROPAGANDA DEBATE UNFAVORABLE TO TALKS. 


WANG SAID CHINESE GOVERNMENT HAD RELEASED 11 AIRMEN ON EVE OF 
TALKS FOR PURPOSE CREATING FAVORABLE EFFECT ON TALKS. WANG SAID 
HE HAD REPEATEDLY EXPOUNDED REASONABLE AND LENIENT POLICY 

OF CHINESE GOVERNMENT TOWARD AMERICANS IN CHINA. DURING YEAR 
FROM INITIATION TALKS LAST YEAR TO PRESENT, 38 AMERICANS HAD 
LEFT CHINA AS RESULT REVIEW THEIR CASES BY CHINESE GOVERNMENT. 
HE HAD ALSO INFORMED ME THAT CHINESE GOVERNMENT NOW REVIEWING 
CASES AMERICANS IN CHINA AND THAT HE WOULD ADVISE ME OF RE- 
SULTS. IN INTEREST SPEEDILY REACHING AGREEMENT ON RETURN CIVILIANS 
BOTH SIDES AND IN SPIRIT OF CONCILIATION, HE WILLING MAKE STILL 
ANOTHER EFFORT. DECLARED HE "HEREBY INSTRUCTED" INFORM ME 

THAT UNDER CONDITION OF AN AGREEMENT ON RETURN CIVILIANS BOTH 
SIDES (IT WAS CLEAR THIS REFERRED TO REPRESENTATION ARRANGE- 
MENT) CHINESE GOVERNMENT PREPARED INFORM US SIDE ON RESULTS OF 
CASES OF AMERICANS IN CHINA REVIEW OF WHOSE CASES ‘COMPLETED. 

HE WOULD ALSO AGREE TO ANNOUNCEMENT OF RESULTS THIS REVIEW 

PRIOR TO ANNOUNCEMECT ON AGREEMENT REGARDING RETURN CIVILIANS 


: BOTH SIDES. 


WHEN | 
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WHEN | ASKED WANG TO CLARIFY THIS STATEMENT HE SAID HIS GOVERN- 
MENT HAD BASICALLY ACCEPTED AN ARRANGEMENT PROPOSED BY ME AND 
HAD WORKED IT OUT IN PRACTICAL FORM. IF WE COULD REACH AGREEMENT 
ON THIS DRAFT AGREEMENT HE COULD PROMPTLY INFORM ME OF RESULTS 
OF REVIEW CASES OF THOSE AMERICANS ON WHOM REVIEWS COMPLETED. 

IF AGREEMENT COULD BE REACHED AT TODAY'S MEETING HE COULD YELL 
ME RESULTS TODAY. 


| SAID | HAD UNDERSTOOD AT SECOND MEETING WHEN HE GAVE ME NAMES 

OF AMERICANS IN CHINA DIVIDED INTO VARIOUS CATEGORIES THAT HIS 
STATEMENT CONCERNING REVIEWING CASES AND INFORMING ME OF RESULTS 
DID NOT APPLY TO THOSE PERSONS UNDER CATEGORY (D) DESCRIBED 

AS AMERICAN MILITARY PERSONNEL COMMITTING CRIMES. | ALSO MENTIONED 
OUR PREVIOUS EXCHANGE ON THIS IN WHICH I HAD: POINTED OUT 

THAT CLASSIFICATION TWO PERSONS IN THIS CATEGORY WAS ERRONEOUS 

AS THEY WERE IN FACT CIVILIANS. 


WANG REPLIED AS HE HAD REPEATEDLY INFORMED ME HIS GOVERNMENT 

PREPARED REVIEW ALL CASES INVOLVING AMERICANS IN CHINA. ASKED 
TO REPEAT THIS STATEMENT HE SAID REVIEWS NOT CONFINED TO ANY 

SINGLE CATEGORY OF AMERICANS BUT APPLIED TO ALL AND REPEATED 

"ALL CASES BEING REVIEWED". 


| SAID TO WANG WE HAD COME HERE TO DISCUSS RETURN OF CIVILIANS 
TO THEIR RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES. | HAD INFORMED HIM MEASURES TAKEN 
BY MY COUNTRY INCLUDING THE ONE MAN HE HAD MENTIONED AS BEING 
DETAINED. SAID IT WAS DIFFICULT FOR ME TO UNDERSTAND WHY IT 
NOT POSSIBLE FOR HIM TO DO SAME REGARDING AMERICAN NATIONALS 
HIS COUNTRY. IF HE WAS IN POSITION NOW TO INFORM ME UNDER CER- 
TAIN CONDITIONS REGARDING STEPS TAKEN REGARDING SOME OF OUR 
NATIONALS IT WAS OBVIOUSLY NOT COMPLETION OF REVIEW PROCEDURE 
THAT PREVENTED OUR BEING GIVEN THIS INFORMATION. | WOULD HOPE 
THAT RESULTS HE ABLE GIVE ME OF REVIEW THESE CASES WOULD BE 
SUCH THAT HE COULD MAKE SAME STATEMENT TO-ME AS | MADE TO HIM. 


THAT IS 
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THAT 1S THAT HIS GOVERNMENT NOT PREVENTING DEPARTURE ANY 

AMERICAN IN CHINA WHO DESIRED RETURN TO US. | HAD TOLD HIM 
CATEGORICALLY MY GOVERNMENT HAD TAKEN ALL NECESSARY REMAINING 
STEPS TO PERMIT RETURN OF ANY CHINESE NATIONALS WITHOUT EXCEPTION 
TO HIS COUNTRY. AT OUTSET OF TALKS | HOPED AND EXPECTED HE COULD 
MAKE SAME STATEMENT TO ME. REGARDING AMERICANS IN CHINA. MY GOVERN- 
MENT TOOK ACTION IT DID REGARDING CHINESE NATIONALS IN US IN 
ORDER PROMPTLY DISPOSE OF QUESTION UNDER AGENDA ITEM ONE. | SA:9 
IT DIFFICULT RECONCILE SITUATION STILL FACING AMERICAN NATIONALS 
IN CHINA WITH STATEMENT OF HIS PRIME MINISTER TO WHICH HE HAD 
REFERRED THAT NUMBER OF AMERICANS IN CHINA SMALL AND QUESTION 
COULD BE EASILY SETTLED. 


| WAS EXPECTING IT POSSIBLE EQUALIZE SITUATION OUR TWO GROUPS OF 
NATIONALS AND THUS LAY BASIS FOR MUTUALLY ACCEPTABLE AGREEMENT 
ON THIRD PARTY REPRESENTATION. THAT WAS BEST WAY LAY GROUND 

FOR DISCUSSION NEXT AGENDA ITEM. 


GOWEN 


AB 


CONF IDENT I AL 











peomns Tass Department of State 








oh 


Action 


So 


of the United States 


adage aS a7 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


- 





REFERRING TO WANG'S DRAFT AGREEMENT | SAID IT WENT CONS4DERABEY 


PERMANENT 
RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene ° 


Action Assigned to ___ 


ControM#¢t 4x Gaken 
Rec'd: AUGUST 13, 1955 
rO4—-PM — 


TO: Secretary of State Date of Action a 


CONF | DENT IAL 








FROM: GENEVA 








NO: 452, AUGUST 13, 6 PeM. (SECTION TWO OF Two) ©i°° Symbol___ 


. 
are of Officer 





BEYOND SCOPEOF” SUGGESTION | HAD TOLD HIM BEING CONSIDERED 
BY MY GOVERNMENT. | REMINDED HIM MY SUGGESTION WAS THAT 

IF ANY CHINESE CIVILIAN IN US FELT HE BEING PREVENTED FROM 
LEAVING HE COULD COMMUNICATE WITH INDIAN EMBASSY WHICH WOULD 
TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION. JI STRESSED THIS WOULD APPLY TO 

ANY CHINESE CIVILIAN IN US AND THAT THERE WOULD BE NO HIND- 
RANCE WHATSOEVER IN THEIR COMMUNICATING WITH EMBASSY ANY 

WAY THEY WISHED. WE WOULD EXPECT ANY AMERICAN CIVILIAN IN 
CHINA WOULD HAVE SAME RIGHT WITH RESPECT TO BRITISH EMBASSY 
THERE. IF THIS DONE-IT SEEMED ENTIRELY UNNECESSARY PROVIDE 
FOR ACTION AT REQUEST INDIVIDUAL'S GOVERNMENT. ONLY EACH 
INDIVIDUAL HIMSELF KNEW WHETHER IN FACT HE DESIRED RETURN 
AND WHETHER HE FELT HE BEING PREVENTED FROM DOING SO BY 
GOVERNMENT HIS COUNTRY OF RESIDENCE. | BELIEVE FORMULATION 
WHICH | SAID MY GOVERNMENT -CONSIDERING FULLY AND ADEQUATELY 
MET SITUATION. THEREFORE | UNABLE ACCEPT HIS DRAFT AGREEMENT 
IN PRESENT FORM. 


| CONTINUED THAT DURING TALK EACH OF US HAD TALKED ABOUT 
MEASURES WHICH OUR GOVERNMENTS HAD BEEN CONSIDERING OR 
WILLING TO TAKE, INCLUDING QUESTION THIRD PARTY REPRESENTA} 
TION. IT SEEMED ALMOST ALL THESE THINGS INVOLVED INTERNAL 
MATTERS EACH COUNTRY. US HAD ALREADY TAKEN ACTION REGARDING 
SOME THESE MATTERS AS | HAD SAID. SAID WANG HAD INFORMED 

ME CERTAIN ACTIONS HIS GOVERNMENT HAS TAKEN OR WILLING 

TAKE. WHAT | WAS LEADING UP TO WAS FORM OF ANY UNDERSTANDING 
WE MIGHT REACH. SEEMED TO ME MIGHT BE MOST PRACTICABLE EACH 
MAKE PUBLIC STATEMENT OF ACTION WE HAD TAKEN INCLUDING 
ACTION ON THIRD PARTY REPRESENTATION QUESTION. EACH COULD 


TAKE NOTE 
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_ TAKE NOTE IN SUCH PUBLIC STATEMENT OF STATEMENTS MADE BY 
OTHER. WHILE WE WOULD AGREE TO MAKING OF STATEMENTS AND 
- THEY WOULD APPEAR TOGETHER THIS METHOD WOULD NOT INVOLVE 
US IN SAME PROBLEMS AS TRYING TO REACH AGREEMENT ON ANY 
ONE TEXT. WE WOULD EXCHANGE TEXTS OF STATEMENTS EACH PROPOSED 
TO MAKE, THE TWO TEXTS TO EMBODY UNDERSTANDING REACHED HERE. 


THEY WOULD APPEAR TOGETHER BUT WOULD NOT BE IN FORM AGREE- 
MENT. 


| SAID WHAT | HAVE IN MIND WAS A STATEMENT THAT AMBASSADOR 
WANG HAD INFORMED ME HIS GOVERNMENT HAD TAKEN SUCH AND SUCH 
STEPS REGARDING AMERICANS IN CHINA AND MAKING SUCH AND 

SUCH ARRANGEMENTS REGARDING THIRD PARTY REPRESENTATION. 

| WOULD MAKE SIMILAR STATEMENT THAT US GOVERNMENT HAD TAKEN 
SUCH AND SUCH STEPS REGARDING CHINESE NATIONALS US AND 
MAKING SUCH AND SUCH ARRANGEMENTS REGARDING THIRD PARTY 
REPRESENTATION. MY STATEMENT REGARDING CHINESE IN US WOULD 
REPEAT ASSURANCES WHICH | HAD GIVEN HIM HERE, THAT NO CHINESE 
DESIRING TO LEAVE US BEING PREVENTED AND | WOULD EXPECT 

HIM TO MAKE SIMILAR STATEMENT REGARDING AMERICANS IN 

CHINA. | CONCLUDED THAT THIS ONLY MY TENTATIVE THINKING AND 


NOT FORMAL PROPOSAL ‘BUT | HOPED INCORPORATE IT IN EXACT 
FORM FOR NEXT MEETING. 


of the United States 
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WANG INQUIRED WHETHER | DIFFERED IN PRINCIPLE WITH RESPECT 
TO HIS DRAFT AGREEMENT. 





| REPLIED THAT AS | HAD POINTED OUT | DIFFERED ON ONE POINT. 
|T SEEMED ENTIRELY UNNECESSARY PROVIDE FOR ACTION AT 
REQUEST OF INDIVIDUAL'S GOVERNMENT. | RESERVED RIGHT MAKE 
FURTHER COMMENT LATER ON DRAFT. 





WANG DECLWRED WE HAD ALREADY HELD SIX SESSIONS ON AGENDA ITEM 
ONE AND THAT HIS SIDE NOT SATISFIED THAT SO MUCH TIME SPENT 
ON IT. FROM BEGINNING HE HAD GIVEN COMPLETE LiST AMERICANS 


IN CHINA 
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IN CHINA BUT AMERICAN SIDE FAILED RECIPROCATE. FIRST 
PARAGRAPH DRAFT AGREEMENT SETS OUT VERY CLEARLY THAT NATIONALS 
RESIDING IN OTHER COUNTRY WISHING TO RETURN THEIR RESPECTIVE 
COUNTRIES ENTITLED TO DO SO. SAID WE SHOULD NOT DISCUSS 
RETURN CIVILIANS IN ABSTRACT BUT FIND WAYS SETTLE THEIR 
RETURN. AS HE HAD ALREADY STATED HE HAD BASICALLY ACCEPTED 
OUR ARRANGEMENT AND NATURALLY WAS PREPARED TO LISTEN TO OUR 
OPINION ON HIS DRAFT AGREEMENT WHICH WAS PREPARED ON BASIS 
ARRANGEMENT SUGGESTED BY US SIDE. HE FELT THERE SHOULD 

BE CONCRETE IDEAS ON ALL. POINTS RATHER THAN ABSTRACT. HE 
COULD PERCEIVE ONLY THREE POSSIBLE ALTERNATIVES REGARDING 
DRAFT AGREEMENT, NAMELY REJECTION, ACCEPTANCE OR AMENDMENT. 
SINCE ORIGINAL ARRANGEMENT HAD BEEN PUT FORWARD BY AMERICAN 
SIDE FOURTH MEETING, HE FELT IT DIFFICULT UNDERSTAND WHY | 
COULD NOT FORM EXPLICIT OPINION CONCERNING DRAFT AGREEMENT. 


WANG CONTINUED HE COULD NOT AGREE TO SEPARATE ANNOUNCEMENTS. 
|T WAS VERY CLEAR NOW AS RESULT JOINT DECLARATION OUR GOVERN- 
MENTS THAT AS RESULT INITIATIVE TAKEN BY US GOVERNMENT WE 
WERE ABLE SIT DOWN TOGETHER AT GENEVA. FURTHERMORE AT VERY 
BEGINNING OF TALKS JOINT ANNOUNCEMENT HAD BEEN MADE CONCERN- 
ING AGENDA. THESE TWO COMMUNIQUES VERY WELL RECEIVED BY 
WORLD OPINION. THEY WERE DIRECTED TOWARD FINDING WAYS 

AND MEANS TO SOLVE QUESTIONS FACING US. 


SAID HE WAS PUZZLED THAT SINCE WE HAD AGREED ON COMMON WAY 

TO FIND SETTLEMENT THESE PROBLEMS WE COULD NOT AGREE TO 

JOINT ANNOUNCEMENT. AFFECT OF SEPARATE ANNOUNCEMENT ON 
PUBLIC OPINION WOULD BE THAT WE HAD FAILED FIND COMMON METHOD 
SETTLE RETURN OF NATIONALS. IMPRESSION WOULD BE EACH SIDE 
HAD OWN WAY INSTEAD OF COMMON METHOD WHICH WOULD BE REVERTING 
TO ORIGINAL SITUATION BEFORE DISCUSSIONS BEGAN. IT IS NOT 
EXPRESSING SINCERITY TO SUGGEST SEPARATE ANNOUNCEMENT 

ON THIS QUESTION. THIS IS NOT FIRST TIME OUR GOVERNMENTS 
HAVE MADE JOINT ANNOUNCEMENTS OR STATEMENTS. HE COULD NOT 


UNDERSTAND 
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UNDERSTAND WHY TODAY | SHOULD SUDDENLY FIND | COULD NOT 
AGREE TO JOINT STATEMENT. SAID MY SUGGESTION WAS NOT CON- 
DUCIVE TO PROGRESS PRESENT TALKS. 


| SAID POSSIBLY | HAD NOT MADE MYSELF CLEAR. 1! WAS NOT 
SUGGESTING THAT ANNOUNCEMENTS NOT BE ISSUED TOGETHER BUT 
REFERRED TO FORM THEY SHOULD TAKE. I! SAID THAT RATHER THAN 
DISCUSS FURTHER | WOULD GIVE HIM CONCRETE PROPOSAL NEXT 
TIME. 


REFERRING TO DRAFT AGREEMENT | SAID | DID NOT SEE IT SOLVED 
PROBLEM OF AMERICANS. SECOND SENTENCE OF FIRST PARAGRAPH 
LEFT EVERY AMERICAN NOW BEING DETAINED IN EXACTLY SAME 
SITUATION AS AT BEGINNING OUR TALKS. 1! SHARED HIS CONCERN 
REGARDING AMOUNT OF TIME SPENT ON FIRST AGENDA ITEM. ALSO 
AGREED IT OF LITTLE USE DISCUSS ABSTRACT PRINCIPLES. SAID 
™ WE HAVE PRACTICAL SITUATION TO RESOLVE. FIRST AGENDA 
|TEM WAS RETURN TO THEIR COUNTRIES OF CIVILIANS DESIRING 
TO RETURN. SIMPLE AND QUICK WAY TO RESOLVE THIS, |! COULD 
NOT FEEL SO FAR AS AMERICANS CONCERNED AGENDA ITEM ONE 
COMPLETED UNTIL ALL AMERICANS IN CHINA DESIRING TO RETURN 
WERE ABLE TO RETURN. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
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WANG REPLIED IT UNNECESSARY AGAIN SAY ANYTHING ON DEPARTURE 
AMERICANS FROM CHINA. HE HAD REPEATEDLY SAID CASES OF 
AMERICANS IN CHINA UNDER REVIEW AND HE WOULD ADVISE ME RESULTS 
OF REVIEW. HE WANTED ME TO BELIEVE THAT HE WOULD DO WHAT- 

EVER HE SAID HE WOULD DO AND ANYTHING HE NOT IN POSITION TO 

DO HE WOULD NOT SAY. FOR INSTANCE, IN CASE AMERICAN AIRMEN 
THEY NOT RELEASED AS RESULTS THESE TALKS BUT DONE BY INITIATIVE 
ON CHINESE SIDE TO ESTABLISH FAVORABLE ATMOSPHERE. AS TO 

FORM FOR ANNOUNCEMENT OF DRAFT AGREEMENT HE WAS READY TO LISTEN 
TO ANY OPINION | HAD. SAID THERE WERE ALREADY TWO PRECEDENTS 
FOR JOINT STATEMENTS OR COMMUNIQUES WHICH WERE -VERY GOOD EXAMPLES. 


NEAT MEETING TUESDAY, AUG 16, 10 A.M. 
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DEVELOPNENTS AT TODAY'S MEETING SHOW THAT OUR TACTICS 

OF KEEPING REPRESENTATION ARRANGEMENT AS BAIT FOR RELEASE 
AMERICANS HAS PAID DIVIDENDS. (1 CAREFULLY AVOIDED AT 
TODAY'S MEETING ASKING "HOW MANY" AS SUCH A QUESTION COULD 
NOT HAVE BEEN PUT WITHOUT WEAKENING STAND ON RELEASE OF ALL.) 
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QUESTION WE NOW CLEARLY FACE IS WHETHER WE CAN OR SHOULD 
PURSUE THIS TACTIC FURTHER. 


WE ALL HAVE STRONG IMPRESSION FROM TODAY'S MEETING THAT 
IT WILL NOT BE POSSIBLE FURTHER TO ADVANCE POSITION WE HAVE 
GAINED WITHOUT GREAT DIFFICULTY AND MUCH TIME. 
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QUESTION THEREFORE 1S WHAT APPROACH IS GOING TO GET MOST 
AMERICANS OUT IN SHORTEST TIME. RELATED TO THIS 1S QUESTION 
WHETHER WE ARE JUSTIFIED IN TAKING ACTION WHICH WILL RESULT 
THOSE AMERICANS WHOSE RELEASE WE CAN NOW OBTAIN REMAINING-YN 
PRISON BECAUSE WE STRIVE TO OBTAIN SIMULTANEOUS RELEASE LARG | 
NUMBER OR ALL OF THEM. | REFRAIN FROM COMMENTING ON COLDS, 

BLOODED ATTITUDE CHICOMS WHICH HAS BROUGHT ABOUT THIS 3 

SITUATION BUT SIMPLY SAY IT IS FACT WE MUST FACE IN DEALTNG ta 
WITH THESE PEOPLE HOWEVER DISTASTEFUL IT MAY BE. 1 (*) 


Vd 
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WE HAVE CAREFULLY DISCUSSED AMONG OURSELVES ALL ASPECTS 3s & 

? PROBLEM AND HAVE COME CONCLUSION THAT COURSE IN BEST vn] 

‘ % g- OVERALL INTERESTS DETAINED AMERICANS IS TO REACH SOME AGREEMENT TI 
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SECRET 
-2- 457, AUGUST 13, 9 PM, FROM GENEVA 
ON REPRESENTATION AT PRESENT POINT. | 


FIRST WE STRONGLY FEEL THAT | WOULD NOT IN FORSEEABLE FUTURE 

BE ABLE TO MOVE CHINESE OFF OF LEGALISTIC APPROACH TO INDIVIDUAL 
AMERICAN CASES. THEY ARE NOT GOING TAKE SIMULTANEOUS ACTION 

ON CASES ALL AMERICANS WHICH WOULD JEOPARDIZE THEIR ABILIiY 
MAINTAIN PUBLIC PRETENSE ACTION IS RESULT WORKINGS "JUSTICE". 

|! HAVE TRIED HARD AVOID BACKING THEM INTO CORNER WHERE THEY 
COULD NOT DO THIS AND BELIEVE ANY OTHER COURSE WOULD ONLY 
INDEFINITELY DELAY RELEASE OF ANY AMERICANS REGARDLESS STRENGTH 
CHINESE DESIRE GET AHEAD TO ITEM TWO. 


SECOND WE BELIEVE THAT AFTER RELEASE OF FIRST GROUP WE WILL 
BE ABLE MAINTAIN STEADY PRESSURE FOR RELEASE OF REMAINDER 
DURING COURSE TALKS ON "OTHER PRACTICAL MATTERS". CHICOMS 
OBVIOUSLY VERY ANXIOUS GET TO"OTHER PRACTICAL MATTERS" AND 

\ WHILE THEY WILL WANT MUCH WE NOT ABLE GIVE BELIEVE WE SHOULD 
BE ABLE PLAY HAND SO AS TO CONTINUE PRESSURE FOR RELEASE. 
| NOW HAVE COMMITMENT FOR "REVIEW" ALL CASES INCLUDING DOWNEY 
AND FECTEAU AND CAN TAKE MAXIMUM ADVANTAGE ALL OPPORTUNITIES 
EXPLOIT THIS. OF COURSE CHICOMS COULD CONTINUE HOLD REMAINING 
PRISONERS FOR FURTHER BARGAINING BUT THEY MAY WELL ESTIMATE 
PRISONERS ARE DIMINISHING ASSET AND | DO NOT EXCLUDE POSSIBILITY 
OF FAIRLY PROMPT RELEASE REMAINDER. OF COURSE, BEFORE AGREEING 
PROCEED SECOND AGENDA ITEM WE WOULD RESERVE RIGHT REVERT 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 


AGENDA ITEM ONE AS LONG AS ANY AMERICANS DETAINED. Fm58 
THIRD, THEY HAVE COME SO FAR ON SUBSTANCE OUR REPRESENTATION at 
PROPOSAL THAT IT IS DIFFICULT MAINTAIN FURTHER DISCUSSION THIS See 
EXCEPT IN CONTEXT STRAIGHT TRADE FOR RELEASE AMERICANS. | Bis: 


IN FACT THIS POINT VIRTUALLY REACHED AT TODAY'S MEETING, 

IN THIS CONNECTION BELIEVE IT HELPFUL RECALL THAT ORIGINAL 
CONCEPT BEFORE THESE TALKS WAS THAT AGREEING TO REPRESENTATION 
PROPOSAL WOULD ASSIST IN OBTAINING RELEASE AMERICANS. | UNDER- 
TOOK TACTIC USE AS BAIT OBTAIN RELEASE SOME AMERICANS AND AVOID 
ANTICIPATED CHICOM TACTIC OF ASSERTING AGENDA ITEM ONE COMPLETED 


WITH 
~ SECRET 


> @ 


” 





SECRET 


-3- 457, AUGUST 13, 9 PM, FROM GENEVA 
WITH AGREEMENT ON REPRESENTATION. BELIEVE IT WOULD BE MISTAKE 


NOW TO EXTEND THIS TACTIC TO POINT OF MAKING RELEASE ALL AMERICANS 
PRICE OF REPRESENTATION AGREEMENT. 


IF DEPT AGREES WITH FOREGOING POSITION IT WILL BE VERY !MPORTANT 
THAT AT TUESDAY'S MEETING | HAVE THE MAXIMUM DISCRETION DEFT 


IS WILLING TO GIVE ME AND INSTRUCTIONS ON OUR MINIMUM POSITICiNG 
ON POINTS AT ISSUE. 


| WOULD PLAN AT TUESDAY'S MEETING TO PRESENT WANG WITH 

A DRAFT OF SIMULTANEOUS UNILATERAL STATEMENTS TO BE ISSUED 

BY JOINT AGREEMENT ACCORDANCE OUR AGREEMENT ON PRIVATE NATURE 
THESE TALKS. (SEE FOLLOWING TEL FOR TEXT.) ‘ 





“OR BEST BARGAINING POSITION | WOULD REQUIRE CONS|IDERABLE 
)ISCRETION EXACT LANGUAGE WE WOULD BE WILLING ACCEPT SO THAT 

| CAN PRESS HIM FOR AGREEMENT AND REACH FIRM AS POSSIBLE UNDER- 
STANDINGS. POSSIBILITY SHOULD NOT BE EXCLUDED HE WILLING REACH 
IMMEDIATE AGREEMENT AND MAKE STATEMENT PUBLIC. 


of the United States 
-_— 


| DO NOT BELIEVE |! SHOULD BE IN POSITION OF ASKING HIM 

HOW MANY THEY ARE RELEASING BEFORE ENTERING INTO AGREEMENT 

ON REPRESENTATION, OR BEING REQUIRED TO HAGGLE OVER NUMBERS 

OR IN ANY WAY EVER TO IMPLY THAT WE ARE SATISFIED WITH ANYTHING 
OTHER THAN RELEASE OF ALL. DO NOT BELIEVE |! SHOULD GO ANY 


FURTHER TOWARD BALD POSITION OF BARGAINING REPRESENTATION 
AGREEMENT AGAINST AMERICANS. 
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| WILL ALSO REQUIRE INSTRUCTIONS ON OUR MINIMUM POSITION ON 
ENLARGING SCOPE OF REPRESENTATION PROPOSAL TO INCLUDE GOVERN- 
MENTAL INQUIRIES OR INQUIRIES FROM FAMILIES. THERE WERE SOME 
INDICATIONS AT TODAY'S MEETING WANG MAY BE PREPARED RECEDE 
ON THIS POINT AND | WILL OF COURSE PRESS HARD ON IT. HOWEVERL 
IF WE ARE WILLING TO CONCEDE IN ANY WAY (AND | BELIEVE WE 
SHOULD FOR REASONS SET FORTH MY TEL 364) IT WOULD BE OF MAXIMUM 

_. BARGAINING USE TO ME AT TUESDAY'S MEETING. 


IF DEPT 
SECRET 
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IF DEPT DOES NOT ACCEPT FOREGOING GENERAL APPROACH SITUATION 
1S SUCH | DO NOT AT MOMENT SEE ANY ALTERNATIVE FOR TUESDAY'S 
MEETING OTHER THAN ASKING HIM FOR NUMBERS OF AMERICANS THEY 
PREPARED NOW TO RELEASE (WHICH | THINK UNDESIRABLE FOR REASONS 
STATED ABOVE), INDICATE NUMBER IS UNSATISFACTORY, AND RECESS 


OE 
TALKS, AT LEAST ON ITEM ONE, UNTIL THEY HAVE "COMPLETED ie 
REVIEW" OF MORE OR ALL CASES (1! WOULD HAVE TO INDICATE otal 
WHICH) AND WE WOULD THEN HAVE TO BE PREPARED ON THAT POSITION. rm 


WILL REMAIN HOTEL DU RHONE TOMORROW FROM 2 P.M. IN EVENT 
DEPT BELIEVES ANY PHONE DISCUSSION POSSIBLE OR DESIRABLE. 


GOWEN 
AB 
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FROM JOHNSON 


RE MYTEL 457 


PROPOSE HAND WANG FOLLOWING DRAFT TEXT "AGREED ANNOUNCE- 

. MENT" NEXT MEETING (TO BE RELEASED FOLLOWING WANG'S 
UNILATERAL ANNOUNCEMENT RESULTS "REVIEW" CASES DE- 
TAINED AMERICANS PROMISED TODAY): 


of the United States 








"AMBASSADORS OF USA AND PRC HAVE AGREED TO ANNOUNCE THE 
MEASURES WHICH THEIR RESPECTIVE GOVERNMENTS HAVE ADOPTED WITH 
RESPECT TO RETURN OF NATIONALS OF EACH LOCATED IN COUNTRY 

OF OTHER. WITH RESPECT TO CHINESE NATIONALS RESIDING IN US, 
AMBASSADOR JOHNSON ON BEHALF OF US GOVERNMENT HAS INFORMED 
AMBASSADOR WANG THAT: 


SSft-8/f6*1L19 
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"1. USA RECOGNIZES THAT CHINESE NATIONALS IN US WHO DESIRE 

RETURN TO PRC ARE ENTITLED DO SO AND DECLARES THAT NO 

CHINESE NATIONAL WHO DESIRES DEPART US FOR PRC IS BEING PRE- v 
VENTED FROM DOING SO. THIS INCLUDES ALL THOSE CHINESE NATIONALS > 
WHO WERE AT ONE TIME PREVENTED FROM DEPARTING US. o) 











i | | 

mal 1) 

| 2 

"2, EMBASSY OF REPUBLIC OF INDIA IN US WILL BE AUTHORIZED 2) 

ASSIST RETURN TO PRC OF THOSE CHINESE NATIONALS WHO bes tye ts 

DO SO AS FOLLOWS: > — 

© “Ti 

"(A) IF A CHINESE NATIONAL BELIEVES THAT CONTRARY TO DECLARED eas 

f— =~ POLICY OF US HE IS ENCOUNTERING OFFICIAL OBSTRUCTION INT ~ ih 
af wf Jy DEPARTURE REPRODUCTION FROM THIS | 
PERMANENT “4° « PROHIBITED | 
RECORD COPY e ‘ele must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 
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DEPARTURE HE MAY SO INFORM INDIAN EMBASSY AND INDIAN EMBASSY WILL, : 
IF §T DEEMS SUCH COMPLAINT VALID AND IF DESIRED BY PRC, | 
INTERVENE ON SUCH NATIONAL'S BEHALF WITH GOVERNMENT OF US. 


"(B) IF A CHINESE NATIONAL IN US WHO DESIRES TO RETURN TO 
FRC HAS DIFFICULTY PAYING RETURN JOURNEY, INDIAN EMBASSY MA 
RENDER HIM FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE NEEDED TO PERMIT HIS RETURN. 


"3. GOVERNMENT OF US WILL GIVE WIDE PUBLICITY TO FOREGOING 
ARRANGEMENTS AND EMBASSY OF INDIA IN US MAY ALSO DO SO. 


WITH RESPECT TO AMERICAN NATIONALS RESIDING IN PRC, AMBASSADOR 
WANG HAS INFORMED AMBASSADOR JOHNSON ON BEHALF OF PRC THAT: 


"1, PRC RECOGNIZES THAT AMERICAN NATIONALS IN PRC WHO DESIRE 
FETURN TO US ARE ENTITLED TO DO SO AND DECLARES THAT NO 
AMERICAN NATIONAL WHO DESIRES TO DEPART PRC FOR US IS BEING 
FREVENTED FROM DOING SO. THIS INCLUDES ALL THOSE AMERICAN 
NATIONALS WHO WERE AT ONE TIME PREVENTED FROM DEPARTING PRC. 


"2. EMBASSY OF UK IN PRC WILL BE AUTHORIZED TO ASSIST RETURN 


TO US OF THOSE AMERICAN NATIONALS WHO DESIRE TO DO SO AS 
FOLLOWS: 


"(A) IF AN AMERICAN NATIONAL BELIEVES THAT CONTRARY TO DECLARED 
POLICY OF PRC HE !S ENCOUNTERING OFFICIAL OBSTRUCTION IN DE- 
PARTURE HE MAY SO INFORM UK EMBASSY AND UK EMBASSY WILL, 

IF IT DEEMS SUCH COMPLAINT VALID AND IF DESIRED BY US, 

INTERVENE ON SUCH NATIONAL'S BEHALF WITH GOVERNMENT OF PRC. 


"(B) IF AN AMERICAN NATIONAL IN PRC WHO DESIRES RETURN TO US 
HAS DIFFICULTY PAYING RETURN JOURNEY, UK EMBASSY MAY RENDER | 
HIM FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE NEEDED TO PERMIT HIS -RETURN. 


"3. GOVERNMENT OF PRC WILL GIVE WIDE PUBLICITY TO FOREGOING 
ARRANGEMENTS AND EMBASSY OF UK IN PRC MAY ALSO DO SO." | 


SINCE | 
~-.- SECRET 
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SINCE WANG WILL ALMOST CERTAINLY REJECT FOREGOING STATEMENT 
ON GROUNDS THAT HIS GOVERNMENT IS NOT YET PREPARED STATE THAT 
ALL AMERICANS, INCLUDING THOSE WHO HAVE BEEN DETAINED, 

ARE FREE TO LEAVE, |! WOULD LIKE TO BE IN POSITION TO AGREE 

TO SUBSTITUTE PARAGRAPH ONE SOMEWHAT ALONG FOLLOWING LINES: 


BEGIN QUOTE 


PRC RECOGNIZES THAT AMERICAN NATIONALS IN PRC WHO DE- 

SIRE RETURN TO US ARE ENTITLED DO SO AND DECLARES THAT ASIDE 
FROM THOSE AMERICAN NATIONALS PREVIOUSLY PREVENTED FROM 

LEAVING PRC WHOSE RELEASE HAS JUST BEEN ANNOUNCED PRC HAS 
UNDERTAKEN SPEEDILY REVIEW CASES ALL REMAINING AMERICANS WHOSE 
NEPARTURE BEING PREVENTED BY REASON OF IMPRISONMENT OR OTHERWISE 


ND PROMPTLY SETTLE THESE CASES IN SPIRIT OF FOREGOING DECLARATION 
F POLICY. 


END QUOTE 


IN ANTICIPATED EVENT THAT AGREEMENT ON REPRESENTATION REACHED 
WITHOUT ASSURANCE ALL AMERICANS ARE BEING RELEASED, |! WOULD 
ALSO PROPOSE FOLLOWING ANNOUNCEMENT BE RELEASED TO PRESS HERE: 


BEGIN QUOTE 


IN VIEW OF FACT THAT AMBASSADOR WANG HAS INFORMED AMBASSADOR 
JOHNSON THAT ------- AMERICANS, REVIEW OF WHOSE CASES COMPLETED, 
ARE BEING PERMITTED DEPART FOR US AND THAT HIS GOVERNMENT IS 
PROCEEDING EXPEDITIOUSLY WITH REVIEW OF CASES OF REMAINING 
AMERICANS DETAINED, TWO AMBASSADORS HAVE AGREED SUSPEND 

FOR TIME BEING FURTHER DISCUSSION OF AGENDA ITEM ONE PENDING 
COMPLETION OF REVIEW THESE CASES BY PRC AND WILL AT THEIR NEXT 
MEETING PROCEED TO DISCUSSION AGENDA ITEM TWO. IT IS UNDERSTOOD 
THAT DISCUSSIONS OF AGENDA ITEM ONE MAY BE.RESUMED UPON INI- 
“IATIVE OF EITHER AMBASSADOR. 


YD QUOTE 


WITH 
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SECRET 
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WITH REFERENCE PARA 4 DEPTEL 428 | HAD ALWAYS ASSUMED WE COULD 
NOT AND WOULD NOT AGREE BLANKET RETURN ANY CHINESE WHATEVER 
CRIME HE MAY HAVE COMMITTED. | HAVE BEEN TAKING MAXIMUM 
ADVANTAGE FACT AS FAR AS WE KNOW OR CHICOMS HAVE ALLEGED 

NO CHINESE DESIRING RETURN NOW UNDER ARREST. BELIEVE | 

HAVE THUS FAR BEEN SUCCESSFUL IN AVOIDING ISSUE WHAT WE WOULD 
DO THIS EVENT. ABOVE DRAFT ATTEMPTS FOCUS ON PRACTICAL SITUA- 
TION RATHER THAN RAISING THIS STILL THEORETICAL ISSUE. HOWEVER 
IF WE CAN AND ARE WILLING ASSURE DEPARTURE EVEN FOR LIMITEv 
PERIOD OF ANY CHINESE REGARDLESS CRIME HE MAY HAVE COMMITTED 
WOULD APPRECIATE BEING INFORMED. NOT SURE THIS WOULD 
STRENGTHEN MY BARGAINING POSITION BUT WOULD LIKE TO BE IN 
POSITION USE IF IT SEEMS DESIRABLE. 


GOWEN 
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FOR JOHNSON {7/77 ‘e/15e 
Your 448 ~ 
We feel very satisfied with the line you have taken. 


Chinese nationals in the US who desire to return to the Chinese mainland . 
are now free to do so, and on the other hand that US nationals on the | 
mainland who desire to return to the US are now free to do so. | 





: 
g 
=] 
$ 
; 
§ 
E 
e 
; 
By 
ae 


a Chinese inform the Indian Embassy in the USA, and in the case of a US = 

citizen inform the UK mission to the CPR which may investigate the facts and = _ 
ive 

bi. ip setae 


oes. 
. a - 
“9 a 


; 


Scot L 


intervene on such civilian's behalf. Furthermore, these missions may sennee 1 


‘s eae 


fina neial assistance needed to permit any civilian to return. me’ 





Wide publicity will be given in each case to the provisions of seams | paw 
‘declarations and the referred-to missions may also give appropriate publicity, 
UNQUOTE , “s ri : od 


our : 
We are willing to omit paragraph 4 your 466 relying in substitution upon the... . 
word"now" in the first paragraph above. Also, paragraph 5 of 466 would in ea] 
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S Your 457 and 458 presumably crossed our 492 which authorize Lg 
= you to agree to joint statement as urged by Wang. This ia only ‘2 
‘w ' a 
= concession you should make at August 16 meeting apart prouitis. ge 
= i. -- 
@ _ minor drafting changes not involving matters of Substance. No * O) 
7) : aaa 
Oo v “a ae 
—8 retreat position as suggested by proposed substitute paragraph «"*-™ - 
m-W* ie a ‘ : bd <2 .f 
cv in latter part your 458 authorized and no possibility of any Nae st 
= +S 4 fe, 
ss retreat position should be intimated. | é ig thu rm 
a2 We believe it essential to hold tenaciously to our basic on 
somaedy 
a 
£6 position on return of all detained nationals as part of any 2- 
eS bs) 
2 agreement on representation before we proceed to discussion of \~%+ OV im 
= gf eer. 
- |__| Item 2 of Agenda. Wang is eager to obtain representation a ee 
2) 4 < 
2) die ; 34 
< ~ arrangement and to open up Item 2. If we yield on these key ~.°. 
hy! 
8) 
” points before we obtain firm commitment covering all our 
| nationals we are left without any Suitable pressures which we ft neg 
can exert on behalf remaining detained nationals. It would be | 
| doubtful if we could obtain their release without responding to . 
new demands made by Chinese communists under Item 2. | . 
| 
i You shoul ! 
10956 ae ie tj 
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You should maintain unremitting pressure on Wang for acceptance® |. 
ze” % 5 ot 


2 . 
= : es 
- “ez ‘ 
4 





our principle, relying heavily on statements in Chou's July 30 . 
speech that "The number of American civilians in China is small 
and their question can be easily settled" and "it should be 


nmossible ... to reach, first of all, a reasonable settlement of 





the question of the return of civilians to their respective 


countries." 





Drai't text “agreed announcement" your 457 approved subject , 
to observations below based on our 492. 
(A) In Para. 1, first sentence, "Chinese mainland" preferable 


to "PRC". You may concede this point if you consider 





advisable. 


of the United States 


(B) In same sentence, "now" should be inserted before "entitled" 
and before "prevented" to make clear that declaration is 


sub ject to reasonable termination. 





(C) Your Para 2 believed slightly less desirable than Para. 2 
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our 492, in that latter accords clear right of investiga- 


tion to Embassy after initiative taken by a national 
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entitled to return. 


So SS” he 
~ “ee. © Y . 
> —_— 2 ~ 
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You should cable us promptly exact text you propose submit. 


. 
- 
. 


It you are unable induce Wang accept “agreed announcement" at 


=e Cor ~~; 
e 
3 


° -s. 


Avujust 1% meeting, jou should express your regret at necessity for 


another movting on Item l. Lon ‘ 


= | DULLES a 
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For Jokngon ws 
Your 457 and 458 presumably crossed our 492 which authorizes you to agree to 


joint statement as urged by Wasg. This is only concession you should make at ves 





August 16 meeting apart from minor drafting changes not involving matters of x 4 


- gubstance, No retreat position as suggested by proposed substitute paragraph in latter 
part your 458 authorized and no possibility of any retreat position should be intimated, 
Wie believe it essential to hold tenaciously to our basic position on return 
of all detained nationals as pert of any agreement on representation eg before '~ 


we proceed to discussion of Item 2 of Agenda. Wang is eager to obtain representation 
arrangement and to yam open up Item 2, Die GivbeTe-that thegkinirg sireiigtirus. ea 


heeey If we yield ontz wee, ints before we obtain firm commitment covering all oe . 
our natinnals we are left without any suitable pressures which we can exert on fey 
detained 


behalf qgw remaining impriseued nationals, It would be doubtful if we could 


obtain their release without responding to new demands made by Chinese communists 


of the United States 


under Item 2, (J 


You should maintain eneeeten presoure for acceptance our principles eieagyagat 
heavily on statementgin speech 


peaeteurkinmexexpiett Chou's July 30 stukemmet that "The number of American civilians 
in China is small and their question can be easily settled." pause "Gee 


s 
wi 
“i . 
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Draft text “agreed announcement" your 457 approved subject to observations 
be low baged on our 492, 


(A) In Para. 1, first sentence, "Chinese mainland" preferable to "PRC®. You 


may concede this point if you considér advisable, 





(B) I, same sentence, “now" should be inserted before "entitled" and 


before “prevented” to make clear that declaration is subject to reasonable 
termination, 


(C) Your Para 2 beldé@ved slightly less desirable than Para. 2 our 492, 


in that latter accords clear right of investigation to Embassy after 


aan initiative taken by qus@naUeulS ire. pn amd tg 


You should cable us promptly exact text you propose submit, 
you are unable induce 


If/Wang was@be accept "agreed announcement" wiisertEat@pppsetetkierenieresse— 
2g goose gemnskewhe at August 16 meeting, you should express your 


regret wkRkigpabier: at tem necessity for another meeting on Item 1 cnet... 


of the United States 
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FROM JOHNSON 





FOLLOWING 1S TEXT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT | PLAN PRESENT WANG 
AUGUST 16 WHICH INCORPORATES OBSERVATIONS DEPTEL 495: 


> "AMBASSADORS OF USA AND PRC HAVE AGREED TO ANNOUNCE THE 
MEASURES WHICH THEIR RESPECTIVE GOVERNMENTS HAVE ADOPTED 
WITH RESPECT TO RETURN OF NATIONALS OF EACH LOCATED IN 
COUNTRY OF OTHER. WITH RESPECT TO CHINESE NATIONALS RESIDING 


|'N US AMBASSADOR JOHNSON ON BEHALF OF US GOVERNMENT HAS INFORMED 
AMBASSADOR WANG THAT: 


¢s¢gl-8/26°119 


of the United States 


1. USA RECOGNIZES THAT CHINESE NATIONALS IN US WHO DESIRE . 
RETURN TO CHINA MAINLAND ARE NOW ENTITLED DO SO AND DECLARES 
THAT NO CHINESE NATIONAL WHO DESIRES DEPART US FOR CHINA 
MAINLAND IS NOW BEING PREVENTED FROM DOING SO. THIS INCLUDES 


ALL THOSE CHINESE NATIONALS WHO WERE AT ONE TIME PREVENTED 
FROM DEPARTING US. 
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2@e EMBASSY OF REPUBLIC OF INDIA IN US WILL BE AUTHORIZED 


ASSIST RETURN TO CHINA MAINLAND OF THOSE CHINESE NATIONALS ww 
DESIRE TO DO SO AS FOLLOWS: 


rs 
G tA 
(A) IF A CHINESE NATIONAL BELIEVES THAT CONTRARY TO DECLARED, ; Se 
POLICY OF. US HE IS ENCOUNTERING OFFICIAL OBSTRUCTION IN a 
DEPARTURE HE MAY SO INFORM INDIAN EMBASSY AND INDIAN EMBASS@> 


MAY, IF DESIRED BY PRC, INVESTIGATE FACTS AND INTERVENE ON or 
SUCH NATIONAL'S BEHALF WITH GOVERNMENT OF US. > 
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(B) IF A CHINESE NATIONAL IN US WHO DESIRES TO RETURN TO CHINA 
MAINLAND HAS DIFFICULTY PAYING RETURN JOURNEY, INDIAN EMBASSY 
MAY RENDER HIM FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE NEEDED TO PERMIT HIS 
RETURN. 


3. GOVERNMENT OF US WILL GIVE WIDE PUBLICITY TO FOREGOING 
ARRANGEMENTS AND EMBASSY, OF INDIA IN US MAY ALSO DO SO. 


WITH RESPECT TO AMERICAN NATIONALS RESIDING ON CHINA MAINLAND 


AMBASSADOR WANG ON BEHALF OF PRC HAS INFORMED AMBASSADOR JOHNSON 
THAT: 


1. PRC RECOGNIZES THAT AMERICAN NATIONALS ON CHINA MAINLAND 
WHO DESIRE RETURN TO US ARE NOW ENTITLED DO SO AND DECLARES 
THAT NO AMERICAN NATIONAL WHO DESIRES TO DEPART CHINA MAINLAND 
FOR US 1S NOW BEING PREVENTED FROM DOING SO. THIS INCLUDES 

ALL THOSE AMERICAN NATIONALS WHO WERE AT ONE TIME PREVENTED 
FROM DEPARTING CHINA MAINLAND. 


2. EMBASSY OF UK RPT UK IN PRC WILL BE AUTHORIZED TO ASSIST 
RETURN TO US OF THOSE AMERICAN NATIONALS WHO DESIRE TO DO SO 
AS FOLLOWS: 


(A) IF AN AMERICAN NATIONAL BELIEVES THAT CONTRARY TO DECLARED 
POLICY OF PRC HE IS ENCOUNTERING OFFIC!AL OBSTRUCTION IN 
DEPARTURE HE MAY SO INFORM UK EMBASSY AND UK EMBASSY MAY, 

IF DESIRED BY US, INVESTIGATE FACTS AND INTERVENE ON SUCH 
NATIONAL'S BEHALF WITH GOVERNMENT OF PRC. 


(B) IF AN AMERICAN NATIONAL ON CHINA MAINLAND WHO DESIRES 
RETURN TO US HAS DIFFICULTY PAYING RETURN JOURNEY, UK EMBASSY 


MAY RENDER HIM FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE NEEDED TO PERMIT HIS 
RETURN. 


3. GOVERNMENT OF PRC WILL GIVE WIDE PUBLICITY TO FOREGOING 
ARRANGEMENTS AND EMEASSY OF UK IN PRC MAY ALSO DO SO.“ 


COMMENTS FOLLOW. 
GOWEN 


MEM 
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SOTTs 





2 VERBATIM TEXT. - 


PRE US-CHINESE COMMUNIST TALKS. 





SYG SENT LODGE TODAY "PERSONAL AND CONF IDENTI ALS“ CLG 
COPY OF AUGUST 4 LETTER FROM CHOU EN-LAI AND MEMO OF Sya's ; 


; 
CONVERSATION WITH WANG PING-NAN. MEMO POUCHED DEPARTMENT , } ' 
LETTER READS: ; 


> 


04 pemniey og STW uemnMoog stul 


ook 
"1 THANK YOU FOR YOUR MESSAGE OF AUGUST 2, TRANSMITTED TO fF Ol 
ME THROUGH AMBASSADOR WANG PING-NAN. Ol 


AOD eo rerw 


of the United States 


"AS | HAVE TOLD YOU THROUGH AMBASSADOR WISTRAND, THE ACTION 
TAKEN BY THE CHINESE GOVERNMENT IN CONNECTION WITH THE RELEASE 
OF THE 11 GUILTY AMERICAN AIRMEN HAS NOTHING TO DO WHATSOEVE 
WITH THE RESOLUTION OF THE UNITED NATIONS OR WITH THE REPORT 
TO THE UNITED NATIONS. 1 ONCE AGAIN WANT YOU TO TAKE NOTE 
OF THIS BECAUSE THE AMERICAN SIDE 1S NOW MAKING PROPAGANDA 
AGAIN IN AN ATTEMPT TO LINK THIS ACTION OF THE CHINESE 
GOVERNMENT WITH THE UNITED NATIONS. 


ja 


a 


Ou 
@ 
2) 
=F 


PING-NAN YOUR DESIRE TO MAKE YOUR BEST EFFORTS TO FACILITATE 
THE SINO-AMERICAN TALKS. THE CHINESE GOVERNMENT HAS ALREADY 
ACTED IN A WAY WHICH WILL FACILITATE POSITIVE RESULTS FROM 
THE SINO-AMERICAN TALKS. 1 HOPE YOU WILL PERSUADE THE 
AMERICAN SIDE TO RESPOND ALSO BY DEEDS. SIGNED CHOU EN-LAI." 


») 

vos 

"| APPRECIATE YOUR GOODWILL IN EXPRESING TO AMBASSADOR WANG ay 
7) 
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SENT TO: AMCONSUL Geneva WIACT 4/ 77 








fi 
| 


¥ 


FOR JOBNSGH A 
In t= event t= a break threatens over Point 1 of agends,. we think 
you should inform Wang that we merest « recest of. to weeks or somumaeh 
time to permit CHICOMS to complete their investigation of certain American 
cases, a short tine which should be ample in view chou Ei-lai's July 30 





party in each country may be des 
national desiring to return 
is encountering official obstruction, and o) that such third party may also 
be the means of providing financial assistance to those desiring to return. 
However, this joint declaration is not now being made because the C.PeR. 
reports that it has not yet comlcted its investigetion of certain US cases, 
quote ungte 


Therefore, the talks ara recessed for weeks at the end of which time we 


hope the C.PeR. will join with the US in making 1 joint declaration such 
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the US is now prepared to make. 
Despite the present recess, the US is continuing its own policy of 
permitting Chinese uxkionxianie nationals in the US who desire to return to 






the mainland to do 80. 

The US hopes and believes that agreement on the release of Americans 
on the Chine mainland cen be resched by the end of the period of recess, 
having in mind Mr. Chou En-lai's statement of July 30, 1955 that "the 
number of American civilians in China is small, ani their question can be 
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“. FOR JOHNSON 
EE 6 2. 
Your 305 repeated Geneva 27. —F 129 
You may inform Nehru, stressing information confidential unless 
and until agreement announced, that we understand Chinese Communists, 
if agreement on return of nationals reached at Geneva, intend designa 
= India as their representative to assist Chinese in US who express wish 
5 to return to mainland. Assure Nehru US will welcome such designation " ¢ Es 
2 if agreement on repatriation materializes and if Chinese Communists do es 
5 in fact designate India. US will be glad facilitate discharge of Indian” x . 
. Embassy responsibilities under agreement. 5 © 
° FER Quotien of thist pasty sequeceutatien belag Glesussed Gensve..: © | 
= No disagreement either side regarding identity suggested third parties al ‘bmp 
~ | PAREN UK in case Americans, India in case Chinese PAREN. Delay in agreement . 
has resulted primarily from Chinese Communist unwillingness so far match Sgt y- 
U.S. position of declaring categorically all other-side nationals tree ® 3 * 
depart. This unwillingness in marked and disappointing contrast >. 
| Chou En-lai's July 30 statement QUOTE number American civilians in ON | 
| — is small and question can be easily settled UNQUOTE. At meeti : eh 
| wei Geneva | 
ey A- a Saal Guakiaae Ga ona 
FE:CA:DLOQUOFn:ek/mlw: 8/15/55 | ceumeation ssoroved br: William J. Sebald , 
Clow saeens \ 
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Geneva 16th will again attempt secure Chinese Communist agreement joint 
announcement this basis. On basis of proposal, third-country embassy 
would, in response complaint from returning national that he encountering 
obstruction to departure, be empowered investigate facts and intervens 

on such national's behalf. Could also render financial assistance for 
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Reviewer a re 
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ak GheTt 
OFt ICAL LPO Ae 
Dear Alexis: 


Doug Forman left this morning for Geneva. I believe he will 
be able to give you a useful fill<in on the thinking here and the 
general background of the decisions which have been taken. ‘ie took 
special pains to bring him in on zeetings with both the Secretary and 
Mr. Robertson so he has the feel of their approach to the various 
protlezs. 


Walter Robertson left at noon yesterday for a two wecks test 

and sick leave at Meedow Farm and at Richmond. He wants us to keep 

« him closely informed of any major developments, either favorable or 
unfavorable, this notwithstanding the fact that he is supposed to 
disziss official cares while he is away. He saw your 457 and45é 

could not have been more emphatic 
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The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador row at Geneva, 
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"l. Ina debriefing of the 11 airmen in iiong Long and Tokyo, 
Airman Benjamin stated that he and Fecteau become close friends 
Guring the period between 7 to 26 LD 
Downey and > ecteau were held in the sare cells. airman lenjanin 
said that Fecteau had stated the in 
Schwarts, the pilots of the plane: 

the 


e 


On the secomi pass 
with incendiaries, the aircraft «as 
plane was not badly srashed. IJ ran from the >lane and feel 
badly that I did not check on the pilots. several nimites 
later I heard shots and was capturec. I was led down a trail 
stained with blood. Possibly the pilots are alive.’ 


Senjamin himself said that he thou:kt he hac seen the »ilots in 
8 group of prisoners end believed they were still alive." 


I do not believe that you can usefully exploit this inforzation 
in your current talks. let us know if you think differently. 


We are looking forward to id artin’s return on the lith. No doubt 
he will be able to give us auch illuminsting backrround on the talks 
which will enable us to visualize the situation better. 


fe intend te arrange for him to see the Searetary shortly after 
his arrival. 


I do not anticipate that dang will peecipitate a complete impasse 
at tomorrow's meeting, but « npessage which the Secretary has just 
drafted suggesting the possibility of a two week recess ami a public 
statezent by us will cover that continrency. 


Regards and good wishes, 


Sincerely, 








weuneishon Department of Store ATTY 
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FROM JOHNSON 


aq 
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TWO HOUR TWENTY MINUTE MEETING WITH NO PROGRESS. NEXT MEETING 
THURSDAY. 


MEETING CONSISTED ALMOST ENTIRELY OF REITERATION PREVIOUS 
POSITIONS OF BOTH SIDES. WANG PRESSING HARD ON MY UNWILLINGNESS 
AGREE TO SECOND SENTENCE FIRST PARAGRAPH HIS AUGUST 11 DRAFT 
AND | PRESSING HARD FOR RELEASE ALL AMERICANS. NO SIGN ANY 
RELAXATION THEIR POSi!: ON BUT ATMOSPHERE WAS RELATIVELY 

MILD AND HE WAS NOT PUSHING FOR ANY BREAK. STATED QTE PROPA- 
GANDA CAMPAIGN UNQTE RESULTING FROM RELEASE 11 FLIERS WAS 
HAVING QTE ADVERSE EFFECT UNQTE ON TALKS HERE. 
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10; Secretary of State ‘tam 
No: 490, AUGUST 16, 5 P.M. ~ <ymbe 


PRIORITY 3 49 ae Ae 
FROM JOHNSON. 


AS STATED MY 485 NO VISIBLE PROGRESS MADE TODAY ON FUNDA- 
MENTAL ISSUE OF RETURN OF AMERICANS. WANG STUCK FIRMLY TO 
HIS PREVIOUS POSITION ON CASES BEING REVIEWED AND WE 

WOULD PROMPTLY BE INFORMED RESULTS THOSE COMPLETED. HE 
RAISED NO OBJECTIONS TO FORM OUR DRAFT AGREED ARNOUNCEMENT 
(MYTEL 463) AND CONFIED OBJECTIONS TO PARA ONE, PRESSING 
FOR SUBSTITUTION PARA ONE HIS DRAFT AND FOR BROADENING 
SCOPE PARA 2 (A) TO INCLUDE INQUIRIES INITIATED BY RESPECTIVE 
GOVERNMENTS. ONLY OTHER POINT WAS SUBSTITUTION "CHINA" 

FOR "CHINA MAINLAND" TO WHICH | COUNTERED WITH SUBSTITUTION: 
BY PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA TO WHICH HE MADE NO DEFINITE 
REPLY. HOWEVER HE RESERVED RIGHT FURTHER COMMENT. 


| AGAIN ARGUED AGAINST BROADENING SCOPE PARA 2 (A) 

AS UNNECESSARY AND POINTED OUT DIRECT MENTION OF AND 
DISCRETION GIVEN PRC OUR DRAFT THAT PARA. DISCUSSION THIS 
POINT INCONCLUSIVE. 


HOWEVER DISCUSSION CENTERED AROUND TWO VERSIONS PARA ONE 


WITH MUCH TALK FROM WANG ABOUT INTERNATIONAL LAW, SOVEREIGNTY, 


EXTRA-TERRITORIALITY, JURISDICTION OVER FOREIGNERS, ATTEMPT 
BY US ESTABLISH PRINCIPLE AMERICANS NOT SUBJECT PRC LAw, 
RECIPROCAL AND BILATERAL NATURE THEIR PARA ONE WHICH RECOG- 
NIZES US JURISDICTION OVER CHINESE IN US, THEY NOT ASKING = 
US EXEMPT FROM US JURISDICTION CHINESE IN US INVOLVED INU 
CRIMES OR HAVING UNSETTLED DEBTS, WHY SHOULD WE ASK THEM. E 


DO SO FOR AMERICANS IN CHINA B&TC. Si 
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IN REPLY | DISCLAIMED INTENTION RAISE THEORETICAL QUESTIONS 
JURISDICTION. OUR PARA ONE DEALT WITH PRACTICAL SITUATION 
AND WE ASKED THEM SAY NO MORE THAN WE SAID OURSELVES. SAID 

| RECOGNIZED THEIR DES!RE HANDLE MATTER WITHIN FRAMEWORK 
THEIR LAW, PARA ONE OUR DRAFT SPECIFICALLY DESIGNED ENABLE 
THEM TO DO SO, WAS NOT SOMETHING IMPOSED BUT SIMPLY STATEMENT 
WHAT EACH GOVERNMENT DECIDED DO WITHIN FRAMEWORK ITS SOVEREIGNTY 
AND LAWS. CHOU'S STATEMENT BEFORE TALKS LED ME SELIEVE 

WOULD PROMPTLY AND EASILY BE DONE WITH RESPECT AMERICANS. 
PUZZLEMENT AT TIME THUS FAR CONSUMED WITH NO RESULTS 

WHATEVER ON AMERICANS. ALL | HAD WERE VAGUE STATEMENTS 

CASES BEING "REVIEWED". SIMULTANEOUS RELEASE OF FLYERS 

WHO HAD RECEIVED VARYING SENTENCES POINTED UP WHAT COULD 

BE DONE WHEN THEY WANTED TO (HE HAD PREVIOUSLY ALLUDED TO 
FLYERS) ETC. IN REPLY MY SPECIFIC QUESTIONS AS TO WHAT 

HE OBJECTED IN PARA ONE OUR DRAFT HE INDICATED MIGHT BE 
ACCEPTABLE IF SECOND SENTENCE FIRST PARA HIS DRAFT ADDED. 

| IMMEDIATELY REJECTED POINTING OUT THAT AS FAR AS AMERICANS 
IN CHINA CONCERNED THIS TOOK AWAY EVEAXVI*! GIVE TO $wD 
SENTENCES OUR DRAFT AND STILL LEFT AMERICANS WHERE THEY WERE 
WHEN THESE TALKS STARTED. SAID |! HELD NO BRIEF FOR EXACT 
WORDING OUR PARA ONE, WHAT | WAS INTERESTED IN WAS SUBSTANCE 
WHICH | CONSIDERED VITAL. WILLING CONSIDER ANY WORDING 

HE MIGHT SUGGEST WITH SAME SUBSTANCE. AT END LONG DISCUSSION 
THESE LINES BOTH TACITLY AGREED NEITHER HAD ANYTHING MORE 

TO SAY AND AGREED MEET THURSDAY WITH USUAL FENCING AS TO 

WHO WAS GOING TO DO MOST THINKING OVER SUBJECT DURING INTERIM. 


AT CLOSE THIS PHASE HE SAID WISHED "RAISE ANOTHER POINT" 

AND BROUGHT UP "PROPAGANDA CAMPAIGN" WHICH HAD BEEN "LAUNCHED . 
IN ORDER SLANDER CHINESE PEOPLE" ETC. SINCE BEGINNING TALKS 
PRC "HAS REPEATEDLY MADE CLEAR ITS CONCILIATORY ATTITUDE" 
QUESTIONS "MISTREATMENT" RAISED. PRC COULD "ENDLESSLY 

RECOUNT MISERABLE TREATMENT" CAPTURES CHINESE IN KOREA, 
CAMPAIGN WAS HAVING "ADVERSE EFFECTS" TALKS HERE ETC. | 

HAD CLEAR FEELING HE HAD RECEIVED SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS 

MAKE STATEMENT AND THAT HE WAS SOMEWHAT RELUCTANT DO SO, 

| DELIBERATELY SHOWED ANGER AND CURTLY REPLIED ! DID NOT 
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UNDERSTAND HIS MOTIVE IN RAISING, ACCOUNTS | HAD SEEN WERE 
FACTUAL =INTERVIEWS WITH MEN RELEASED. OUR FREE PRESS, 
ACCOUNTS NOT UNIQUE ALMOST ALL RELEASED HAVE TOLD SIMILAR 
ACCOUNTS, FAULT WAS NOT WITH ACCOUNTS BUT WITH TREATMENT 
THAT GAVE RISE TO ACCOUNTS, THESE REPORTS HAD RAISED ANXIETY 
IN US OVER AMERICANS IN CHINA AND MADE IT ALL MORE ‘IMPORTANT 
FIND EARLY RESOLUTION TO PROBLEM. HE WAS SOMEWHAT TAKEN 
ABACK AND ENDEAVORED SMOOTH ATMOSPHERE BEFORE WE LEFT. 





GOWEN 
LFS AND MEM 


* AS RECEIVED. WILL BE SERVICED UPON REQUEST. 


NOTE: MR. WADDELL'S OFFICE (FE) NOTIFIED 8/17/55 3:25 P.M. 
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2 FROM JOHNSON “WPeetion 4, - 


-: 


AT 7TH MEETING AUGUST 16 | BEGAN BY REFERRING TO WANG'S 
STATEMENT LAST MEETING THAT HE DESIRED DEAL CONCRETELY WITH 
PROBLEM OF RETURN CIVILIANS OF RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES RATHER THAN 
IN ABSTRACT TERMS. SAID | AGREED ENTIRELY THIS APPROACH AND | 
HAD COME HERE TO SEEK CONCRETE, PRACTICAL WAY OF EFFECTING ; 
RETURN TO US OF AMERICAN NATIONALS DETAINED HIS COUNTRY AND 
WAS PREPARED MAKE EVERY REASONABLE EFFORT MEET HIS VIEWPOINT 
CONCERNING CHINESE NATIONALS US. WITH REGARD TO LATTER HE HAD 
MADE CERTAIN PROPOSALS AND | HAD IMMEDIATELY INFORMED HIM MY 
GOVERNMENT HAD TAKEN MOST FAR-REACHING ACTION WITHIN ITS POWER 
TO MEET BASIC QUESTION RAISED BY HIS PROPOSALS. THAT IS US 
GOVERNMENT HAD RESCINDED ALL MEASURES HERETOFORE RESTRICTING 
DEPARTURE SOME FEW CHINESE AND THERE NOW WAS NO MEASURE 
PREVENTING ANY CHINESE DESIRING DO SO FROM FREELY DEPARTING. 
IN ADDITIONAL EFFORT MEET HIS VIEWPOINT | HAD TOLD HIM CONSID- 
ERATION BEING GIVEN HIS PROPOSAL ON THIRD PARTY REPRESENTATION. 
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| CONTINUED | HAD CONSISTENTLY ATTEMPTED MAKE -1T CLEAR 
| EXPECTED HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD TAKE SIMILAR MEASURES REGARDING 
AMERICANS DETAINED HIS COUNTRY. THAT 1S TAKE WHATEVER MEASURES O 
_- NECESSARY PERMIT RETURN TO US OF ALL WHO DESIRED RETURN THUS 4] OC) 
EQUALIZING SITUATION TWO GROUPS NATIONALS THIS REGARD IN «3 7. 
RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES. SAID | HAD TRIED MAKE CLEAR | NOT & 
ATTEMPTING DICTATE WHAT ACTION HIS GOVERNMENT SHOULD TAKE % a> 
BRING ABOUT THIS RESULT SINCE THIS OBVIOUSLY SOMETHING ONLY — 
HIS GOVERNMENT COULD AND SHOULD DECIDE. POINTING OUT THIS WAS > 
7TH MEETING AND 3RD WEEK THESE TALKS, | SAID | DID NOT KNOW OF i} 
SINGLE AMERIZAN CIVILIAN PREVIOUSLY DETAINED HIS COUNTRY WHO = 5> 
| HAD BEEN ABLE DEPART SINCE BEGINNING OF TALKS. HE HAD ONLY [4 
an INFORMED ME CASES ALL DETAINED AMERICANS BEING REVIEWED AND THAT | 


WOULD INFOR 
cone penta TE MOULD NOR er cueery 
PERMANENT PROHIBITED 


RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 











ra QS eee_—_ee_ eee a’ eee ee ee 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


ad 


of the United States 





CONF IDENT IAL 
~2- 499, AUGUST 16, 8 P.M. (SECTION ONE OF TWO) FROM GENEVA 


HE WOULD INFORM ME RESULTS THOSE CASES IN WHICH REVIEWS COMPLETED. 
IF | WOULD MEET CERTAIN CONDITIONS. ‘| COMMENTED THAT ACTION =~ 
TAKEN BY US GOVERNMENT WITH RESPECT CHINESE NATIONALS IN US WAS 
WITHOUT CONDITIONS. 

| SAID | FOUND MYSELF PUZZLED BY SITUATION AND AMOUNT OF TIME IT — 
WAS TAKING TO SETTLE PROBLEM, PARTICULARLY IN VIEW STATEMENT 

HIS PRIME MINISTER THAT NUMBER AMERICAN CIVILIANS IN CHINA SMALL 
AND QUESTION EASILY SETTLED, PRIME MINISTER ALSO HAD SAID 1T : 
SHOULD BE POSSIBLE REACH FIRST OF ALL REASONABLE SETTLEMENT QUESTION 
RETURN CIVILIANS THEIR RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES. | HAD BEEN PAT:CNTLY 
HOPING AND EXPECTING HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD TAKE ACTION: TO BRING 

ABOUT THIS RESULT BUT MY HOPES THUS FAR IN VAIN. 


| TOLD WANG | HAD GIVEN MUCH THOUGHT TO SEEKING RESOLUTION 
SITUATIGN WE FACED AND HAD ALSO ATTEMPTED MEET HIS DESIRES WITH 
RESPECT TO SINGLE AGREED TEXT. 1! THEN READ TEXT OF DRAFT AGREED _ 
ANNOUNCEMENT (MYTEL 463). 1 POINTED OUT LANGUAGE IN DRAFT 
IDENTICAL WITH RESPECT EACH COUNTRY. ‘| WAS NOT PROPOSING OR ~~ 
SUGGESTING ANYTHING WITH RESPECT AMERICANS HIS COUNTRY THAT I WAS 
NOT PREPARED TO SAY WITH RESPECT CHINESE IN US. ‘IT SEEMED TO ME 
THIS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT FULLY MET NEEDS NATIONALS BOTH COUNTRIES 
ON BASIS FULL EQUALITY AND RECIPROCITY. IT WAS BASED IN LARGE 
PART UPON PROPOSAL HE FIRST MADE AUGUST 2 AND ALSO CONTAINED 

MUCH FROM HIS AUGUST 11 DRAFT PROPOSAL. | CONCLUDED | WAS 


PREPARED IMMEDIATELY AGREE WITH HIM ON THIS DRAFT AND ANNOUNCE 
1T TODAY. 


FOLLOW ING 10 MINUTE RECESS REQUESTED BY WANG, HE STATED 
HE HAD MADE PRELIMINARY COMPARISON MY DRAFT WITH HIS AUGUST 11 
DRAFT, ‘HE NOTED MY DRAFT DID NOT INCLUDE A FEW POINTS IN HIS. 


1. QUOTING FIRST PARAGRAPH HIS AUGUST 11 DRAFT, WANG 

DECLARED WE SHOULD NOT OBJECT PROVISIONS THIS PARAGRAPH. AT 
LAST MEETING HE HAD STATED THAT UNDER CONDITION THAT AGREEMENT 
REACHED ON QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS BOTH SIDES CHINESE GOVERN- 
MENT WOULD BE IN POSITION INFORM ME OF RESULTS INVESTIGATION 
CASES OF: AMERICANS ON WHICH INVESTIGATION COMPLETED. IN MY 
DRAFT NO. MENTION MADE OF NATIONALS INVOLVED IN CIVIL OR CRIMINAL 
CASES. ‘INTERNATIONAL LAW RECOGNIZES RIGHT OF SOVEREIGN STATE 
EXERCISE JURISDICTION OVER CIVIL OR CRIMINAL CASES IN ITS 


a 


TERRITORY. 
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TERRITORY. TO DEMAND A STATE REFRAIN FROM EXERCISING JURISDIC- 
TION IS OBVIOUSLY INFRINGEMENT ON ITS SOVEREIGNTY. IN PAST USED 

TO BE SUCH THINGS AS EXTRATERRITORIALITY IN CHINA BUT SUCF Ut 
REASONABLE THINGS NOW GONE FOREVER. WANG SAID | HAD REPEATEDLY 
INDICATED MY AIM WAS TO SECURE RETURN ALL AMERICANS IN CHINA 

WHO DESIRED RETURN. AS HE HAD REPEATEDLY POINTED OUT ALL THOSE 

NOT INVOLVED IN CIV.L OR CRIMINAL CASES ABLE TO LEAVE ANYTIME, 

EVEN WITH RESPECT TO AMERICANS INVOLVED IN UNFINISHED CASES, 
CHINESE GOVERNMENT WOULD REVIEW CASES AND GRANT LENIENT TREATMENT 
MAKING ALLOWANCE FOR NATURE OF CRIME AND CONDUCT OF INDIVIDUAI. 

IN ACCORDANCE CHINESE LEGAL PROCESS. SUCH PERSONS COULD LEAVE 
PROMPTLY..ON COMPLETION THEIR CASES. HE WAS SURE | COULD APPRECIATE 
SINCERITY OF THIS OFFER. HOWEVER IF MY INTENTION WAS THAT AMERICAN 
NATIONALS NOW OR IN FUTURE SHOULD BE PERMITTED LEAVE PRIOR TO 
SETTLEMENT THE'R CASES HE MUST POINT OUT FRANKLY THIS IMPOSSIBLE. 
THERE MIGHT ALSO BE FEW CASES OF CHINESE IN US !NVOLVED ‘IN CIVIL 














OR CRIMINAL CAS QUGH HE DIDN'T KNOW OF ANY. COULD BE SEEN 
SITUATION TWO SIDES QUITE ERENT. US MAINTAINED LIAISON STATION 
HONG KONG TO GATHER_INFORMATION ON AMERICAN CITIZENS - INA. 











HE HAD ALSO GIVEN ME INFORMATION ON ALL AMERICAN NATIONALS IN CHINA, 
HOWEVER HIS GOVERNMENT HAD NO LIAISON STATION CLOSE TO US AND HE 

HAD BEEN- UNABLE OBTAIN LIST CHINESE NATIONALS FROM ME. HENCE HE 

NOT IN POSITION KNOW WHETHER ANY CHINESE NATIONALS INVOLVED IN 

CIVIL OR. CRIMINAL CASES. HE DID NOT BELIEVE |! HAD INTENDED PROPOSE 
CHINESE NATIONALS INVOLVED IN CIVIL OR CRIMINAL CASES SHOULD NEVER © 
COME UNDER JURISDICTION AMERICAN LAW AND SHOULD BE PERMITTED - 
LEAVE PRIOR SETTLEMENT THEIR CASES. HENCE HE HELD THAT REFERENCE ~ 
IN DRAFT TO NATIONALS INVOLVED IN CIVIL OR CRIMINAL CASES WAS 
REASONABLE AND APPLIED EQUALLY BOTH SIDES. 


@. REFERENCE WAS MADE IN DRAFT TO CASES AMERICAN NATIONALS 
PREVIOUSLY DETAINED IN CHINA. HE MUST POINT OUT AS GENERAL _ 
PRINCIPLE CHINESE GOVERNMENT DID NOT DETAIN AMERICAN NATJONALS IN 
CHINA. SO THERE WAS NOTHING IN COMMON WITH THE SITUATION IN US © . 
WHERE ORDERS ISSUED TO PREVENT DEPARTURE CHINESE STUDENTS. ALL 
AMERICANS IN CHINA APPLYING TO DEPART GRANTED EXIT PERMITS PROMPTLY. 
WHERE SUCH APPLICATION INVOLVED PROCEDURAL QUESTIONS THEY GRANTED 
PERMISSION PROMPTLY ON COMPLETION PROCEDURAL QUESTION. EVEN “IN 
CASE AMERICAN CIVILIANS VIOLATING CHINESE LAW THEY DEALT WITH 

IN LENIENT SPIRIT AND IN ACCORDANCE LEGAL PROCEDURE. THEREFORE 

HE MUST POINT OUT ALLEGATION THAT CHINESE GOVERNMENT HAD DETAINED 
AMERICAN NATIONALS WAS QUITE CONTRARY TO FACT. 


3. IN AUGUST 
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3. IN AUGUST 11 DRAFT HE HAD PROPOSED GOVERNMENT OF EACH 

SIDE MIGHT ON BEHALF ITS NATIONALS REQUEST INTERVENTION OF 
ENTRUSTED POWER IN ORDER SOLVE D! ~ICULTIES ‘IN CONNECTION THEIR 
DEPARTURE OR CONDUCT INVESTIGATION SO AS TO MAKE REPRESENTATIONS 
ON BASIS INVESTIGATION. HE CONSIDERED THIS PROPOSAL REASONABLE 
AND NECESSARY. AFTER IMPLEMENTATION OF THIRD PARTY ARRANGEMENT 
IT GOES WITHOUT SAYING THAT NATIONALS COULD REQUEST WITHOUT 
RESTRICTION INTERVENTION BY THIRD PARTY. HOWEVER AMONG THOSE 
DESIRING RETURN MIGHT BE SOME WHO WANTED TO LET THEIR GOVERNMENT 
KNOW THEIR DIFFICULTIES... IN PAST THERE WERE NUMBER OF CHINESE 
NATIONALS WHO APPEALED HIS GOVERNMENT ASSIST THEIR RETURN. 

DR. TSIEN WAS ONE SUCH CASE. UNDER SUCH CIRCUMSTANCES GOVERN “NT 
CONCERNED OBLIGATED TO REQUEST THIRD PARTY TAKE NECESSARY ACTION, 
FURTHERMORE SINCE OUTSET OF DISCUSSION FIRST AGENDA ITEM HE AND 

| HAD BEEN MAKING REPRESENATION ON BEHALF NATIONALS EACH SIDE 
DESIRING RETURN. OBVIOUSLY WE COULD NOT MAKE SUCH DIRECT 
REPRESENTATIONS REGULARLY AS THERE WERE NO DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS 
BETWEEN THE TWO COUNTRIES. AFTER IMPLEMENTATION THIRD PARTY 
REPRESENTATION ARRANGEMENT QUESTIONS OF NATIONALS DESIRING RETURN 
COULD ALWAYS BE REFERRED TO THIRD COUNTRY. HENCE IT WAS 
NECESSARY PROVIDE FOR ACTION “ NATIONAL'S COUNTRY ON HIS BEHALF. 
4, WANG ADDED HE OBJECTED TO ONE MINOR POINT OF WORDING, 

THE REFERENCE TO "CHINESE MAINLAND". HE DID NOT THINK 

THIS TERM APPROPRIATE AND SUGGESTED REPLACE WITH "CHINA", 

WANG CONCLUDED THESE WERE PRELIMINARY COMMENTS AND COULD BE 
REGARDED AS AMENDMENTS TO MY DRAFT. HE WAS READY LISTEN MY 


COMMENTS AND IF | AGREED HIS FEW AMENDMENTS HE HOPED AGREEMENT 
COULD BE REACHED TODAY. 


| REPLIED MAJOR DIFFICULTY BETWEEN US SEEMED PARAGRAPH ONE. 

WE BOTH AGREED WE WERE HERE TO DEAL WITH PRACTICAL SITUATION = THAT 
OF OUR NATIONALS IN OTHER COUNTRY. | HAD TRIED IN PARAGRAPH ONE 
TO AVOID THEORETICAL CONCEPTS AND ISSUES AND TRIED TO KEEP TO 
PRACTICAL SITUATION. | DIDN'T THINK ANYTHING IN PARAGRAPH ONE 
INFRINGED ON OR RAISED QUESTION OF SOVEREIGNTY OR JURISDICTION. - 
THIS WAS ONE REASON IT CONTAINED TWO PARTS. IT SIMPLY A> 
STATEMENT EACH GOVERNMENT WOULD MAKE IN_ITS OWN RIGHT _AND—IN FULL 
RECOGNITION 1TS SOVEREIGNTY. 17 WAS NOT INTENDED TO ESTABLISH 

ANY THEORETICAL CONCEPT FOR FUTURE, INTENT WAS TO DEAL WITH 
PRACTICAL SITUATION NOW FACING US UNDER CONDITIONS OF COMPLETE 
RECIPROCITY AND EQUALITY. | HAD CAREFULLY TRIED AVOID ANY ATTEMPT 


DICTATE TO OR DEMAND 
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DICTATE TO OR DEMAND OF HIS GOVERNMENT WHAT !T SHOULD DO. ONLY 


HIS GOVERNMENT COULD AND SHOULD DECIDE MEASURES TO TAKE TO DEAL © 


WITH PRACITCAL SITUATION. 


1! POINTED OUT | HAD NOT USED THE WORD "DETAINED" IN 

AGREEMENT AND AS USED IN MY STATEMENT MEANT TO REFER ONLY TO 
THOSE AMERICANS PREVENTED FROM LEAVING CHINA, WHATEVER THE 
REASONS WE BOTH RECOGNIZED THAT AMERICANS BEING PREVENTED FROM 
LEAVING HIS COUNTRY. 1! WAS NOT SUGGESTING HIS GOVERNMENT SAY 


ANYTHING. MY GOVERNMENT WAS UNWILLING TO SAY. AS | HAD POINTED OUT, 
' HIS PARAGRAPH ONE DID NOT IN ANY WAY SOLVE PROBLEM AMERICAN 


NATIONALS. 
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| HAD THOUGHT “IT POSSIBLE WE COULD QUICKLY REACH AGREEMENT ON — 
UR SOME FORM THAT WOULD RESOLVE SITUATION OUR NATIONALS. SEEMED 
EA TO ME MY PARAGRAPH DID THAT. | DIDN'T HOLD ANY BRIEF FOR 
) EXACT WORDING BUT THOUGHT CONTAINED THERE MUST BE EMBODIED 


IN ANY ANNOUNCEMENT. | HAD COME HERE TO DISCUSS RETURN OF 
AMERICAN NATIONALS. STATEMENT THEIR CASES BEING REVIEWED 
DID NOT BRING ABOUT THEIR RETURN, | WAS NOT SUGGESTING HOW 
WANG SHOULD HANDLE MATTER BUT ASKED HIM HOW WE WERE TO SOLVE 
FIRST ITEM, THAT 1S, RETURN OF OUR NATIONALS. 


o aG 
uv OY 


| SAID THESE WERE MY PRELIMINARY REMARKS, THAT | WAS ALWAYS 
WILLING CONSIDER MINOR CHANGES IN WORDING. AS FOR TERM 
"CHINA MAINLAND" IF HE PREFERRED TO SUBSTITUTE "PEOPLE'S 
REPUBLIC OF CHINA" WOULD NOT OBJECT. 


of the United States 
¢ 


REFERRING TO WANG'S DESIRE THAT DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT PROVIDE 

FOR ACTION BY INDIVIDUAL'S GOVERNMENT ON HIS BEHALF | REPEATED 
MY STATEMENT AT LAST MEETING THAT THIS UNNECESSARY. SAID WANG 
HAD POINTED OUT SOME NATIONALS IN PAST HAD WRITTEN DIRECTLY 
TO HIS GOVERNMENT. HOWEVER IF ARRANGEMENT WE WERE SUGGESTING 
WERE IN EFFECT THIS WOULD BE UNNECESSARY AS CHINESE IN US 
COULD COMMUNICATE DIRECTLY WITH INDIAN EMBASSY. I! POINTED 
OUT MY DRAFT SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED THAT REPRESENTATION BY THE 
INDIAN EMBASSY ON BEHALF OF CHINESE NATIONALS WOULD ONLY BE 
UNDERTAKEN IF DESIRED BY HIS GOVERNMENT. 
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WANG SAID PROBLEM LIES IN FIRST PARAGRAPH OF PROPOSED AGREEMENT. 
FIRST PARAGRAPH HIS DRAFT ALREADY INCLUDED IDEA OF OURS. 

OF COURSE HE AGREED WE WERE HERE TO RESOLVE PRACTICAL 

ISSUES RATHER THAN DISCUSS THEORETICAL CONCEPTS. TWO POINTS 
WERE INVOLVED. ONE THAT BOTH SIDES DECLARE NATIONALS OF EACH 

IN OTHER DESIRING RETURN BE ALLOWED TO DO SO WITHOUT RESTRICTION 


AND OTHER 
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AND OTHER THAT ANY SUCH NATIONAL INVOLVED IN CIVIL OR Jt 
CRIMINAL CASE MIGHT ALSO RETURN AS SOON AS HIS CASE SETTLED. 
THERE WAS NO INTENTION INCLUDE ANYTHING UNFAIR TO ONE SIDE. 
MERELY ATTEMPT SETTLE PRACTICAL ISSUES. POINT TO KEEP 

IN MIND WAS MUTUAL RESPECT OF EACH FOR OTHER'S LAW OR 
SOVEREIGNTY. WANG SAID HE HAD NOT BEEN IN US AND NOT FAMILIAR 
WITH SITUATION THERE BUT COULD EASILY IMAGINE CASE OF A 
FOREIGN NATIONAL DOING BUSINESS THERE WHO HAPPENED INCUR 

DEBT HE UNABLE TO CLEAR. COULD US GOVERNMENT ALLOW HIM 

LEAVE BEFORE HE HAD CLEARED DEBT? SUPPOSE FOREIGN NATIONAL 
DRIVING AUTOMOBILE KILLED SOMEONE. COULD AMERICAN GOVERNMENT 
PERMIT HIM LEAVE WITHOUT FIRST SETTLING CASE? HE HOPED | 

WAS CONSIDERING PROBLEM FROM BOTH SIDES INSTEAD JUST ONE. 

HE WAS SURE BOTH OF US WILLING SEEK FORMULA TO SOLVE PROBLEM 
FACING US. FIRST PARAGRAPH HIS DRAFT SHOULD BE ACCEPTABLE 
SINCE NOT HARMFUL EITHER SIDE. 


| REPLIED | HAD NEVER SUGGESTED CASES OF AMERICANS SHOULD 

BE SETTLED OUTSIDE FRAMEWORK AIS LAW. 1 UNDERSTOOD HIS 
VIEWPOINT. HOWEVER | HAD UNDERSTOOD FROM PUBLIC STATEMENT HIS 
PRIME MINISTER THAT SINCE AMERICAN CASES FEW THEY COULD BE 
SETTLED EASILY AND PROMPTLY. | ASSUMED HE DESIRED TO DO SO 
WITHIN FRAMEWORK HIS LAW. If HAD TRIED TO FIND FORMULA 

WHICH WGULD ACCOMPLISH RESULT | WAS SEEKING AND STILL NOT 

GO BEYOND FRAMEWORK HIS LAW. THERE MIGHT BE OTHER WAYS 

TO DO THIS BUT THIS WAS MY IDEA. 


WANG REPLIED THAT STATEMENT BY PRIME MINISTER CHOU AND PRO- 
VISIONS OF FIRST PARAGRAPH WERE OF COURSE WITHIN FRAMEWORK 
OF LAWS OF SOVEREIGN STATE PERMITTING DEPARTURE OF THOSE 
NATIONALS WHO DESIRED GO EXCEPT THOSE INVOLVED IN CIVIL OR 
CRIMINAL CASES. PRIME MINISTER'S STATEMENT WAS PUT FORTH 


IN SPIRIT CONCILIATION IN ORDER SETTLE QUESTIONS BETWEEN 
TWO COUNTRIES. 


WANG CONTINUED THAT HE RECALLED WHEN WE FIRST MET LAST YEAR 
| HAD INQUIRED WHETHER CHINESE LEGAL PROCEDURE PROVIDED FOR 
COMMUTATION OF SENTENCES OR PARDON. HE HAD REPLIED THAT IN 
CASES PERSONS VIOLATING CHINESE LAW CHINESE GOVERNMENT COULD 
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CONS!IDER COMMUTATION IN LIGHT DEGREE OF CRIME AND PERSON'S 
CONDUCT. ALSO RECENT RELEASE OF AMERICAN AIRMEN PROVIDED 
CLEAR EXAMPLE THIS REGARD. THEY ALREADY SENTENCED BUT 

TO GIVE -THESE TALKS GOOD ATMOSPHERE AND AS TOKEN GOODWILL TO 
AMERICAN PEOPLE, CHINESE GOVERNMENT HAD GRANTED EARLY RELEASE. 
PROVISIONS IN FIRST PARAGRAPH HIS DRAFT VERY REASONABLE 
PROVIDING THOSE DESIRING RETURN MAY DO SO AND THOSE ‘VIOLATING 
LAW OR INVOLVED IN CIVIL CASES MAY PROMPTLY RETURN UPON SETTLE- 
MENT THEIR CASES. SUPPOSE AMERICAN MERCHANT IN CHINA SHOULD 
BE INVOLVED IN DEBT CASE. CHINESE GOVERNMENT WILLING HELP . 
HIM CLEAR DEBTS AND RESOLVE CASE SO THAT HE CAN RETURN AT 
EARLY DATE. CHINESE GOVERNMENT ALWAYS WILLING GIVE GREATEST 
COOPERATION HELP SETTLE THESE QUESTIONS. IN LIGHT ALL THIS 

HE HOPED’ HIS PARAGRAPH ONE COULD BE RETAINED IN JOINT 
ANNOUNCEMENT . 


| ASKED WANG HOW HE FELT MY PARAGRAPH DEPARTED IN PRINCIPLE 
FROM STATEMENTS HE HAD MADE. IT DIDN'T DENY CHINESE GOVERN- 
MENT*'S RIGHT TO HANDLE MATTERS ANY WAY IT DESIRED. IT SIMPLY 
STATED SOLUTION TO PRACTICAL PROBLEM. 


WANG THEN SUGGESTED AMENDING MY PARAGRAPH BY INSERTING SECOND 
SENTENCE HIS PARAGRAPH. | POINTED OUT SECOND SENTENCE HIS 
PARAGRAPH TOOK AWAY FROM AMERICAN NATIONALS EVERYTHING 
GRANTED THEM IN REST OF PARAGRAPH SINCE AMERICAN NATIONALS 
PREVENTED FROM DEPARTING CHINA WERE DESCRIBED BY HIM AS 
INVOLVED IN CRIMES OR CIVIL CASES- SO FAR AS AMERICANS 
CONCERNED, THIS PUT US BACK WHERE WE STARTED. 


WANG DENIED THIS COULD BE REGARDED AS RETURNING US TO STATUS 
QUO ANTE. HE REPEATED HE ONLY WANTED INDICATE THAT BOTH 
SIDES DO NOT RESTRICT RETURN OF CIVILIANS AND THAT PERSONS 
INVOLVED IN CIVIL OR CRIMINAL CASES COULD RETURN AS SOON AS 
CASES COMPLETED. THIS APPLIED BOTH SIDES EQUALLY AND HE 
HOPED | WOULD AGREE. 


| REPLIED | COULDN'T AGREE SINCE IT LEFT PRACTICAL SITUATION 


OF DETAINED AMERICANS IN EXACTLY SAME SITUATION AS WHEN TALKS 
BEGAN. 


' WANG THEN PROPOSED | STUDY HIS PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO SEE IF 


WE COULD AGREE ON TEXT AT NEXT MEETING, 
| REPLIED 1! WOULD 
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| REPLIED | WOULD GLADLY STUDY IT BUT COULD NOT SEE HOw IT 
SOLED QUESTION MY NATIONALS HIS COUNTRY. HOW WERE WE TO 
RESOLVE PRACTICAL PROBLEM OF RETURN AMERICAN NATIONALS? 

| SAID WANG HAD MENTIONED THE ELEVEN FLIERS. WE HAD OUR OWN 
OPINION ‘CONCERNING THAT AND | DIDN'T WANT TO ENGAGE IN CONTROVERSY. f= 
HOWEVER “| UNDERSTOOD ALTHOUGH ALL WERE SENTENCED TO DIFFERENT & 
TERMS THAT ALL RELEASED TOGETHER. 17 SEEMED TO ME WOULD 
NOT BE IMPOSSIBLE FIND SOLUTION TO REST OF AMERICAN CASES. “an 
SAID | WOULD BE GLAD TO HEAR WANG'S IDEAS NEXT MEETING ON . Bee 
PROBLEM “| WAS HERE TO DISCUSS, NAMELY RETURN OF AMERICANS. : rs 
ADDED | HAD MADE MY BEST EFFORT FIND FORMULA TO MEET HIS 5 
VIEWPOINT. ; ‘Zz 


WANG COMMENTED HE HOPED | WOULD NOTE THAT COMMENTS HE HAD MADE 
WERE NOT ONLY OF BENEFIT TO ONE SIDE BUT BOTH. HE HOPED 
HEAR AT “NEXT MEETING RESULTS MY CONSIDERATION HIS COMMENTS. 


WANG THEN SAID WOULD LIKE TO RAISE ANOTHER POINT. HE HAD 
NOTED LATELY PROPAGANDA CAMPAIGN HAD BEEN LAUNCHED REGARDING e 
RELEASE OF 11 AIRMEN IN ORDER SLANDER CHINESE PEOPLE. THIS ¥ 
PROPAGANDA PROVOKED FEELINGS OF CHINESE PEOPLE. SINCE TALKS 
BEGAN CHINESE GOVERNMENT HAD REPEATEDLY MADE CLEAR CONCILIATORY | 
ATTITUDE.’ CHINESE PUBLIC OPINION ALWAYS CAUTIOUS REGARDING 
PROGRESS THESE TALKS. !F ONE WERE TO DRAW ON QUESTION OF 
MISTREATMENT THERE WOULD BE NO END TO HIS RECOUNTING 

MISERABLE TREATMENT OF CHINESE PEOPLE'S VOLUNTEERS CAPTURED 

IN KOREA. HE HAD AVOIDED RAISING THIS SORT OF QUESTION SINCE 

1T WOULD NOT BE IN INTEREST PRESENT TALKS. HE ONLY WANTED 
EXPRESS FEELING ON THEIR PART WHICH HE HOPED |! WOULD NOTE. 
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| REPLIED | DIDN'T KNOW WANG'S MOTIVE IN RAISING THIS MATTER. a 
FIRST, | DIDN'T KNOW WHAT HE MEANT BY "PROPAGANDA CAMPAIGN", ) 3 
ALL | HAD SEEN WERE FACTUAL INTERVIEWS AND ACCOUNTS OF THE aa 
MEN RELEASED. | TOLD WANG WE WAS PERFECTLY AWARE AMERICAN Sa) 
PRESS PRACTICE AND OUR FREE PRESS. ALSO PERFECTLY AWARE US "0 


GOVERNMENT COULD NOT, EVEN IF 17 WOULD, PREVENT PUBLICATION 
SUCH ACCOUNTS. FURTHERMORE THESE MEN'S, ACCOUNTS NOT UNIQUE. 
ALMOS] EVERY PERSON RELEASED FROM PRISON HIS COUNTRY HAS 

GIVEN SIMILAR ACCOUNTS. FAULT DOES NOT LIE WITH THESE ACCOUNTS 





rn _BUT+ IN TREATMENT THAT GAVE RISE TO THEM. ACCOUNTS OF ELEVEN 
FLIERS HAD TREMENDOUSLY INCREASED ANXIETY OF AMERICAN PEOPLE 
(\ OVER THOSE 
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OVER THOSE AMERICANS REMAINING IN HIS COUNTRY. THIS MADE IT 
ALL THE MORE IMPORTANT TO FIND SOLUTION FOR RETURN THOSE WHO 
REMAIN. SAID | HAD NO DESIRE DISCUSS THIS WITH WANG BUT 
SINCE HE HAD RAISED IT | HAD BEEN FORCED TO DO SO. ! DIDN'T 
SEE HOW “IT CONTRIBUTED TO SOLUTION OF PROBLEMS WE HAD COME 
HERE TO SOLVE. 


WANG SAID HE DIDN'T INTEND FOR US TO DEBATE THIS QUESTION AND ~ 
HAD RAISED POINT ONLY TO REMIND ME THERE SHOULD BE CONCILIATORY 
ATMOSPHERE AROUND OUR TALKS. AS THINGS STOOD, IF ANTI- 

CHINESE “PROPAGANDA ALLOWED CONTINUE IT WOULD NOT CONTRIBUTE 

BUT DO HARM TO OUR DISCUSSIONS. IF 1! HAD ANY CONCERN 

OF THIS SORT HE HOPED |! WOULD TELL HIM OF IT. HE WAS SIMPLY 
BEING VERY FRANK AND TELLING ME WHAT THEY FELT. HE SAW 

NO REASON TO ENGAGE IN FURTHER DEBATE HERE. 


NEXT MEETING AUGUST 18, 10 A.M. 
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BELIEVE FOLLOWING ARE AMONG CONSIDERATIONS IN'PL'ANNING OUR iby 

NEXT MOVES: ‘Se 





1. DO NOT BELIEVE WE SHOULD MINIMIZE IMPORTANCE CHICOM 
DEVOTION TO "LEGAL FORMS" iN SPITE THEIR AGILITY IN ADOPTING 
THEIR FORMS TO SUIT THEIR POLITICAL NEEDS. IT WILL BE SEEN 
FROM TODAY'S MEETING AS WELL AS PREVIOUS | HAVE TRIED HARD 


TO LEAVE THEM A "LEGAL" WAY OUT AND BELIEVE THIS SHOULD BE 
CONTINUED. 


ee ALSO BELIEVE THEY NOW CONSIDER FLYER RELEASE WAS PROBABLY 
TACTICAL MISTAKE THAT HAS LARGELY BACKFIRED ON THEM RATHER 
THAN PRODUCING HOPED-FOR RESULTSe THIS HAS NOT INCREASED 


STANDING PEIPING PROPONENTS.OF RELEASE OF AMERICAN 
PRISONERS. 


g¢g91-8/c6°1I19 


3. POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL FACTOR IS SUSPICION FROM OUR TACTICS 

WE HAVE BEEN TRYING TRICK THEM INTO RELEASING AMERICANS 

WHILE HOLDING OUT BAIT THIRD PARTY REPRESENTATfON WHICH WE U 
INTENDED FIND EXCUSES FOR WITHDRAWING AFTER RELEASE ACCOMPLISHED. 


OUR PROPOSAL TODAY WILL HAVE REMOVED ANY DOUBTS THEY MAY 
HAVE HAD THIS REGARD. 


BELIEVE PRESENT TACTIC CAN BE CONTINUED FOR LITTLE WHILE 
LONGER PARTICULARLY AT THURSDAY'S MEETING WHEN WANG WILL 
HAVE HAD OPPORTUNITY RECEIVE PEIPING REACTION OUR TODAY'S 
PROPOSAL. NOW BELIEVE WE SHOULD IF POSSIBLE AVOID ANY -@ 
PROLONGED RECESS WHICH WOULD REQUIRE PUBLIC EXPLANATION AND i 
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INEVITABLY RETURN PROBLEM TO PUBLIC PROPAGANDA FORUM WHILE 
AMERICANS REMAINED IN PRISON. THEREFORE BELIEVE THAT | 
SHOULD STRIVE AS NECESSARY KEEP DISCUSSION GOING WHILE 
CONTINUING MAINTAIN MY PRESENT POSITION. 


IN ORDER ACCOMPLISH THESE PURPOSES AND IN LIGHT TODAY'S 
DISCUSSION, REQUEST AUTHORIZATION PROPOSE AT NEXT MEETING 
AMENDMENT FIRST SENTENCE NUMBERED PARAGRAPH 1 DRAFT "AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT" (MYTEL 463) BY INSERTION PHRASE "AS A RESULT 

OF OFFICIAL ACTION TAKEN IN ACCORDANCE WITH |1TS GOVERNMENTAL 
PROCESSES" FOLLOWING WORDS "AND DECLARES THAT". SAME AMENDMENT 
TO BE MADE IN PARAGRAPH ONE PRC SECTION. 





WOULD APPRECIATE ANY OTHER SUGGESTIONS DEPARTMENT MAY HAVE 
IN THIS REGARD. 


| DO NOT ANTICIPATE WANG IS GUiNG TO ATTEMPT PRECIPITATE 
ANY "BREAK" IN DISCUSSIONS BUT RATHER THAT HE WILL FACE ME 
WITH STATEMENT THEY HAVE GONE AS FAR AS THEY CAN GO AND 
THERE 1S NOTHING FURTHER TO TALK ABOUT UNDER ITEM ONE. 





of the United States 


AT THAT POINT | PERCEIVE NO ALTERNATIVE UNDER OUR PRESENT 
TACTIC EXCEPT TO PROPOSE A RECESS AS SUGGESTED IN FIRST 
PARAGRAPH DEPTEL 496. HOWEVER | BELIEVE THAT TO PUBLICLY 
EXPLAIN THE RECESS | SHOULD FIRST PROPOSE TO WANG WE MAKE 

A SIMPLE JOINT STATEMENT SOMEWHAT TO THE EFFECT THAT TWO OF 

US HAVE DECIDED THAT A RECESS WOULD BE HELPFUL IN RESOLVING 
THE REMAINING PROBLEMS STANDING IN THE WAY OF FINAL AGREEMENT. 
| FEEL WE SHOULD IF POSSIBLE AVOID UNILATERAL PUBLIC STATEMENT 
ALONG LINES SUGGESTED DEPTEL 496 AS SEEMS TO ME THIS WOULD 
CONSTITUTE A PUBLIC CHALLENGE AND RETURN PROBLEM TO : 
PROPAGANDA FORUM. if 
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DEFT WILL OBSERVE WANG PRESSED ME HARD TODAY ON QUESTION ‘= 
RAISED LAST PARA MYTEL 458 AND MY EFFORTS AVOID DIRECT REPLY. Ble 
WOULD APPRECIATE DEPT'S SUGGESTIONS ON WHAT FURTHER | MIGHT a 
USEFULLY SAY IF AS ANTICIPATED HE CONTINUES PRESS ME ON as 
THIS. - 
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I have the distinct impression that the CHICOMS had intended after 
ee 


announcing release of flyers MSBFto proceed promptly at’/conference to : 


a 
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" 








announce release of US civilians, 21] in #xgm expectation tim this would éreate 


loa peainzey 9¢ 4snn yoscno0g 





c 
2 
He 
ie) 
g 
os 
om 
@ 
- 
e¢ a : 
-38 f wave of good feeling toward them which would enable them to make gaigs in Odi. 
vel = 
ca discussing other matters. I have also #™@®impression wat they have niches _ “deal 
» + Pai, a . 
ti. © . 
3S = this policy because tmrelease of Bakflyers and 4s report of their treatment «© = 
a2 Cae 
a - has created P considerable wave of indignation and indeed the editorial and G 
.- - 
2) ' 
nl press coniment expresses itself with greater hostility toward ##%* CHICOMS DA 
@ O iuio 
+ Since the release of @aflyers than-tmikbefore. Parenthetically, I might os 
” wes . <3 
— Mees mention that after Sgefirst report of ym torturing of Cojonel Arnold ¢ame i 
S) : 2 sas ; 
o ln t ) ee. 
” from Tokyo we asked Defense to try to moderate this ay on they are od 
cooperating this end. O at 
Appr henever a 
ee CHICOMS should realize that wHxerkegs prisoners are returned there, “ 
A tell oO, 
is inevitably % initial wave of resentment as they/their stories. This is ath 


Tequ 
ue) g 


phase tessa which #RRCHICOMS must live through and they do not 4; 
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| get anywhere by postponing it. However, once the American civilians are out of | 





China, then we may be compelled to alter our policy toward visitors to the China 


wxixia 1ainland because principal reason for deterring those visitors will have ceased, 


tt, 


Se in dn 


namely that we do not want more Americans to get in until it has been demonstrated 


. 
v 
', 4 


me 


that those now there can get out. Subject to possible restraint of Foreign Assets 


Control Regulations visits will then occur which would bring back reports which 


aeieediiienh aed qT 


if facts justify may lead to a different judgment. Ido not know whether CHICOMS 


realize this possible sequence of events or whether you will want to intimate it 


to them in a very cautious way without of course any promises. In any event, it may 


be useful for you to know my thinking on this mater. 


of the United States 


[- a B | A 
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= On re-reading my telegram 500 this morning believe I overstated “i 
-o case against recess in first paragraph following "three coné ; he 
“+ JA siderations." Still believe prolonged recess should be avoided Q) 7. 
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language stems from fact that US has no exit permit system and stategent ae 
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on US side does not seem completely consistent with our position that no 


of the United States 


US Government approval ordinarily necessary in order for alien depart . ee, 
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on item 1 after usual two-day interval if other side does not propose 
recess. Proposal of recess by us except in case of threatened break 
would not be consistent with our desire maintain continuous strong pressure 
on Viang and encourage general tapbecsten that action by Chinese Communists 
to match ours is awaited and expected. 

FYI Our 4° was designed primarily to enable you demonstrate to 
Wang that we were in a strong public relations position. If matters 
should break we assumed that if Wang were informed as suggested he would 
ask for time and perhaps reconsider his own position and would most 
probably strive to avoid recess, 

We do feel however that if there should be any extended recess, 
it would be necessary to state the issue more than indicated your 516. 
Bear in mind that we do not know anything whatever now that we did not 
know before regarding return our citizens. They have given nothing, not 
even information. Also we do not want ourselves to become committed 
to proposition that it will take time to clear up Item One of the Agenda. 
In view of Chou En-lai's July 30 statement the interpretation unless 


rebutted would be that we are making difficulties. Furthermore, we do 
not want to let Chou off the hook. 
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Dear Alex: 


Since my last letter I have received your first three letters, 
of August 1C, ll, 12. The pouch service seems to be working better 
now. I hope we can make some arrangement for pouch service more 
frequent than once a week after the Atomic Conference closes. 


Last evening the Secretary sent you a personal message from 
him concerning the likelihood of travel by Americans to China after 
all detained Americans are released. You will note that a qualifi- 
ty cation was put in concerning the possible effect of the Foreien 
/ Assets Control Regulations. This is something that would have to 
be discussed with Treasury and Commerce. If we made exceptions 
for American travelers there would be immediate pressures to make 
corresponding provision for Americans who wanted to buy Chinese 
Communist merchandise. The whole economic warfare effort to ceny 
dollars to the Chinese Communists might well be undermind. so the 
question will have to be considered in the broader context of our 
entire policy of total severance of financial, trade and trassporta- 
tion relations with the China mainland. There is still food for 
thought in the Secretary's suggestion though it may not be entirely 
clear how you can best exploit it, if at all in your talks with Yang. 


cL 40°! 


of the United States 
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Ed kartin is due here today and we hope that he will have a 
chance to talk to the Secretary this afternoon. 


You are 


The Honawable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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You are certainly -etting a better -ress here now. The Azerican 
press seeg clearly the failure of the Chinese Communists to :atch our 
sosition on unrestricted ricsht of return of nationals. You are cetting 
a@ syupathetic press ami there seems so lonrer to be any feeling thet 
.ou are less outegiving to the press tian is “anr Pincenan. 





I nicht cention, not for any use by you, but merely thet 
your background »ay be as inforred as possible, the fect that we ere 
undoubtedly paying quite a stiff! price in Taiwan for these conversations. 
There has been 2 subtle but none the less perceptible decline in xorale 
and inclination to follow throuck with full enerry and coopcrativeness 
on various vrocrars there. The “AAC, IGA and CAS cissions in Taipei 
rave sll felt this and to sore extent have been hancicapped ty ft. 

Tiere is e let down thich ve rust hone will be temporary. The infor:ed 
reople in the Covermment, of course, inow in considerable detail of ;our 
instructions am! the progress of the tals. They cnow that tley are 

not -oing to te let down but this assurance apcoarentiy does not oxtent 
to the Lerislative Yuan, the press and the ceneral public. Sven those 
who “now thet we are not going to undermine their interests at Cereva 
feel that the mere fact of the taiks imoroves the -tet..s of the Chinese 
Communists snc betters the prospects of success in their carei¢en for 
reneral acceptance as the only Chinese Goverment. Yorei;n Vice -inister 
Shen is here on a brief visit. le has received further essurances fron 
us. Just to show the trend of the thinking of our people in Taipei, 
the following is quoted from a letter received from 34111 Cochrar. our 
CLarge at Taipei, while Kerl fankin is on home-leave: 


"“Seigon's 3 Aurust 5 (535 to Dept.) reports considerable 
unmasiness there as regards the Ac.assadorial talis in Geneva. 
This, added to the bad effects caused here, raises in ty nind 
the cuestion: will the henefits obtained from tle telks cute 
weirh the damage done to the confidence of our resl, fichting 
friends (as distinguished from our fair-weather frienis, the 
fence-sitters, and the arjic] herpanhroditd who aren't sure 
what they are) in our resolution, persistence, and depencability. 
If not, won't we have lost something -ore vaiuable than re ‘ave 
pained? —— for we can never satisfy tic avidity of the neutra=e 
lists for concessions on our part." 


The secretary has been informed of the ressare of appreciation 
conveyed in your letter of Aurust le. ie in turn is pleased at the 
way you are handling the nefotietions, ‘ou have _undoubtedly carried 
out your instructions to apply unremitting pressure to ‘ieng at the 
Aucust 16 seeting. fe feel that he is on the defensive on the 
basic issue, despite ail his efforts to transfer the omus. ie wild 
be interested to see if you consider it advisable to use the 
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authority you have to sugrest a recess if there is no progress at the 
eighth meeting on August ls. je feel that only you can determine this 
in the light of Wang's position and cemeanor at the next meeting. 

It should be becoming increasingly apparent to ‘iang that there is no 
give in our position on this fundamental issue. 


We have authorized Cooper to tell Nehru of the prospective 
arrangement for limited Indian representation, emphasizing the fact 
that it is sensitive information and that no agreement has yet been 
reached. Cooper is authorized to assure liehru that if the arrangement 
goes through, we will welcome the proposed Indian role and will accord 
all facilities for its discharze. 


I am letting Carl :cCardle -now of the pretty corent reasons 
you gave why you decided against holding a backgrounder. In walter 
Robertson's absence Bill Sebald is being xept closely informed of the 
contents of your official-informals, and anything which we think would 
be useful for the Secretary to have is being passed on to hin, 


Congratulations on your adroit handling of countless difficulties 
and good luck, 


Sincerely, 
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NIACT 
FROM JOHNSON 





Two hours and 20 minutes this morning repetition seme themes 
both sides with no progress. 


weg presented proposel virtuslly identical with our August 16 
dreft sgreement snnouncement except for vitel first peregreph 
which he proposed be smended reed es follows: 


"1. The People's Republic of Chine recognizes that American 
Nationels in the PRC who desire to return sre entitled to 

do so and declsres thet it hes sdopted end will further edopt 
eppropriete measures so thet they can exercise their right to 
return." 


His theme wes this was "key which would open door" to solution 
problem Americans in Chine and again offered promptly give me 
nemes whose cases "review completed" msking clesr this grant 
release. 


My theme was contrast action we had taken Chinese US. He wes 
asking I open door without showing me what was behind it, thet 


if he would show me what was behind it and if it met my request 


on release ell Americans question timing could be worked out. 


He inflexibly resisted my persistent pressure give me any 
assurance or even indication that his solution would bring 
about release all Americans. Result was complete deadlock 


but no effort by him to precipitate any break or hint at recess. 


Next meeting Ssturdsy, 10 OeMe iri MVE 
SuIV.j4¥ pea af F 
JON _ GOWEN 
LMS: BD CCH 
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1. IN ADDITION MY 220 , AT THIS MORNING'S MEETING MANY REF- 
, ERENCES BY WANG TO "PRESSURE", "DEMANDS", "WOULD NEVER RESPOND 
PRESSURE" ETC ALL OF WHICH I OF COURSE ATTEMPTED COUNTER. 


WHEN ON THIS THEME HE SHOWED MORE FEELING THAN ON ANY OTHER 
POINT. 


2. HOWEVER IRRATIONAL, THEIR POSITION SEEMS TO BE THAT IF 

' HEY RELEASE ALL AMERICANS BEFORE OR SIMULTANEOUS WITH 
REPRESENTATION AGREEMENT IT WOULD PUBLICLY BE INTERPRETED 
AS "YIELDING TO PRESSURE’. THEY ARE WILLING ANNOUNCE RE- 
LEASE SOME AMERICANS AS PURELY UNILATERAL ACT PRIOR TO PUBLIC 
ANNOUNCEMENT REPRESENTATION ARRANGEMENT BUT MUST FIRST HAVE 
FIRM COMMITMENT. THEY WILL THEN SUBSEQUENTLY ANNOUNCE FURTHER 
RELEASE AMERICANS BUT WILL NOT COMMIT THEMSELVES TO ALL AS 


THIS WOULD BE "INTERFERENCE WITH THEIR SOVEREIGNTY, LEGAL 
PROCESSES" ETC. ETC. 


of the United States 
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3. I WENT AS FAR AS I FELT I COULD UNDER MY PRESENT INSTRUC- 
TIONS TO MEET WHATEVER SUBSTANCE THIS MAY HAVE IN THEIR 
MINDS BY STATING THAT IF THEIR SOLUTION ENCOMPASSED RELEASE 
ALL AMERICANS AND IT WAS ONLY QUESTION TIMING IN RELATION 
ANNOUNCEMENT REPRESENTATION ARRANGEMENT THIS COULD BE WO 

_ QUT. HOWEVER, WANG SHOWED NO INTEREST. HE ALSO SHOWED NO 
INTEREST IN MY AMENDMENT PARA ONE BY INSERTION PHRASE in 
"AS RESULT OFFICIAL ACTION TAKEN IN ACCORDANCE WITH ITS ) : 
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4, HIS REPLIES TO MY REFERENCES CHOU'S STATEMENT WERE WEAK 
AND BESIDE 1HE POINT. HE AVOIDED DIRECT REPLY TO MY REMINDER 
THAT HE HAD PROMISED ME LAST YEAR "REVIEW" CASES AND THAT 


IN INTERIM ONLY FIVE CIVILIANS OUT OF THIRTY HAD BEEN RELEASED 
FROM PRISON. 


5 DEADLOCK IS NOW VERY TIGHT AND LITTLE SCOPE FOR FURTHER 


DISCUSSION UNTIL THERE 1S SOME SHIFT IN POSITION ONE SIDE OR 
OTHER. 


6, SUBJECT TO DEPT'S SUGGESTIONS OR INSTRUCTIONS BELIEVE - 
| CAN DO LITTLE AT NEXT MEETING BUT REITERATE OUR POSITIONS 

AS NECESSARY AND PICK UP REMAINING QUESTIONS ON REPRESENTA- 

TION ARRANGEMENT WHICH IS SUBJECT SEPARATE TEL. 


(| DELIBERATELY AVOIDED DETAILS REPRESENTATION ARRANGEMENT 
TODAY IN ORDER CONCENTRATE ON AND HIGHLIGHT FUNDAMENTAL 
ISSUE.) 


{+ WOULD APPRECIATE DEPT*'S INSTURCTIONS ON WHETHER IF NEGO- 
TIATING SITUATION PERMITS IT WOULD APPROVE MY ATTEMPTING 
EXPLORE POSSIBILITY RELEASE SOME NOwW WITH COMMITMENT RELEASE 
REMAINDER WITHIN DEFINITE TIME LIMIT, SAY THREE MONTHS. 

EVEN IF IT COULD BE OBTAINED CHICOMS WOULD IN ALL PROBABILITY 
NOT BE WILLING MAKE SUCH COMMITMENT PUBLIC. 
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=O WANG TO PRIVATE DINNER WITH ONLY INTERPRETERS PRESENT. t 
cv HAVE AVAILABLE PLACE 1 BELIEVE SAFE FROM PRESS ATTENTIONs o 
Sx ! pr < 
os IF WE ARE GOING MAINTAIN OUR PRESENT POSITION BELIEVE 1 ° 
52 CAN DO MUCH IN SUCH AN ATMOSPHERE REINFORCE FIRMNESS OUR O 
e* STAND AND AT SAME TIME PUT ACROSS THOUGHTS CONTAINED URTEL | 
Lo 526 IN WAY THAT IS NOT POSSIBLE IN ATMOSPHERE MEETINGS« Oo 
” wa 
t 
o HE 1§ OBVIOUSLY AT END HIS INSTRUCTIONS AND I HAVE FEELING a 
+ CESTURE SUCH AS THIS AT THIS TIME MIGHT HELP IN MOVING CHOU. o 
vn Ol 
= HOWEVER WOULD APPRECIATE YOUR ADVICE. Oo. 
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2 FROM JOHNSON a Go _ 
6) 3 
2 1. REVISED DRAFT GIVEN ME BY WANG AUGUST 18 MADE FOLLOWIN oO 
5 CHANGES IN DRAFT TRANSMITTED MYTEL 463: 7 oo Be 
523 As NUMBERED PARAGRAPH ONE REVISED AS REPORTED MYTEL 520. 0 EY 
i+ w ‘ 
oe 2 a 
ro p Be WORDS "THE USA AGREES THAT" INSERTED AT BEGINNING o rigs 
Oo @ NUMBERED PARAGRAPH TWO. ; oes 
pe . = 
= 
SSS ¢,. WORD "OFFICIAL" OMITTED FROM PHRASE "ENCOUNTER- OO f., 
as ING OFFICIAL OBSTRUCTION" IN PARAGRAPH 2 (A). a “~ 
OW tot 
qe e Pa ae 
s° Do "OFFLCE OF THE CHARGE D'AFFAIRES OF THE UK" USED rs, 
= THROUGHOUT IN PLACE "EMBASSY OF THE UK". na 
<8) * 
- Voter 
= E. PARAGRAPH 2 (A) REWORDED TO READ: "(A) IF ANY CHINESE ce 
rs NATIONAL BELIEVES THAT CONTRARY TO DECLARED POLICY OF THE US owe 
9 Hf 1S ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTION IN DEPARTURE HE MAY SO INFORM 
am) 


THE INDIAN EMBASSY AND REQUEST IT TO MAKE REPRESENTATIONS ON 
HIS BEHALF WITH THE US GOVERNMENT. IF DESIRED BY THE PRC THE 
INDIAN EMBASSY MAY ALSO MAKE INVESTIGATION ON THE FACTS." 


Fe "PRC" SUBSTITUTED THROUGHOUT FOR "CHINA MAINLAND". 


- “Ss 


2. IN ADDITION TO ABOVE sve yn ALSO READ AND 
HANDED ME COPY OF STATEME HST ABLISH SUPPLEMENTARY 
UNDERSTANDINGS NOT TO BE INCORPORATED IN TEXT OF AGREED: ~ARINO[INCE - 
MENT. GIST OF POINTS MADE WAS: “ = 

€28 W 2% OW SH - 
A. | HAD STATED THAT NOTHING IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT IN ARY WAY > 

FQ) INFRINGED ON SOVEREIGNTY OR JURISDICTION AND THAT | PRESUMED 
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? CONFIDENTIAL = 
f= -2- 540, aucust 18, 5 PM, FROM GENEVA oo } 
. | 5 omer: 
CASES OF AMERICANS WOULD BE SETTLED WITHIN FRAMEWORK CHINESE oor 
JUDICIAL PROCEDURE. ON BASIS WANG'S UNDERSTANDING OF THESE “UA 
STATEMENTS OF MINE HE WILLING TO OMIT SENTENCE HIS ORIGINAL aaa 
DRAFT REFERRING TO PERSONS INVOLVED IN UNFINISHED CIVIL OR. ta 
CRIMINAL CASES, Ry 
- : hae: 
B. IF NATIONALS EITHER SIDE REPORTED TO OWN GOVERNMENT THEY — 
5 BEING PREVENTED FROM LEAVING, THEIR GOVERNMENT COULD REFER ‘SUCH oy 
< COMPLAINT TO THE THIRD COUNTRY FOR INVESTIGATION OR REPRESEN: aa 
a TATION. 1F WE WOULD AGREE TO UNDERSTANDING TO THIS EFFECT, WA. 3 hes} 
5 WOULD BE WILLING OMIT THIS PROVISION FROM AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT « Sah 
D mh 
S32 3. COMMENTS ON PARA ONE ABOVE» a 
Pe es 
m= WY - ’ _ 
ey A. OBVIOUSLY UNACCEPTABLE. yo 
— + a ae 
3s B. DO NOT SEE THIS IS MATERIALLY OBJECTIONABLE IN CONTEXT BUT — 
So PREFER LANGUAGE OUR DRAFT. \ me 230 
a = ..r 
s+ nee 
~5 8 C, BELIEVE IT IMPORTANT RETAIN "OFFICIAL" AS IN OUR DRAFT. pea, 
2) nos 
zy D. WOULD APPRECIATE BEING INFORMED WHETHER UK OBJECT TO THIS og 
~ TERMINOLOGY ame 
on ’ baal 
n w2% 
s E. NOT CLEAR ON MOTIVE BEHIND THIS OSTENSIBLY SLIGHT CHANGE BUT =< 
fi MAY BE RELATED TO THEIR PROPOSAL ON “UNDERSTANDINGS”: “CTT ‘ 


MENTIONED PARA TWO (B) ABOVE. WOULD APPRECIATE DLPT'S INSTRUCTIONS. aoa 


F. UNOBJECTIONABLE.} a ~ 
iY ae 
4, COMMENTS ON PARA TWO ABOVE. 7 Si 
on 
A. MEANINGLESS UNLESS AGREEMENT REACHED ON RELEASE ALL AMERICANS, a 
HOWEVER THIS AGAIN RAISES POINT OF THEIR JURISDICTION OVER 704 


AMERICANS AND CONVERSELY OUR JURISDICTION OVER CHINESE. BELTEVE: 
AT SOME POINT IT IS GOING BE NECESSARY FOR ME SAY JURISDICTION 3 
NOT QUESTIONED AT LEAST FOR FUTURE. THAT !S MAKE CLEAR WE NOT a 
ATTEMPTING RE-ESTABLISH ANY EXTRATERRITORIAL PRINCIPLE. | “oF 


B. WILL MAINTAIN OUR PRESENT POSITION. 
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1. WANG OPENED MEETING WITH PREPARED STATEMENT AND REVI N TEXT 
PROPOSED ANNOUNCEMENT. (TEXT REVISIONS IN SEPARATE TEL) 


SAID HIS AGREEMENT TO REVISED TEXT BASED -ON UNDERSTAND 
POINTS: 


Ae THAT ANNOUNCEMENT IN NO WAY \INFRINGED UPON OR RAISED QUESTION 
ABOUT CHINESE SOVEREIGNTY OR JURISDICTION OVER AMERICANS IN CHINA 
AND THAT US DID NOT ATTEMPT DICTATE PRC WHAT MEASURE IT SHOULD 
TAKE, THAT BEING MATTER ONLY HIS GOVERNMENT COULD DECIDE WITHIN 
FRAMEWORK THEIR OWN JURIDICAL PROCEDURES. 

Be THAT NATIONALS EITHER SIDE MAY REPORT TO ENTRUSTED THIRD 
COUNTRY AND ALSO THEIR OWN GOVERNMENT IN ORDER LATTER MAY REFER 
COMPLAINTS TO THIRD COUNTRY IN CASE THEIR DEPARTURE BEING PREVENTED. 


So81-8/S6°1I9 


fe WANG REQUESTED THESE TWO POINTS BE INCLUDED IN RECORD OF MEETING 
AS CONDITIONS GOVERNING HIS AGREEMENT TO REVISED PROPOSAL WHICH HE 
STATED FOLLOWED FORM AND CONTENT OUR PROPOSAL. 


3- | REPLIED | WAS INTERESTED IN PRACTICAL SITUATION AMERICANS HIS 
COUNTRY. ASKED WHAT WAS AFFECT WANG!S REVISED PARAGRAPH ONE W1T@) 


RESPECT ALL AMERICANS NOW PREVENTED FROM RETURNING US FOR WHATEVER 
REASON. 


U 
4, WANG STATED CHINESE GOVERNMENT NEVER PUT RESTRICTIONS 
AMERICAN NATIONALS. THOSE DESIRING RETURN FREE DO SO BUT THOS# trl 
WHO VIOLATED LAW QUITE ANOTHER PROBLEM. THESE LATTER AMER it 
MAY ALSO LEAVE COUNTRY UPON SETTLEMENT THEIR CASES, AS GUARANTEED} 

BY PROPOSED AGREEMENT. ITEM ONE OF AGENDA NOW SETTLED BY PROVISJONS 
THIS FIRST PARAGRAPH BECAUSE AMERICANS WHO DESIRED RETURN COULD |~* 


a 


DO SO. REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
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DO SO. US GOVERNMENT IN PAST RESTRICTED DEPARTURE GHINESE STUDENTS 
BUT THESE ORDERS RESCINDED SO NO NEED INGLVDE IN FIRST PARAGRAPH. 


5- | REPLIED NOT AT ALL CLEAR TO ME HOW STATEMEN’ HIS PROPOSED 
TEXT AFFECTS AMERICAN NATIONALS NOW PREVENTED FROM RETURNING. 


6. WANG REPEATED THESE ARE TWO DIFFERENT MATTERS, AND NOT POSSIBLE 
MAKE CONCRETE STIPULATION IN ANNOUNCEMENT REGARDING EITHER CHINESE 
STUDENTS OR AMERICAN NATIONALS. IF AGREEMENT REACHED ON ANNOUNCE= 
MENT THEN THESE SPECIFIC MATTERS COULD BE SETTLED IN LIGHT OF 
AGREEMENT. ADDED IT WAS HIS OPINION SENTENCE REGARDING AMERICANS 
WHOSE CASES UNSETTLED COULD HAVE BEEN INCLUDED IN ANNOUNCEMENT 

BUT BECAUSE | OBJECTED THEY WILLING LEAVE OUT SENTENCE PROVIDED ~~ 
UNDERSTANDING REACHED REGARDING SOVEREIGNTY AND JURISDICTION OVER 
SUCH ALIENS. AS TO SPECIFIC CASES RETURN CERTAIN AMERICANS, HE 
PROMISED. INFORM US RESULTS AFTER AGREEMENT ON ANNOUNCEMENT AND - 
EVEN THIS MORNING. HE REPEATED THAT REFERENCE TO NATIONALS BEING 


RESTRICTIONS ON STUDENTS AS CHINESE NEVER ISSUED ORDERS PREVENTING 
DEPARTURE AMERICANS. 


Te WANG CONTINUED THAT WE HAD REFERRED TO CHOU EN-LAI*S STATEMENT 
NUMBER OF AMERICAN SMALL AND PROBLEM EASILY SOLVED, HE SAID ae. 
CHOU'S MEANING IS CLEAR THAT IF AGREEMENT REACHED ON METHOD SPECIFIED jem 
IN ANNOUNCEMENT THEN SPECIFIC CASES COULD BE SOLVED USING THIS 
METHOD. EMPHASIZED INFRINGEMENT ON SOVEREIGN AND INTERNAL AFFAIRS 
CHINESE STATE CLEARLY COULD NOT BE TOLERATED. 





8. | REPLIED | COULD NOT UNDERSTAND MEANING HIS REFERENCE TO . 
INFRINGING SOVEREIGNTY HIS GOVERNMENT. WANG HAD ASKED ME TAKE 
MEASURES PERMIT ALL CHINESE IN US LEAVE IF THEY DESIRED. MEASURES 
WE TOOK PERMIT THEM LEAVE WERE COMPLETELY WITHIN OUR LAW. WE DID 
THIS IN RESPONSE REQUEST HIS GOVERNMENT AND WE DID NOT CONSIDER 
1T INFRINGEMENT OUR SOVEREIGNTY. IN SAME WAY WE ASKED HIM TAKE 
MEASURES PERMIT AMERICANS CHINA RETURN AND WE HOPED AND EXPECTED 
HE WOULD DO THIS DURING TALKS AS WE HAD DONE, UNILATERALLY AND 
WITHOUT CONDITIONS. HOWEVER, CHINESE HAD NOT ACTED AND | COULD 
NOT AGREE THAT QUESTION ANNOUNCEMENT AND QUESTION AMERICANS IN 
CHINA WERE TWO DIFFERENT MATTERS. 


9. | CONTINUED THAT WANG AT LAST MEETING HAD RAISED QUESTION OF 


SOVEREIGNTY AND 
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SOVEREIGNTY AND JURISDICTION OVER AMERICANS IN CHINA. SUGGESTED 
MIGHT HELP INSERT FOLLOWING CLAUSE IN PARAGRAPH ONE DRAFT ANNOUNCE- 
MENT: "AS THE RESULT OFFICIAL ACTION IN ACCORD WITH GOVERN- 

MENT PROCESSES". | SUGGESTED THIS BECAUSE IT REAFFIRMED THAT 


EVERYTHING WE WERE DOING WAS IN ACCORD OUR LAWS AND GOVERNMENT 
PROCESSES. 


10. WANG IGNORED THIS SUGGESTION AND RETURNED HIS ORIGINAL 
ARGUMENT, SAYING TWO PROBLEMS BEFORE US WERE: (A) WHETHER’ NAT, NALS 
COULD RETURN FREELY TO THEIR COUNTRIES, AND (B) WHETHER “GOVERN- 
MENTS .DOING WHATEVER POSSIBLE HELP THEIR RETURN. AMBASSADORIAL 
TALKS CONCERNED PRIMARILY BRING ABOUT RETURN NATIONALS DESIRING 

TO DO SO AND PROPOSED ANNOUNCEMENT SOLVED THIS QUESTION. HE SAID 
CHINESE TRIED MEET US HALFWAY AND LISTED COMPROMISES HE CLAIMED 

HIS SIDE HAD ALREADY MADE TO MEET OUR OBJECTIONS. HE STATED 
SPECIFIC CASES AMERICANS CANNOT BE INCLUDED IN TEXT OF AGREEMENT 

IN PRESENT FORM WHICH IS MOST JUST AND REASONABLE SOLUTION QUESTION, — 
HIS GOVERNMENT HAS TAKEN STEPS AND !S PREPARED TAKE heii. STEPS | 
EFFECT RETURN AMERICANS. 


11. | REPLIED PERHAPS HIS GOVERNMENT HAD NOT ISSUED SPECIAL ORDER. 
PREVENTING DEPARTURE AMERICANS BUT IN FACT THEY UNABLE LEAVE 

CH'NA. OUR TWO GOVERNMENT PROCESSES DIFFER AND US HAS NO EXIT 
PERMIT SYSTEMe WE HAVE EACH TAKEN MEASURES AGAINST SOME NATIONALS. 
ON OTHER SIDE. | HAD INFORMED WANG EXACTLY WHAT WE HAD DONE AND 
AGAINST WHICH OF CHINESE CITIZENS. IN CONTRAST HE TOLD. ME SIMPLY 
THAT CASES AMERICANS DETAINED CHINA BEING REVIEWED. THIS LEFT MY 
NATIONALS IN VERY VAGUE SITUATION. | ASKED AGAIN WHETHER REVIEW 
AND ACTION BY HIS GOVERNMENT ON AMERICAN CASES WOULD FULLY MEET 
REQUEST | MADE THAT ALL AMERICANS WILL "NQW" BE PERMITTED 


DEPART. | SAID IF | UNDERSTOOD HIS REMARKS CORRECTLY, TH]S WAS | 
NOT THEIR MEANING. 


12. | CONTINUED BY SAYING AT OUR MEETING A YEAR AGO WANG INFORMED 
ME CASES AMERICANS BEING REVIEWED BUT DURING FOLLOWING YEAR ONLY 
FIVE AMERICAN CIVILIAN IMPRISONED IN CHINA WERE RELEASED AND 25 
CIVILIANS REMAINED IN JAIL. JUDGING BY THIS EXPERIENCE, HIS 
STATEMENT CASES WILL BE REVIEWED DOES NOT INDICATE CIVILIANS WILL 
RETURN PROMPTLY US. | STATED | HAVE TRIED MAKE IT AS CLEAR AS 


POSSIBLE ! WAS HERE TO DISCUSS RETURN ALL US CIVILIANS BUT WE ARE 


NO CLOSER 
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NO CLOSER TO RESOLUTION THAT PROBLEM THAN WHEN WE STARTED THREE 
WEEKS AGO. | HOPED STATEMENT MADE BY CHOU MEANT SITUATION DIFFERENT 
NOW FROM LAST YEAR BUT APPARENTLY NOT. | EMPHASIZED | HAD BEEN 
FRANK AND HOPED HE WOULD BE EQUALLY FRANK BECAUSE NOT IN INTEREST 
EITHER PARTY KEEP THIS MATTER DRAGGING ON. SIMPLE, STRAIGHT- 
FORWARD SOLUTION PROBLFM OF CIVILIANS WAS PERMIT THEM TO RETURN. | 


13. WANG RETURNED PREVIOUS LINE ARGUMENT BY SAYING MY REMARAC 
DEVIATED FROM DISCUSSION WORDING PROPOSED ANNOUNCEMENT. HE 

STATED WHEN LAST YEAR HE ASKED US RESCIND ALL RESTRICTIONS CHINESE 
NATIONALS | HAD SAID US LAWS COULD NOT BE CHANGED,‘ HE SAID | ; 
SHOULR NGT NOW DEMAND CHINESE GOVERNMENT CHANGE THEIR LAW GOVERNING 
CIVILIANS INVOLVED CASES. SAID 1,523 AMERICANS LEFT CHINA SINCE 
1949, 38 LEFT THIS YEAR AND REVIEW OF REMAINING CASES ARE 
ADDITIONAL INDICATIONS HIS GOVERNMENT?S LENIENT POLICY WITHIN 
FRAMEWORK CHINESE LAW, HE ADDED IF ANYONE HAD TRIED FORCE HIS 
GOVERNMENT RELEASE 11 AMERICAN AIRMEN THEY WOULD NOT HAVE BEEN 
FREED. THEY WERE RELEASED ONLY TO IMPROVE RELATIONS TWO COUNTRIES. 
ATTITUDE PRC TOWARD AMERICANS IN PRISON IS TO HELP THEM LEAVE AS 
SOON AS POSSIBLE. HE SAID THEY HAD AGREED TO CHANGES IN TEXT 

JOINT ANNOUNCEMENT AND COULD NOT SEE REASON FOR FURTHER DELAY. 

THEY HAD MADE THEIR BEST EFFORT AND AMERICANS COULD NOT OBJECT 

OR CONSIDER ARRANGEMENT UNJUST. 


of the United States 


14, | REPLIED AGAIN WP KPM*WAS NOT TEXT OF ANNOUNCEMENT BUT 
THE RETURN OF THE AMERICANS. PHRASE “PREVENTING DEPARTURE” 
SEEMED DESCRIBE ACTION CHINESE REGARDING AMERICAN CIVILIANS 
BUT MAYBE WANG KNEW BETTER WORK. ANY SOLUTION ARRIVED AT 

MUST MAKE CLEAR BEYOND DOUBT THAT QUESTION RETURN OF AMERICANS 
HAD BEEN. RESOLVED. 1 EMPHASIZED WE NOT ATTEMPTING DICTATE 

HOW PROBLEM SHOULD BE HANDLED NOR ASK CHANGES LAWS OR PROCEDURES 
AND HOPED, IN VIEW CHINESE STATEMENT, PRC ABLE REACH SOLUTION 

IN ACCORDANCE THEIR LAWS. 
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15» WANG REPLIED AGREEMENT IS LIKE KEY AND WE HAVE ONLY TO 

| TAKE IT TO OPEN DOOR TO SEE RESULTS REVIEW CASES AMERICANS». 

| HE SAID EFFORTS REACH AGREEMENT SHOULD COME FROM BOTH SIDES 
BUT HE SAW NO COMPROMISES BEING MADE BY US. 


(~ 16. 1 SAID HOPED HE WOULD FIND IT POSSIBLE NEXT MEETING OPEN 


a DOOR WIDER 
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DOOR WIDER AND TELL US WHETHER RESULTS HIS REVIEW WOULD BE 


RELEASE OF ALL AMERICANS. 1! ADDED IF HIS RELUCTANCE DO SO fa: 
WAS A MATTER OF TIMING | WAS SURE THAT COULD BE WORKED OUT. | 5 
THE ONE AND ONLY REQUEST | HAD MADE WAS THE RELEASE OF ALL : « 
AMERICANS AND | WOULD ACCEPT CHANGES IN WORDING OF TEXT TO i 





ACHIEVE THIS OBJECTIVE. | HAD TOLD HIM EXACTLY WHAT WE 
PREPARED TO DO AND EXPECTED HIM REPLY EQUALLY FRANKLY. 


17~ WANG COMPLETELY !GNORED MY SUGGESTION THAT QUESTION OF 
TIMING COULD BE WORKED OUT. INSTEAD HE REPLIED IF WE NOT 
WILLING TAKE KEY, DOOR MUST REMAIN CLOSED AND COULD NOT BE 
OPENED BY "VIOLENCE". IF AMERICANS FORCED THEM DO ANYTHING, 
FRANKLY IT COULD NOT BE;DONE. REPEATED CLAIMS AMERICAN 
GOVERNMENT MADE ON BASIS OF LIST TANTAMOUNT TO OBLIGING 
CHINESE TO COMPLY. THIS THEY COULD NOT DO BECAUSE IT ib 
WOULD MEAN REPUDIATION PROCEDURES IN FRAMEWORK CHINESE LAW, (i : 

} 

| 








18, | ASKED AMBASSADOR TELL ME WHAT-| HAD SAID THAT HE & 
INTERPRETED AS MY ATTEMPTING USE "FORCE". | CAME HERE TO + 
FIND SOLUTION WITH HIM. IF HE TOOK ACTION REGARDING OUR 
NATIONALS COMPARABLE TO OUR ACTION TOWARD HIS, AGREEMENT WAS 
POSSIBLE. HE REPLIED BY STATING MY "REPEATED CLAIMS ON 
BASIS LIST" WAS "OBLIGING THEM TO COMPLY. THIS THEY COULD 
NOT DO" ETC, ETC. 


of the United States 
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19. MEETING CLOSED WITH MUCH SPARRING, | REPEATING THEME 
RELEASE ALL AMERICANS AND HE REPEATING THEME KEY WAS IN 
OUR HANDS. 
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Info 
_ 10: Secretary of State Action Taken 
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NO: 545, AUGUST 19, NOON 





eee 
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Date of fection ___ 


PRIORITY Action Ortico symbo? 





FROM JOHNSON Name of Officor 


/irection to DC/R G 
DEPTEL 562. 


AUGUST 16 DRAFT CORRECT. UNDERSTAND TRANSMISSION ERRO I. weaoy 
CORRECTED. 


MYTEL 540 GAVE WANG'S AMENDMENTS OUR AUGUST 16 DRAFT. HOWEVER 
AVOID ANY POSSIBILITY ERROR FOLLOWING IS FULL TEXT FIRST PORTION 
WANG'S DRAFT. SECOND PORTION SAME MUTATIS MUTANDIS: 


of the United States 


"THE AMBASSADORS OF THE PRC AND THE USA HAVE AGREED TO 
ANNOUNCE THE MEASURES WHICH THEIR RESPECTIVE GOVERNMENTS HAVE 
ADOPTED WiTH RESPECT TO RETURN OF NATIONALS OF EACH LOCATED IN 
THE COUNTRY OF THE OTHER. WITH RESPECT TO AMERICAN NATIONALS 
RESIDING IN THE PRC, AMBASSADOR WANG PING-NAN ON BEHALF OF THE 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PRC HAS INFORMED AMBASSADOR U. ALEXIS JOHN- 
SON THAT: 


sc61-8/26°119 | 
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1}. THE PRC RECOGNIZES THAT AMERICAN NATIONALS IN THE PRC 
WHO DESIRE TO RETURN ARE ENTITLED TO DO SO AND DECLARES THAT IT 


HAS ADOPTED AND WILL FURTHER ADOPT APPROPRIATE MEASURES SO 
THAT THEY CAN EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN. 


Vd 


vr 
za 


2. THE PRC AGREES THAT THE OFFICE OF THE CHARGE D'AFFAIRES : 
THE UK IN THE PRC WILL BE ‘AUTHORIZED TO ASSIST THE RETURMAT 
THEuWSA OF THOS§, AMERICAN NATIONALS WHO DESIRE TO DO SO aS 


FOL PONS: 5 = 


- 


om, 
= 


TWIINAGIANOO 


(ALF Ay AMERICAN NATIONAL BELIEVES THAT CONTRARY TO DECLARED 
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of the United States 


CONF IDENT IAL 
-2- 545, AUGUST 19, NOON, FROM GENEVA 


POLICY OF THE PRC HE !S ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTION IN DEPARTURE! ~ 
HE MAY SO INFORM THE OFFICE OF THE CHARGE D*AFFAIRES OF THE 

UK AND REQUEST IT TO MAKE REPRESENTATIONS ON HIS BEHALF 

WITH THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PRC. IF DESIRED BY THE US THE OFFICE 


OF THE CHARGE D'AFFAIRES OF THE UK MAY ALSO MAKE INVESTIGATION 
ON THE FACTS. 


(B) IF ANY AMERICAN NATIONAL IN THE PRC WHO DESIRES TO RETURN 
TO THE US HAS DIFFICULTY IN PAYING THE RETURN EXPENSES, THE 
OFFICE OF THE CHARGE D'AFFAIRES OF THE UK MAY RENDER HIM 
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE. NEEDED TO PERMIT HIS RETURN. 


3. THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PRC WILL GIVE WIDE PUBLICITY TO THE 
FOREGOING ARRANGEMENTS AND THE OFFICE OF THE CHARGE D'AFFAIRES 
OF THE UK IN THE PRC MAY ALSO DO SO. " * 


GOWEN 


TT 


NOTE: Mr. Waddell's office (FE) notified 10 a.m. 8/19/55 EMB(CwO) 
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info 5 3 
{MR TO: Secretary of State 3 


no: 547, AUGUST 19, NOON 
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NIACT 
FROM JOHNSON 
RE NEW DELHI'S 333 RPTD GENEVA 28, 


SEEMS TO ME ATTEMPT REVISE DRAFT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT (MYTEL 
463) FULLY TO MEET POINT RAISED BY GOI NOTE RAISES REAL 
PROBLEMS FOR US. | WOULD SUGGEST SUBSTITUTION PHRASE ™ REPUBLIC 
OF INDIA" IN PLACE "EMBASSY REPUBLIC OF INDIA 

iN US" IN NUMBERED PARA TWO, REMAINDER DRAFT TO BE LEFT 

AS |S BUT PRIOR AGREEMENT GO! THERETO TO BE OBTAINED. IN THEORY 
CHICOMS SHOULD OBTAIN GO! AGREEMENT BUT AS CHICOM INTEREST IS 


IN ENLARGING SCOPE REPRESENTATION BELIEVE IT WOULD BE PREFERABLE 
IF WE ALSO DID SO. ' 


of the United States 


GS61-8/26°119 


WOULD APPRECIATE INSTRUCTIONS PRIOR TO SATURDAY'S MEETING AS 
WANG WILL PROBABLY RAISE. 
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FROM: GENEVA 2 
info 5 45. RM Action ct pa 
RMR 10: Secretary of State Whiten dai 4 
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NO: 551, AUGUST 19, 5 PM ; 5 
fe 


HAR° Of Office, 


FROM JOHNSON ' “Teetion to poyp 





1. RE LAST PARAGRAPH DEPTEL 542 AND PREVIOUS ON STATEMENT /TO 
BE MADE IN EVENT RECESS PROPOSED BY WANG OR PROPOSED BY M 
CASE THREATENED BREAK. IN EITHER THESE EVENTS BELIEVE FIRST 

STEP SHOULD BE PROPOSAL BY ME OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO EXPLAIN 
RECESS. IF AS | ANTICIPATE WANG TURNS DOWN ANY AGREED ANNOUNCE- 
MENT ACCEPTABLE TO US WAY WOULD BE CLEARED UNDER OUR AGREEMENT 

ON PRIVATE NATURE OF MEETINGS FOR ME TO NOTIFY HIM THAT WE 
INTENDED MAKE UNILATERAL STATEMENT ALONG LINES DEPTEL 496, UNDER 
OUR AGREEMENT FEEL | AM OBLIGED GIVE HIM AT LEAST 24 HOUR 
NOTIFICATION. | WOULD OF COURSE HOPE THAT OUR THREAT MAKE 
UNILATERAL STATEMENT WOULD CAUSE HIM RECONSIDER. 


SS61-8/S6°I118 


of the United States 


@e FOLLOWING IS TEXT OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH | WOULD 
PROPOSE TO HIMs 


3. "FOR THE PAST «eee WEEKS, THE AMBASSADORS OF THE USA 

AND THE PRC HAVE BEEN SEEKING A SETTLEMENT OF ITEM ONE ON THEIR 
AGENDA, THE RETURN OF CIVILIANS OF BOTH SIDES TO THEIR RESPECTIVE 
COUNTRIES. AMBASSADOR JOHNSON HAS INFORMED AMBASSADOR WANG THAT 
ALL CHINESE IN THE US WHO DESIRE TO TRAVEL TO THE PRC ARE NOW 
FREE TO DO SO. AMBASSADOR WANG HAS INFORMED AMBASSADOR JOHNSON 
THAT ALL AMERICANS IN THE PRC WHO DESIRE TO LEAVE ARE NOW FREE 

TO DO SO, WITH THE EXCEPTION OF THOSE INVOLVED IN UNFINISHED 
CIVIL OR CRIMINAL CASES. WITH RESPECT TO THE LATTER, AMBASSADOR 
WANG HAS STATED THAT HIS GOVERNMENT IS REVIEWING ALL CAS®S AND 


THAT HE WILL REPORT THE RESULTS OF THE REVIEWS TO AMBASSADOR; 


JOHNSON. a 
~1 
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4. "THE TWO AMBASSADORS, WITH THE APPROVAL OF THEIR GOVERNNENTS, — 
HAVE ALSO AGREED IN PRINCIPLE TO A JOINT DECLARATION TO BE MADE 


433 BY THE TWO GOVERNMENTS WHICH WOULD FORMALLY CONFIRM sy 
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-2- 551, AUGUST 19, 5 PM, FROM GENEVA. 


(A), THAT ALL NATIONALS OF EITHER UNDER THE AUTHORITY OF THE 
OTHER WHO DESIRE TO RETURN HOME ARE NOW FREE TO DO SO; 


(B) THAT A THIRD PARTY IN EACH COUNTRY MAY BE DESIGNATED’ TO 
ASSIST SUCH RETURN IF EVER A NAIONAL DESIRING TO RETURN BELIEVES 
THAT, CONTRARY TO DECLARED POLICY, HE IS ENCOUNTERING OFFICIAL 
OBSTRUCTION, AND 


(C) THAT SUCH THIRD PARTY MAY ALSO BE THE MEANS OF PROVIDING 
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE TO THOSE DESIRING TO RETURN. 


5. "HOWEVER, AMBASSADOR WANG HAS INDICATED THE PRC 1S UNABLE 

TO SUBSCRIBE UNCONDITIONALLY TO THIS DECLARATION PENDING COMPLETION 

OF THE REVIEW OF ALL AMERICAN CASES BY THE PRC. IN ORDER TO 

ALLOW FOR THE COMPLETION OF THESE REVIEWS, THE TWO AMBASSADORS 

HAVE AGREED TO RECESS THEIR TALKS FOR eeeee WEEKS. IT IS 

ANTICIPATED THAT WHEN THE TALKS ARE RESUMED IT WILL BE POSSIBLE 

PROMPTLY TO REACH AN AGREEMENT WHICH WILL PERMIT THE DEPARTURE 

FROM THE PRC OF ALL AMERICANS WHO DESIRE TO LEAVE AND THE ISSUANCE 
» OF A JOINT DECLARATION ALONG THE LINES OF THAT REFERRED TO ABOVE. 


UNQUOTE. 
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Your 520 and 537. 3 Bt 
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, - TE et oe 
We do not yet have full text proposal referred to your 5206... “1... »prus = . 
; a ¥ oe Fe ee 
Superficially paragraph 1 seems to represent some advance. Indeed at ae ihe 
A a ; 
eo word QUOTE immediately UNQUOTE were inserted before QUOTE further, 3)" ms A 
bs Shaiggge ee. S 

" adopt UNQUOTE and if t*e word QUOTE promptly UNQUOTE were inserted . oe § a] 

» Me wr. Se @ ~oi a 

- before QUOTE exercise UNQUOTE we would believe it might be acceptable ye Ne 68 mee 

@ We would however want it clearly understood that QUOTE promptly erg : os z = 

= meant that a beginning would be made at once and completion effected . Pe Mi 

w et @ ey 

rs within some such period as two or three months and that unless this _ : Fan A ! 

S SEAN?) * 

° in fact developed we would not consider they were acting in good faith 07 ates a cd 
__ | and that further talks might then be broken off. However this understanding"! z Se. 
fired RIS $c. a 
« need not be made public unless it were breached. on ee ; o — 
aly) me Y: B ¥ cn a 

| As talks have developed it seems to us that 4ke Chinese Communists U1 ?{*™ 
—— are frustgating #2 agreed first purpose of tee resumed ambassadorial eo a 
po/R : pinks Dee 
evel talks. That agreed first purpose was QUOTE to aid in settling fee | ve 
— e matter of repatriation of civilians who desire to return to their . - ane 
bei---- Ka swt 
spective countries UNQUOTE. Also. we again recall Chou En-lai's am. ca. he 
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statement that t%= purpose ef+he forthcoming talks at t#e ambassadorial 





level was QUOTE first of all UNQUOTE to reach a reasonable settlement 
of this matter. 


As we read your cables, Wang's proposal would leave tke situation 





in precisely ts same unsettled state it was when new negotiations were 


agreed to. It seems to us that until Wang is prepared sm agree that 





Americans in China who want to return can promptly do so, we have no 
alternative but to stand pat constantly repeating that the agreed first 


purpose of # talks is to QUOTE settle UNQUOTE these cases and what 


settlement does he propose. : @ NULLE S = 


of the United States 
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1. Your 540. Department believes principal objective is obtain | 


mere oe 


your 540. While in each case our language believed somewhat pepuaie ¥ . a 


there is no fundamental issue involved as we see it and we would 


our proposed paragraph 1. Specifically we would accept paragraph B- - ie ger ze - 
PAREN insertion of QUOTE USA agrees that UNQUOTE PAREN, C PAREN omission - ge : 
word QUOTE official UNQUOTE PAREN, E PAREN rewording of paragraph 2A PAREN ae Ol .: 
____ | subject clarification garble following words QUOTE if desired by the onaone 
tired quote unquote | 

locos and F PAREN substitution/PRC/for QUOTE China mainland QUOTE PAREN. 
Regarding D, PAREN substitution QUOTE Office of Charge d‘Affaires of UK wag : 


. 5. 
UNQUOTE for QUOTE British Embassy UNQUOTE PAREN British Embassy perceives —. ee 














no objection but has queried Foreign Office. agi 
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2. Your 543. As to Wang's proposed supplementary statement Legal 
Adviser is working on this and we will not have anything definitive for 
you in time for tomorrow's meeting. Expect to send definite instructions : 
by early next week. Believe this delay not important inasmuch as it seems 
unlikely that final agreement will be reached at tomorrow's meeting. Our > 
preliminary reaction to paragraph 1. A. is that we. could accept some sort 
statement making clear that each side is acting entirely on its own and 
that no question interference jurisdictién’ arises on either side. We 
will naturally desire avoid language which would imply US recognition 
CPR attributes of sovereignty. 

As to paragraph 1.B. you should take position this point is adequately 
covered by representation provisions agreed announcement and it therefore 
is unnecessary. 

3. Your 547, New Delhi's 333 repeated Geneva 28, We will respect 
wishes Indian Government in regard nomenclature. Presume Wang will 
introduce this question. You should be prepared accept language QUOTE 
Government of the Republic of India UNQUOTE in place of QUOTE Indian 
Embassy UNQUOTE only in first sentence paragraph 2 of agreed announcement. 
Subsequent references to Indian Embassy should be retained. We plan make — 
it clear to GOI in our reply that it is our understanding enecny ann’ 


be agency GOI for implementation agreement and that no Indian Commissii: 


or special team would be sent to US for this purpose, WS N U LLES 
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UNITED STATES RESIDENT DELEGATION 
AND CONSULATE GENERAL 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND f / . . 


/ a 


OFFICIAL - INFORMAL August 19, 1955 
SECRET 


Letter No. 





Dear walter: 


I received your letter of August 17th today. This is 
very good pouch service and if it could be maintained would 
certainly be most helpful. I also received your letters of 
August 12th and 15th but did not reply in view of Ed Martin's 
return as I knew that he would fill you all in much better than 
I could by letter, 


Doug Forman has arrived, and I greatly appreciate the 


effort which was made thoroughly to brief him before he left. tH 
It has been very helpful to me, 4 
~ 

Frankly I am still bothered by what might not entirely N 
accurately be described as our present “all or nothing” position. vu 
I fully appreciate that it is a question of judgment upon which a 
it is not possible to be categorical one way or another. You = 


may be entirely right that their desire to move on to item 
two is so strong that they will eventually concede, but I, 
nevertheless, stick to my original estimate even if this is 
true it is going to be a long, hard struggle. There is no 
question on the moral rightness of our position, but, unfortunately, 
that seems to have little influence on the people with whom 
I am dealing. What particularly bothers me is that our position 
is resulting in the retention of persons whose reiease could 
otherwise be obtained while we wrestle with getting all the 
others. I am finding it hard to equate the cases of say 
Harriet Mills and some of the missionaries with some of the 
other cases, much though we intend to get them all out, Of 
course, all this in turn largely depends upon whether it is 
Chou's intention to exploit those remaining for further conces- 
sions from us. Of course one cannot be sure, but I still have 
the feeling that they consider just about the maximum amount 
of capital has been squeezed from the prisoners and that the 
— , or | 
fe others 
Y | 
S$ 


Walter P, McConaughy, Esquire, | , 
Director, , | Wij B-'s-1-391 
Office of Chinese Affairs, (| Deny ) — 
Department of State, [| Downgrade to 
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others would gradually be released in their own way and in their 
own time. 


It seems to me that also we are running some risk, slight 
though it may seem at the time,that the maintenance of our 
present position just might result in a breakdown of these 
talks, if not because of ccvclopments here Lut Lecause of 
incidents elsewhere and that this would resit in indefinite 
detention by the Chinese of those whose release we could have 
otherwise obtained, Of course, the only way in which I could 
fully and finally test the Chinese Communist position on this 
and bring maximum pressure would be to force the issue to the 
point of threatening a breakdown from our side. we wald be 
gambling that their desire is so strong to go on to item two 
that they would not permit it to happen, but, on the other 
hand, if they called my bluff it would indefinitely delay the 
release of any Americans, 


I do not say our present position is wrong and will, of 
course, continue to present it to the best of my ability. 
However, I hope that in reaching a decision full weight has 
also been given to these other considerations. i have never 
felt the situation was so sixzple as throwing in the sponge 
when we were near agreement on all Americans because I did 
not feel that we were that near the. point. I hope that I am 
wrong e 


I sent an "eyes only" to the Secretary last night on the 
possibility of my very privately having Wang to a meal, and, 
if it is our intention maintain our present position, putting 
it to him just as forcefully as I can. It is my feeling that 
if I would do this in this atmosphere it would be much more 
effective than anything further I might say in our meetings 
and that the gestures of inviting him to dinner just might 
help in bringing Chou around. I think that it is a situation 
which calls for using all the arts of our profession. 


If I do not do this, it seems to me that I should probably 
adopt the opposite tack and,while trying to avoid anything that 
would precipitate a break, could take a much less "reasonaile" 
attitude at meetings and attempt to give him a feeling that 
if we don't get what we are asking for we would be willing to 
see a break develop. This would be a difficult operation to 
perform without its. leading to a break if they are in fact 
willing to break over the issue, 
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I am also glad to sse the iaprovement in the press. From 
what Doug Forman tells me, I fear that I had perhaps in the 
past not made clear enough to all of you, including Carl iicCardle, 
that I have been spending a greal deal of time seeing individual 
correspondents and believe that it has done some good. 


The Department's telegrams of instructions are most prompt 
and helpful, and I greatly appreciate the tremendous amount of 
most urgent work that I know goes into each of them. The 
regional communications supervisor came over here from Paris 
and there has been a considerable zapee veRIES in our code room 
problems, With the ending of the Atomic "nergy Conference, 
there should be further improvement. I am still distressed 
at the amount of time it takes things to move between us. 


“ith kindest regards, I remain 


Sincerely yours, 


U. Jphnson 
Amer n Ambassador 


P S. I as sume that you, Sebald and Robertson will see any 

"eyes only" transmitted to the Secretary. I will only very 
occasionally use this when I am particularly anxious matter 
not be given any further circulation in the Department. 


You might tell the Secretary that he, owes me a franc 
f 


or the use of "conference”™ in his 526, 
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Dear Ales: 


The pouch service may be less frequent from now on. If there 
is going to be only one a week, we cannot depend very heavily upon 
the official-informal letter channel. I hope we can find some means 
of exchanging letters at least twice a week. 


The deadlock seems pretty tight following the August 16 meeting. 
We thought, on the basis of your 520, that the Wang Paragraph 1 
proposal might give some hope of progress, but your 537 affords less 
ground for optimisim. The Secretary's telegram 5@7of last night 
gives you as much negotiating leeway as is possible under present 
circumstances without compromising the essential principle. This 
telegram gives the Chinese Communists an easy way out if they are 
willing to take it, for it means in effect that we would accept their 
promise as to Americans who would not be released immediately and 
the understanding on the remaining Americans would not have to be 
publicized at present. This is going a pretty long way. If we went 
any further to meet their demands, we would not even have a Communist 
promise in exchange for U.S. performance. We would indeed be "buying 
a pig in a poke". 


The August 20 meeting might be fairly decisive. The added 
negotiating latitude given you in the Secretary's 5 «7 probably will 
enable you to ascertain whether Chou's July 30 statement which you 


have 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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have hammered so hard, really means anything. If there is no affirmative 
action from Wang, the deadlock on Item 1 is indeed a tight one. 


id Martin arrived here on Wednesday she 17th and gave us very full 
and illuminating reports over a period of several hours. He saw the 
Secretary for over half an hour in the afternoon and conveyed a clear 
picture of the atmosphere of the negotiations and the nuances of the 
give-and-take which cannot be obtained from the telegrams. We have a 
better grasp of what you are up against and a better visualization of 
the general environment of the talks. 


The head of Foreign Assets Control of Treasury Department cave the 
Secretary a full briefing on the 17th regarding the relationship of 
Foreign Assets Control Kegulations to possible travel of American 
citizens to Communist China. This was in relation to the Secretary's 
526 to you. He made it clear that the licensing procedures under the 
Regulations are flexible and Treasury will of course readily accept 
foreign policy guidance from State. 


We have informed Cooper on August 17 of the general nature of the 
impasse we have encountered and he has informed the Indian Government 
of the failure, as we see it, of Wang Ping-nan to live up to Chou 
En-lai's July 30 statement. Cooper has informed the Indian Government 
that Chinese nationals in the U.S. who wish to return to Communist China 
are free to do so and that the Chinese Commmists have entirely failed 
to match this position. Cooper was authorized to inform the Indians 
that we were not prepared to go on to discuss other matters until the 
agreed first item was disposed of. Bohlen in iioscow has also been 
informed, It is conchivable that the Indiens or the Soviets ar:both 
may ‘aboot some influence on Peiping to moderate its position, although 
we have carefully avoided a request of any intervention by either Govern 
nent. If they do anything it will be on their own initiative and 
responsibility. 


There is nothing but admiration for the ingenuity, resolution and 
patience you are showing in holding Wang to the basic issue through these 
seemingly interminable exchanges. 


I hope you were not disappointed when no telephone call came through 
last Sunday. You will understand it was not as a result of any lack of 
desire to talk, but solely because we are aprrshensive about possible 
monitoring and the difficulty of having a meaningful conversation which 
does not skirt on sensitive natters. 


All the best and sincere regards, 


Sincerely 
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FROM JOHNSON 


ONE HOUR AND HALF MEETING THIS MORNING AGAIN WITH NO VISIBLE 
PROGRESS. ! OPENED WITH STATEMENT TO EFFECT OUR AGREED 
PURPOSE WAS SETTLE MATTER RETURN CIVILIANS, | HAD TOLD HIM 
EXACTLY WHAT WE HAD DONE WITH RESPECT CHINESE AND WERE 
PREPARED TO DO REPRESENTATION, WAS STILL WAITING KNOW 
SCTTLEMENT HIS GOVERNMENT PROPOSED MAKE AMERICANS. WHEN THIS 
INFORMATION AVAILABLE COULD READILY AGREE EXACT LANGUAGE 
PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT BUT FUTILE FURTHER DISCUSSION FORM 

WORDS UNTIL BOTH CLEAR AS TO SUBSTANCE OF WHAT WE ARE 
ANNOUNCING. HE REPLIED REITERATING PREVIOUS POSITIONS BUT 
DURING COURSE GIVE AND TAKE | ASKED HIM SERIES QUESTIONS TO 
WHICH HIS REPLIES MADE CLEAR ALL REPEAT ALL CASES BEING QTE 
REVIEWED UNQTE, QTE COMPLETION REVIEW UNQTE MEANS PERSONS 
CAN PROMPTLY DEPART FOR US, REVIEW ALL CASES NOT QTE COMPLETED 
UNQTE, QTE HE COULD NOT FORECAST TIME REQUIRED COMPLETE 
PEMAINING CASES UNQTE WHICH WAS DEPENDENT ON QTE NATURE 
CASE, CONDUCT INDIVIDUAL, IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS BETWEEN 

TWO COUNTRIES UNQTE. TALKS WERE ONE INDICATION IMPROVEMENT 
AND AGREEMENT ON PUTTING THIRD PARTY REPRESENTATION INTO 
OPERATION WOULD BE ADDITIONAL IMPROVEMENT. ALL THIS WOULD 
QTE MAKE SETTLEMENT OF CASES EASIER THAN IN THE PAST UNQHE . 


Yi 


of the United States 
a) 


GS 02-8/26 "big 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


- 
HAD MADE THEIR QTE BEST EFFORT UNQTE. ALL ARGUMENT THAT RE = 
WOULD RECIPROCATE FRANKNESS WITH WHICH | HAD MADE DETAIL&) © 
EXPLANATION ACTION TAKEN RESPECT CHINESE, IN US WAS EVADEB 
OR BRUSHED ASIDE. MY EFFORTS THIS REGARD WERE QTE INFRINGE- 
MENT OF SOVEREIGNTY AND INTERFERENCE THEIR JURIDICAL PROCESSES 
ae WHICH THEY COULD NEVER ACCEPT UNQTE. 


= | | DELIBERATELY 


_ | REPRODUCTION FROMSHIS 
____ CONF i DENT TAL COPY, IF CLASSIFIGD, 1 


PERMANENT PROHIBITED co 
RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 
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| DELIBERATELY AVO!DED ANY DISCUSSIONS DETAILS REPRESENTATION 
ARRANGEMENT IN ORDER KEEP DISCUSSION FOCUSED ON CENTRAL 
ISSUE. FOR SAME REASOW | ALSO AVOIDED ANSWERING FAMILIAR 
ALLEGATIONS TREATMENT CHINESE iN US AND THEIR TREATMENT 
AMERICANS CHINA. 


NEXT MEETING TUESDAY, 10 A.M. 
GOWEN 
MDG 
NOTE: Mr. Waddell's office (FE) notified 8/20/55 9:52 a.m. EMB( CWO ) 
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to DC/R 
FROM JOHNSON Direction 


1. FOLLOWING IS FULL TEXT WANGYS PROPOSED "UNDERSTANDINGS" 
AS GIVEN ME AUGUST 18 MEETING WHICH MAY BE HELPFUL IN 
STUDY REFERRED TO DEPTEL 582 PARAGRAPH TWO, 


2. "IN YOUR PROPOSED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT NO SPECIFIC 

PROVISIONS HAVE BEEN MADE OF THOSE NATIONALS WITH UNFINISHED 

CIVIL OR CRIMINAL CASES. AT OUR LAST MEETING, HOWEVER, YOU 

STATED THAT YOU DID NOT THINK ANYTHING THAT YOU SAID IN THE AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT IN ANY WAY INFRINGED UPON OR RAISED A QUESTION OF 
SOVEREIGNTY OR JURISDICTION AND THAT YOU DID NOT IN ANY WAY 
ATTEMPT TO DICTATE TO MY GOVERNMENT ON WHAT MEASURE OR ACTION 

1T SHOULD TAKE, THAT BEING MATTERS ONLY MY GOVERNMENT COULD DECIDE 
YOU ALSO STATED THAT YOU HAD NEVER SUGGESTED CASES OF AMERICANS 
SHOULD BE SETTLED OUTSIDE THE FRAMEWORK OF OUR LAW AND THAT YOU 
HAD ALWAYS PRESUMED. THAT THE MEASURES TAKEN BY MY GOVERNMENT 

WERE WITHIN THE FRAMEWORK OF OUR JURIDICAL PROCEDURES. 


‘he United States 


As + 
Ji 


SS Oc -"8/S6° 119 


3. ON THE BASIS OF OUR UNDERSTANDING OF YOUR STATEMENTS WE ARE 
READY TO AGREE TO WRITE DOWN IN THE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT THAT BOTH 
SIDES ANNOUNCE THAT THEY HAVE ADOPTED AND WILL FURTHER ADOPT 
APPROPRIATE MEASURES TO ENABLE THE NATIONALS OF THE OTHER SIDE 
WHO DESIRE TO RETURN TO EXERCISE THEIR RTGHTS TO DO SOp WITHOUT 
SPECIFICALLY RAISING THE QUESTION OF THOSE BEING INVOLYEDijN 


UNF ILNISHED CIVIL OR CRIMINAL CASES. ar 
on AE. oo 





MWYSTTINOOD 


4. AS REGARDS THE QUESTION OF ONE GOVERNMENT MAKING REQUESTS ON 

BEHALF OF ITS NATIONALS TOWARDS THE ENTRUSTED COUNTRY, | HAVE 

PROPOSED THAT THE RESPECTIVE GOVERNMENTS SHOULD BE ABLE TO REQUESH! 
et ON BEHALF OF THEIR OWN NATIONALS WHO DESIRE TO RETURN, THE 
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ENTRUSTED COUNTRY TO INVESTIGATE THE FACTS AND TO MAKE REPRESEN- 
TATIONS WITH THE GOVERNMENT OF THE OTHER SIDE IN ORDER TO RESOLVE 
THE DIFFICULTIES OF SUCH CIVILIANS IN THEIR DEPARTURE. HOWEVER, 
YOUR PROPOSED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ALSO FAILED TO PROVIDE FOR 
THIS POINT. AT OUR LAST MEETING YOU INDICATED THAT AFTER THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE THIRD COUNTRY ARRANGEMENT NATIONALS OF 
EACH SIDE CAN DIRECTLY APPROACH THE DIPLOMATIC MISSION OF THE 
THIRD COUNTRY CONCERNED. IF, HOWEVER, NATIONALS OF ANY SIDE 
REPORT TO THEIR GOVERNMENT ABOUT THEIR DEPARTURE BEING PREVEN, CD 
THE GOVERNMENT CONCERNED CAN ALSO REFER THESE COMPLAINTS TO TP.. 
THIRD COUNTRY FOR THE LATTER TO MAKE REPRESENTATIONS OR TO CARRY 
OUT INVESTIGATION. | BELIEVE YOU CERTAINLY WILL HAVE NO 
OBJECTION TO THAT. WITH THIS UNDERSTANDING WE WILL ALSO AGREE 
TO MAKE NO PROVIS!ON ON THIS POINT IN OUR AGREEMENT. 


5. | REQUEST THAT THE ABOVE TWO POINTS BE INCLUDED IN THE 
RECORD OF THE MEETING." 


GOWEN 


3 2/ 
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PRIORITY Lame of Officer — 


FROM JOHNSON Direction to DC/R . 


1, | DID NOT AT TODAY'S MEETING INTRODUCE TEXTUAL CHANG 
MENTIONED FIRST PARA SECRETARY'S TEL 569 NOR THOSE MENTIONED 

PARA ONE DEPTEL 582 AS IT WAS VERY CLEAR THAT QUESTION IS NOT 
VERBAL FORMULA BUT FACTUAL SITUATION AND NO CONCESS!ION.ON WORDS 
WAS GOING TO MOVE HIM TO ANY SUBSTANTIVE CONCESSION ON AMERICANS. 
WANG WILL PROBABLY AGREE ALMOST ANY VERBAL FORMULA FOR PARA ONE 
BUT WILL INSIST ON UNDERSTANDING THAT AGREEMENT DOES NOT INFRINGE 
ON CHICOM SOVEREIGNTY AND JURISDICTION WHICH HE WILL INTERPRET 

TO MEAN THAT QTE UNFINISHED CIVIL AND CRIMINAL CASES UNQTE WILL 
RE SCTTLED IN OWN WAY AND OWN TIME. 


gSso2e-8/s6°I1I9 


of the United States 


Ce SSUE IS VERY CLLAR AND THERE IS LITTLE LEFT TO SAY UNTIL 
SHiFT IN FOSITION ONE SIDE OR ANOTHER. 


3. MY PRESENT THINKING IS THAT AT TUESDAY'S MEETING | MIGHT 
IiFRODUCE REDRAFT QTE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT UNQTE BASED UPON WANG'S 
ANQUST 18 DRAFT (MYTEL 545) MODIFIED AS SUGGESTED FIRST PARA 
SECRETARY'S TEL 569 AND PARA ONE DEPTEL 582 TOGETHER WITH AN 
QrE UNDERSTANDING UNQTE ON JURISDICTION TO BE BASED ON LEGAL STUDY 
MENTIONED PARA 2 CEPTEL 582 1N WHICH | WOULD INCLUDE A STATEMENT 
OW TIMING OF CHICOM COMPLETION REVIEW QTE UNFINISHED CIVIL AND 
CRIMINAL CASES UNQTE. | WOULD THINK THAT A PHRASt SOMEWMAT AS f-7 
POLLGWS WOULD BE SUFFICIENT: QTE IT 1S UNDERSTOOD THAT G@HBXPRC C) 
HAS COMPLETED THE REVIEW OF SOME UNFINISHED CIVIL AND CRYMERAL Me, 
CASES IIVOLVING AMERICANS AND THAT THESE, AMERICANS WILL aE BLE i 
PROMPTLY TO DEPART FOR THE US. IT 1S UNDERSTOOD THAT TH REVIEW 
a OF ALL REMAINING C!vIL AND CRIMINAL CASES INVOLVING AMERICANS 4 
“A WILL BE COMPLETED WITHIN oeee0e WEEKS AND THAT THEY WILL THEREUPON™ 
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4. MY TACTIC WOULD BE TO PRESENT WANG WITH FULL TEXT OF DRAFT 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND QTE UNDERSTANDING UNQTE POINTING OUT 
HOW FAR WE HAVE GONE TO MEET HIS POINT OF VIEW AND STATING IT 


-1S ONLY FOR HIM TO INSERT SOME REASONABLE NUMBER OF WEEKS IN BLANK 


TO CONCLUDE MATTER. | WOULD STATE QTE UNDERSTANDING UNQTE WOULD 
NOT BE MADE PUBLIC. IN EVENT QTE UNDERSTANDING UNQTE BREACHED IT 
SEEMS TO ME WE WOULD HAVE FULL FREEDOM MAKE PUBLIC. 


5- CLEAR THAT UNDER HIS PRESENT !NSTRUCTIONS WANG COULD NCi 


ACCEPT: FOREGOING BUT !T WOULD PLACE ME IN STRONGEST POSSIBLE 
NEGOTIATING POSITION. 


6. ONLY OTHER SUGGCSTION | HAVE FOR ACTION ON OUR PART WHICH MIGHT 
RESOLVE IMPASSE WOULD BE TO ENTER INTO AGREEMENT WITHOUT ANY 

QTE UNDERSTANDING UNQTE ON TIME PERIOD DURING WHICH RELEASE OF 
AMERICANS WOULD BE COMPLETED BUT TAKE POSITION THAT AGENDA ITEM 

ONE NOT SETTLED UNTIL RELEASE ALL AMERICANS WHO DESIRE LEAVE 

AND THEREFORE NOT POSSIBLE PROCEED +O ITEM TWO UNTIL THAT TIME. 


| MERELY SUGGEST THIS AS A POSSIBILITY WHICH | HAVE NOT THOROUGHLY 
THOUGHT THROUGH. 


GOWEN 


NOTE: Mr. Waddell's office (FE) notified 1:45 p.m. 8/20/55 MTB 
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NO: 566 AUGUST 20, 6PM 


FROM JOHNSON | ¥ 


? 


1. AT 9TH MEETING TODAY | OPENED BY READING PREPARED STATEMENT. gp 

| SAID OUR TWO GOVERNMENTS AGREED FIRST PURPOSE DISCUSS/VONS W:.5 = 

TO SETTLE MATTER RETURN CIVILIANS WHO DESIRE TO DO SO. | HAD — Ps 
TOLD WANG EXACTLY AND PRECISELY WHAT WE HAVE DONE AND ARE PREPARE(y L 
TO DO REGARDING CHINESE IN US AND OF ARRANGEMENTS WE WILLING MAKE (yy : 
FOR THEIR ASSISTANCE BY INDIAN EMBASSY. ! REPEATED | WAS STILL “SX 
WAITING HEAR SETTLEMENT PROPOSED REGARDING AMERICAN NATIONALS OO 
DESIRING RETURN AND, WHILE NOT ATTEMPTING DICTATE ACTION TO BE ND 
‘TAKEN BY CHINESE, EMPHAS!ZED PURPOSE OUR TALKS WAS TO DISCUSS O 

ALL CIVILIANS DESIRING RETURN. 1! CONCLUDED FUTILE TO DISCUSS on 

Ol 


ao) 


(a > 


a 


FORM OF WORDS USED IN PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT UNTIL BOTH CLEAR IN OUR 
MINDS SUBSTANCE OF WHAT WE WERE ANNOUNCING. THEREFORE DIFFICULT 
FOR ME SEE HOW WE COULD MAKE FURTHER PROGRESS UNTIL THIS WAS DONE. 


of the United States 


@. WANG REVERTED TO HIS LINE ARGUMENT LAST MEETING ACCUSING US 
RAISING SAME OLD POINTS AND INTRODUCING NOTHING NEW. STATED IF 
WE AGREED TO TEXT ANNOUNCEMENT THEN HE WOULD TELL PROCEDURES 


HIS GOVERNMENT WILLING TAKE AND RESULTS CASES OF AMERICANS WHICH 
HAVE BEEN REVIEWED. 
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3. | THEN ASKED SERIES SIMPLE, DIRECT QUESTIONS IN ATTEMPT FURTHES 
CLARIFY HIS EXACT POSITION. C)> 


‘ind 
oO fe 





- 
4. | ASKED IF HIS GOVERNMENT WAS REVIEWING ALL CIVIL AND CRIMMRAL 
CASES INVOLVING AMERICANS. HE REPLIED HE HAD ANSWERED THI Se on? 
QUESTION IN AFFIRMATIVE MANY TIMES. a3 g 


— Rng 
mR y 

5. | ASKED WHETHER AS SOON AS GOVERNMENTS AGREED ARRANG® THIRD2&4 ‘ 
PARTY ASSISTANCE FOR CIVILIANS WHO WISHED RETURN HE WOULD INFORM 

US RESULTS CASES AMERICANS REVIEWED. HE AGREED. > 

ea ) PLE . 

6 ASKED WHETHER REVIEWS CASES ALL AMERICANS COMPL tout 
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TALKS REPRESENTED IMPROVEMENT. ALSO THEIR RELEASE OF "GUILTY" 
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HEDGED. | STATED !MPL!ICATION WAS THAT ALL NOT COMPLETED. HE 
RETURNED TO STANDARD FORMULA THAT THEY WOULD ADVISE ON RESULTS 
WHEN REVIEWS COMPLETED. LATER HE STATED VERY CLEARLY REVIEWS HAD 
BEEN COMPLETED ON SOME BUT NOT THE OTHERS. 


CONCERNED WOULD BE ABLE RETURN PROMPTLY TO US. HE REPLIED CLEARLY 
THAT THEY COULD DEPART CHINA PROMPTLY. 


8. | ASKED WHETHER POSSIBLE GIVE ESTIMATE TIME REQUIRED COi-iPLETE 
REVIEWS REMAINING CASES IN ACCORDANCE LAWS AND PROCEDURES HIS 
GOVERNMENT. HE REPLIED TIME REQUIRED COMPLETE REVIEWS DEPENDtD 
UPON TWO FACTORS; (1) NATURE OF CASES INVOLVED, WHICH INCLUDED 
CONDUCT OF PERSONS THEMSELVES; AND (2) THE STATE OF RELATIONS 
BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES. IN AMPLIFYING LATTER, HE SAID THESE 














AIRMEN DONE IN EFFORT IMPROVE RELATIONS. LATER HE ADDED 
AGREEMENT ON THIRD PARTY REPRESENTATION WOULD ALSO CONSTITUTE 
IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS. 


9. | STATED IT TAKES TWO TO IMPROVE RELATIONS AND THAT | KNEW OF 
NO SINGLE THING WHICH FROM OUR STANDPOINT WOULD DO MORE TO IMPROVE 
RELATIONS THAN REACHING SOLUTION ON QUESTION RETURN OUR NATIONALS. 
ADDED THAT IF HE COULD STATE SPECIFIC PERIOD TIME REQUIRED TO 
REVIEW CASES AMERICANS AND PERMIT THEM RETURN, THIS WOULD BE OF 
GREAT HELP IN IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS. WANG REPLIED IMPOSSIBLE AND 
UNREALISTIC PREDICT TIME REQUIRED SUCH REVIEW, BUT IF AGREEMENT 
REACHED ON REPRESENTATION AND RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR COUNTRIES 
IMPROVED_ TH THINGS WOULD-MOVE FASIER THAN IN THE-PAST. HE COMMENTED 
HE COULD NOT EXPECT ME TO SAY WHEN CHINESE STUDENTS WOULD BE ABLE 
LEAVE US. | REPLIED IMMEDIATELY THAT |! COULD AND REPEATED MY 
CATEGORICAL ASSURANCE WHEN HE ENDEAVORED QUALIFY IT. 


10. AT THIS POINT HE BEGAN READING LONG PREPARED STATEMENT REVIEW- 
ING ALL POINTS HE BROUGHT UP AT LAST MEETING. THESE !NCLUDED: 
THEIR ALLEGED WILLINGNESS AGREE OUR TEXT; THEIR ASSURANCE THEY HAD 
MADE GREATEST EFFORT REACH AGREEMENT AND RESPONSIBILITY FOR FAILURE 
NOT THEIRS; CLAIM THAT AMERICANS AT NO TIME WERE PREVENTED FROM 
LEAVING CHINA AND MORE HAD LEFT PROPORTIONATELY THAN CHINESE HAD 

LEFT 
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LEFT US; STATEMENT ALL CASES WERE BEING REVIEWED AND CIVIL CASES 
COULD LEAVE UPON REASONABLE SETTLEMENT WHILE CRIMINAL CASES WOULD 
RECEIVE LENIENT TREATMENT; AND THEIR OBJECTION THAT OUR INSISTENCE 
RELEASE ALL AMERICANS HELD CONSTITUTED INTERFERENCE THEIR LAW 

AND JURIDICAL PROCESSES WHICH THEY COULD NEVER ACCEPT. 


11. STATEMENT CONCLUDED ALLEGING DIFFICULTIES CHINESE STUDENTS 
DEPARTING US DUE HARASSMENT BY IMMIGRATION OFFICIALS, DELAYS 

DUE LOSS THEIR FILES BY AUTHORITIES, INCONVENIENCE DUE CONF i sCATION 
OF FUNDS SENT FOR THEIR TRAVEL AND INTIMIDATION STUDENTS GO TU 
TAIWAN OR APPLY FOR REFUGEE STATUS IN US. HE SAID SOME RECENTLY 
RETURNED CHINESE RECEIVED OFFICIAL OBSTRUCTION EVEN AFTER THEY 

HAS LEFT US AND OBSTRUCTION EXTENDED EVEN TO HONG KONG. JHE wet 
THESE CRITICISMS CONCERNED ONLY ORDINARY CHINESE IN US AND COULD 





NOT TELL HIM OFFHAND HOW MANY MORE CHINESE WERE DETAINED o JAILED 








UNDER FEDERAL AND STATE LAWS DUE TO UNFINISHED CIVIL AND CRIMINAL 








CASES. HE REQUESTED OUR SIDE INVESTIGATE SUCH CASES AND ADDED 


THIRD PARTY WOULD ALSO LOOK INTO MATTER. HE CONCLUDED ON THEME 
WHICH HE EMPHASIZED OFTEN BEFORE TO EFFECT THAT DEMANDS AMOUNTING 


TO INFRINGEMENT ON THEIR SOVEREIGNTY AND JURIDICAL PROCESS COULD 
NOT BE TOLERATED. 





l2. | SAID IN REPLY ONLY THAT | KNEW OF NO CHINESE WHO DESIRED 
RETURN INVOLVED IN WHAT HE TERMED UNFINISHED CIVIL AND CRIMINAL 
CASES AND FURTHERMORE THAT IF HE WOULD PROVIDE ME WITH NAMES | 
WOULD IMMEDIATELY LOOK INTO ANY CASES CHINESE WHOSE DEPARTURE HAD 


BEEN INTERFERED WITH BY OFFICIAL ACTS CONTRARY TQ STATEMENTS | HAD 
MADE . 


13. WANG CLOSED MEETING BY SAYING IF WE FAILED AGREE ON ANNOUNCEMENT [Re 
IT WAS NOT HIS RESPONSIBILITY AS THEY HAD MADE THEIR GREATEST EFFORT. Be: 
HE SAID HE COULD NOT PROVIDE ME WITH NAMES OF CHINESE STUDENTS Be! 
IN DIFFICULTY LEST OUR ACTIONS AGAINST THEM SHOULD BE EVEN MORE fre 
UNFAVORABLE « / ; 


GOWEN 
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We are telegraphing separately swith. view 89. 1g 


e pre =~ > 


introduction by you at August* 25 necting, ful “ext off 


changes which we consider essential). and request yoursg ee 
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The Ambassadors of the USA and the PRC have agreed tof": og ) 
announce the measures which their respective Governments , \ 2 
adopted with respect to repatriation of civilians who ces “toms 


—, 


return to their respective countries. 





With respect to Chinese residing in the United States, An- 
bassador Johnson, on behalf of the US Government, has informed 
Ambassador Wang that: (1) The US recognizes that Chinese in the 
USA who desire to return to the PRC are now entitled to do so : 


. 


and declares that it has adopted measures so that they may in 


_# 


‘ 
‘. ?. 
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fact promptly return. (2) The US will authorize the Government 


of the Republic of India to assist return to the PRC of those 


@-« 


. %;.; 


Chinese who desire to do so as follows: (a) If any Chinese in 


the USA believes that contrary to the declared policy of the SSA 
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he is encountering obstruction in departure he may so inform 
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the Indian Embassy in the USA and request it to make representa- seal | 
tions on his behalf to the US Government. If desired by the PRC ~ base - 
the Indian Government may also make investigation of the facts in ~ "2 
any such case. (b) If a Chinese in the US who desires to return to. . 
the PRC has difficulty in psying his return expenses, the Indian 
Government may render him financial assistance needed to permit his 
return. (3) The Government of the US will give wide publicity in 
the USA to the foregoing arrangements and the Government of India 

may also do so. 

With respect to Americans residing in the PRC, Ambassador Wang 
on behalf of the PRC has informed Ambassador Johnson that: (1) The 
PRC recognizes that Americans in the PRC who desire to return to 
the USA are entitled to do so and declares that it has adopted and 
will further adopt appropriate measures so that they can promptly 
exercise their right to return. (2) The PRC will authorize the 
Government of the UK to assist in the return to the US of those 
Americans who desire to do so as follows: (a) If any American in 
the PRC believes that contrary to the declared policy of the PRC 
he is encountering obstruction in departure he may so inform the 
Otf$ce of the Charge d'Affaires of the UK in the PRC and request 


it. to make representations on his behalf to the Government of the 






PRC. If desired by the US, the Government of the UK msy also 


make investigation of the facts in any such case. (b) If an a 
American in the PRC who desires to return to the US has difficulty "ee 
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in paying his return expenses, the Government of the UK may render _| 
him financial assistance needed to permit his return. (3) The 
Government of the PRC will give wide publicity in the PRC to the 


foregoing arrangements. 
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assistance needed to permit his r@kurn. (3) The Government of 
the US will «ive wide publicity in tMe USA to the foregoing 


arrangements and the Govermment of India y also do so. 
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Info 3 
™3 10: Secretary of State = — & 
NO; 571 August 22, 11 a.m. Date of Action 
o Action Office Symbol.._-- 
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= NIACT Name of Officer }}.. 
r FROM JOHNSON Direction to DC/R a 
c i. Subject following comments concur text draft ‘lagreed _ 
- announcement" DEPTEL 599: -_ 
- Ww ® 
fs * A) Note that word "nationals" has been dropped following oO 
2% 3 "Chinese" and "American" where appeared all previous texts Ol 
a a including those we introduced. Not clear on reason and ~ 
ove desire authority restore if question raised by Wang. o) 
+ ‘ 
os ‘ (B) Assume omi3sion phrase "and the Government UK may also N) 
=o do so" in numbered paragraph 3 (last sentence DEPTEL 598) N) 
=? inadvertent. Probably little value under conditions in PRC Ol 
.* but do not see why we do not obtain for what it may be worth Ol 
© exactly same privilege for UK in PRC as we give Indta in US. 
o In any event as phrased is discretionary rather than obligatory 
a for UK. 
© 2. Believe it will not be possible avoid question "jurisdict- 
zg ion". As I have previously said they obviously concerned we > 
mm 


are attempting in some way reestablish extraterritorial principle 
for Americans in PRC. Rightly or wrongly I have said in in- 
formal give and take substantially what Wang quotes in paragraph 
2 my telegram 563 and he will insist I either reaffirm, deny or 
amend the statement. It still seems to me that my statement is 
unexceptional and is consistent with language latter part para- 











° “~~ - _ 
awe rE ae Se ee at”. “we AD. inom 


graph 5 my telegram 564. My thought would be simply set forth 
in "understanding" that "nothing in agreed announcement igtin- j;11 
tended raise any question of sovereignty, or jurisdiction wv 
nationals of one country in territory of other and that itui y 
assumed that measures referred to in numbered paragraph 1 of Nie | 
statement) by Ambassador Wang contained in ‘agreed announcefienU 
and measures referred to in paragraph 1 of statement by Amg@&ssadog. 
Johnson in ‘agreed announcement' are taken within the framework 4 
mq, of the laws and legal procedures of their respective countries." > 
: 3. It seems to me this is not inconsistent with first sentence ~ 
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paragraph 3 DEPTEL 598. My thought is that such an “under- 
standing" including language latter part paragraph 3 my 
telegram 564 would in substance simply be oral statements 
exchanged be.ween Wang and myself in meeting, aithough we 
would, in accordance with our arrangement at opening talks, 


give to other copy of any remarks we had made which we desired 
other side have exact words. 


4. Believe my ability do this would materially strengthen 
my negotiating position in attempting extract from him 
"understanding" on timing release Americans. 
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dropped minimize possible Chinese claim that we recognize in public .- 
document jurisdiction of PRC over Chinese in USA. 
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rs its QUOTE nationals UNQUOTE. sf | L . S 
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re > (b) No objection adding phrase QUOTE and the Government UK may , an 

ow t 7 ah © & 

= = also do so UNQUOTE. We purposely omitted phrase because we unable see” =~@ * a : 
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oe are ae 
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7) ted ° 
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569, paragraph l. 


We would not be willing proceed to item 2 of agenda 
until all Americans actually released or acceptable time limit agreed 
UpON » 

4. 4£ it should prove utterly impossible get Wang's agreement to 
foregoing without an QUOTE understanding UNQUOTE, you are authorized 
indicate you would consider ad referendum an oral QUOTE understanding 
UNQUOTE which would cover both Wang's jurisdication point and definition 


word QUOTE promptly UNQUOTE. If we agreed to QUOTE understanding UNQUOTE 





it could not repeat not be private. It would have to be announced 


simultaneously with agreement. Text this QUOTE understanding WNQUOTE 


telegraphed separately. 
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' a Deptel Ge2 nannies is text “ "understanding" autho e is 

as fall-back position: 
involve “Te 


"Nothing in agreed announcements are intended #oeamem any question of * 
sovereignty or jurisdiction and it is assumed that measures referred to in : 
the announcements are taken within framework of laws and legal procedures, 
of their respective countries, It is understood that the PRC has completed 
the review of some unfinished civil and criminal cases involving Ane rican 





and that these Americans will be able promptly to depart for the U. S. : 


It is understood that the review of all remaining civil and criminal cases 


(blank) 
involving Americans will be completed within / weeks and that they will 


of the United States 


thereupon be able to depart for the U. S." 
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Dear Alex: 


= 
bod 
» 
Le) 
; 
Cc 
hs 
S 3 This has been a hectic morning with all efforts concentrated 
ae on getting out a reply to your 571 in time for a possible further 
oan exchange with you before tomorrow's meeting. The pouch is closing 
cu : now, so I won't be able to put anything substantive in this letter. 
h $e I just want you to know that the pouch channel is still open and 
se thet we are working pretty long hours, seven days a week on the 3 
hs Geneva problems. It is a pity that I can not put full time on + 
os Geneva. It is physically impossible to run the office and devote - 
e - | proper time and reflection to your problems. "7 
£ Oo U 
& We hope to establish a semi-weekly pouch service to Geneva rn 
a so that if all goes well you will receive a letter from me a few io 
s<8) 
— days hence. 
-- 
” Sincerely 
O 
S 
The Honorable 


U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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VERY LIMITED DISTRIBUTION “9 of Of Picer - 


FROM JOHNSON sa0g *! 


1 HAD WANG TO DINNER LAST NIGHT WITH EKVALL AND WANG®*S 
INTERPRETER. TALKED FROM 7:30 UNTIL MIDNIGHT USING EVERY 


DEVICE OF CARROT AND STICK OF WHICH | WAS CAPABLE BUT MADE 
NO VISIBLE PROGRESS. 


2. | HAD NOT INTENDED ENTER INTO DETAILED DISCUSSION NEGOTIATIONS 
BUT HE TOOK INITIATIVE, RESTATING HIS POSITION AND TRYING 
TO IMPRESS ON ME NUMBER AMERICANS THAT WOULD IMMEDIATELY BE 
RELEASED "WAS VERY CONSIDERABLE" AND NUMBER REMAINING 
"WOULD NOT BE LARGE", HE WAS OBVIOUSLY TRYING VERY 
HARD TO REASSURE ME “EVERYTHING WAS GOING BE ALL RIGHT" 
AND THAT RELEASE REMAINDER WOULD NOT TAKE LONG WITHOUT 
SAYING ANYTHING | COULD SEIZE UPON AS COMMITMENT. (HIS 
INSTRUCTIONS ARE CLEARLY VERY RIGID ON THIS.) IN RESPONSE 
, MY PRESSING HIM THROUGHOUT EVENING ON DEFINITE TIME HE CONTINUED 
~ RETURN TO AN INVOLVED AND TORTUOUS EXPLANATION WHICH | FOUND 
IT ENTIRELY IMPOSSIBLE TO PIN COWN TO A DEFINITE TIME PERIOD, 
A 
HOWEVER THE PURPORT SEEMED TO BE THAT TIME WOULD BE LESS THAN 
YEAR, AS WOULD BE "DOUBLY EASY AND DOUBLY QUICK" OVER 7 t 
4 
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of the United States 
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SITUATION DURING PAST YEAR. HOWEVER, OMINOUS NOTE OF tk 
"STATE OF RELATIONS" AS ONE FACTOR_IN TIMING CONTINUED 14 ; 
REAPPEAR. | RETURNED AGAIN AND AGAIN TO NECESSITY SPECIFCC & 
PROMISE ON TIME, EVEN PRIVATE IF THEY DESIRED (DEPTEL 60¢m J 

aug, WAS NOT RECEIVED UNTIL AFTER | HAD RETURNED) BUT HE FLATLY rr 
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~2- 585, AUGUST 23, 9 AoMe, FROM GENEVA 


REFUSED. "ABSOLUTELY WOULD NOT Be FORCED INTO AND COULD NOT / 
STATE ANY EXACT TIME" i 


3. WHILE TOUCHING IN VARYING DEGREE ON MOST OF ARGUMENTS | : 
HAVE USED IN PREVIOUS MEETINGS I HAMMERED HARD ON THEME THAT 7a 
THEY WERE ENTIRELY MISREADING AMERICAN PUBLIC OPINION IF ray: 
THEY EXPECTED SLOW PIECEMEAL RELEASES TO "IMPROVE RELATIONS", an 
ANY RELEASE INVOLVES TELLING OF STORIES BY FORMER PRI- : 
SONERS AND PRODUCED VERY ADVERSE PUBLIC OPINION REACTIONS, = 
THIS HAD TO BE EXPECTED. BEST COURSE IN THEIR SELF-INTEREST : 
WAS CARRY OUT IMMEDIATE RELEASE: OF ALL. WANG COUNTERED WE HAD - 
PREVIOUSLY MADE FLYERS MAJOR FACTOR, THEY WOULD NOT RELEASE De 4 
EVEN RESPONSE UN SECGEN, BUT RELEASED UNILATERALLY INTEREST ! 
GOOD ATMOSPHERE AND DEMONSTRATION GOOD FAITH THESE TALKS. os 
"11D NOT HOLD THEM AS BARGAINNG COUNTERS AND DID NOT INTEND 4a 
HOLD ANY OTHERS AS BARGAINING COUNTERS.” THEY KNEW 

COL. ARNOLD VERY "ANTAGONISTIC" BUT THIS DID NOT PREVENT aa, 
HIS BEING INCLUDED RELEASE. INTIMATION WAS THEY VERY DISAPPOINTED - 
NOT ONLY AT PUBLIC REACTION TO RELEASE BUT THAT AFTER FLYERS | . 
HAD BEEN REMOVED AS SUBJECT THESE TALKS WE HAD NOW RAISED 

ANTE IN DEMANDING RELEASE ALL OTHERS IMMEDIATELY OR IN SPECIFIED 

TIME. | COUNTERED BY RETURNING TO THEME PUBLIC REACTION TO BE 

EXPECTED, NOTED PRESS ATTENTION FLYERS NOW DECLINING AND CITED 

AS PROOF VALUE GETTING REMAINING CASES COMPLETED QUICKLY AS 

POSSIBLE. BELIEVE THIS LINE MAY HAVE MADE SOME IMPRESSION. 


4. | CAREFULLY OUTLINED SUCCESSIVE CONCESSIONS WE HAD MADE TO 
OBTAIN AGREEMENT AND REPEATEDLY STRESSED "WE COULD GO NO -FUR= 
THER". "WE DID NOT EVEN HAVE A DEFINITE. PROMISE, — - 

MUCH LESS PERFORMANCE WE EXPECTED, _ PARTICULARLY [IN LIGHT. CHOU'S 
STATEMENTS". | ALSO MADE IT CLEAR. COULD NOT PROCEED ANY- 

THING ELSE UNTIL ITEM ONE SETTLED. ((HE HAS NEVER SUGGESTED 


WE DO SO BUT OF COURSE THEIR IDEA OF SETTLEMENT ae 
AND OURS ARE STILL VERY DIFFERENT.) ALSO IN CONTEXT IMPORTANCE Ay" 
THEIR MEETING OUR POSITION ON ITEM ONE SAID IT WAS IMPORTANT AGREE- we 


MENT BE REACHED AS IF WE FAILED PROBABLY WOULD BE LONG TIME 
UNTIL CONTACT SUCH AS THIS COULD BE owe | HE PUT HIS OWN 
EMPHASIS ON LATTER THEME. 


4 (HE GAVE ME GOOD OPPORTUNITY TO MAKE CLEAR NO POSSIBILITY EVEN 
CONSIDERING AMERICAN VISITORS UNTIL ALL AMERTCANS NOW DETAINED 


— 
RELEASED 
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RELEASED BY BRINGING UP THEIR DESIRE FOR VISITORS INCLUDING ,. 
AMERICANS AND MENTIONING PROPOSAL FOR EXCHANGE "CHINESE; OPERA" * 
AND PORGY AND BESS COMPANIES.| (THIS REGARD SAID 

THEY WERE NOT "BOXERS" DESIRING EXPEL FOREIGNERS.) 


5 DURING FIRST PART OF EVENING HE MADE APPARENTLY VERY 
PURPOSEFUL LEAD UP TO BUT DID NOT PURSUE IDEA AMERICAN AID THEIR 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT "WHICH WOULD REQUIRE AT LEAST TO END 

OF CENTURY". MUCH OF THIS WAS FAMILIAR CHOU LINE WITH 

FOREIGN VISITORS. HOWEVER THERE WAS NO REFERENCE WHATEVER 

TO USSR, FRANK ADMISSION MUCH DIFFICULTY AND SPECIAL REFERENCE 
TO "PEASANT CONSERVATISM", CHINA WANTS NO WAR WITH US, 
TRADTTIONALLY FRIENDLY, NOSTALGIC REMINISCENCES OF FRIENDSHIP 
DURING WORLD WAR II ETC. 








6. | SPOKE VERY FRANKLY ON PARTICULARLY CHICOM TREATMENT US 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC PERSONNEL AT TIME CHICOM TAKEOVER AND 
ALSO ON LACK JUSTIFICATION CHICOM INTERVENTION KOREA AND OUR 
UNPARALLELED RESTRAINT THERE. HIS DEFENSE TREATMENT CONSULAR ~ 
AND DIPLOMATIC PERSONNEL PERFUNCTORY AND ALMOST ADMISSION HAD 
BEEN MISTAKE. HE SHOWED LITTLE INCLINATION DEFEND KOREAN 
INTERVENTION OR TO RETREAT BEHIND "VOLUNTEERS", 














7+ SUBJECTS FORMOSA, SEVENTH FLEET, TRADE CTC. NOT MENTIONED 
ANY WAY. ~ 


8. WE AGREED MEET AS SCHEDULED THIS MORNING AT WHICH TIME | 
WILL INTRODUCE OUR COUNTERPROPOSAL ACCORDANCE DEPTEL 571 

AND PREVIOUS FOR WHICH I PREPARED GROUND LAST NIGHT. HOWEVER 
VIEW LAST NIGHT®S TALK WILL KEEP DISCUSSION TO MINIMUM NEC- 
ESSARY. 
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NO: 586, AUGUST 23, 11 A.M. 30 ef Action i fas é 
/etion Office Symbo ) 4 
8 NIACT tne of Officer// Wh 
: : AS 
3 FROM JOHNSON rection to DC/R 44! 
5 AT 10TH MEETING THIS MORNING LASTING 25 MINUTES | — 
a TEXT CONTAINED DEPTEL 599. oO 
23 _ 
Ls ©] 
So PRESENTING DRAFT | NOTED THAT CONTAINED MOST LANGUAGE WANG!S = 
cy) AUGUST 18TH DRAFT, CALLED ATTENTION TO USE OF "GOVERNMENT OF oO 
oe INDIA", DIFFERENCE IN WORDING BETWEEN PARAGRAPHS ONE OF TwO Ol 
25) SECTIONS MADE NECESSARY BY DIFFERENCE IN SITUATION AND THEIR ~ 
a2 FAILURE MEET OUR POSITION, AND PARTICULARLY POINTED OUT THAT e 
&* WORD "PROMPTLY" IN FIRST PARAGRAPH CHINESE DECLARATION. SAID nN 
£0 MUST BE FIRM DEFINITION THIS WORD, NEED NOT BE WRITTEN INTO Ol 
Ma ANNOUNCEMENT BUT COULD BE IN FORM ORAL UNDERSTANDING. DID NOT on 
@ WANT TO LABOR GROUND WE HAD PREVIOUSLY COVERED BUT WANTED TO ol 
= MAKE IT PERFECTLY CLEAR WITHOUT ANY POSSIBILITY MISUNDERSTAND- 
v ING US GOVERNMENT CANNOT (REPEAT CANNOT) ACCEPT ANY ARRANGEMENT 
% UNDER WHICH IT WOULD BE POSSIBLE FOR RELEASE ANY AMERICANS. BE 
=) 


INDEFINITELY DELAYED. MUSI KNOW ALL WILL BE ABLE LEAVE WiIbIN 
BEASONABLE IJME.s BEQUESTED BE INEOBM b1S GOYEBNWENI IbAI VS 
CONSIDERS Ib1S VITAL. Ib1JS DBAEI WENT 45 EAB AS 1 IbOUGHI WE 
COULD GO JN MEETING b1S POJNI OF VIEW. 


WANG SIAIED DESIRED RESERVE COMMENT MY DRAEI UNIJL NEXT "9 
BUI OFEWAND DID NOI SEE BEASON FOR DIFEEBENCE OF WORDING.O§ 

IWO PABAGBAPHS_ONEs IVEN BEPEAIED JN SUMMARY FORM PREYIOUS? 
SIAIEMENIS IMAI "COULD NOT POSSIBLY ACCEPI IJME LIMII AS ThE 
WOULD AMOUNT IO SUBMJIIJNG IO COEBCJONs” ALSO BEPEAIED ~ i 
NUMBEB IMMEDIATELY IO BE BELEASED "NOI SMALL" anp CASES & Y ? 
REMAINING COULD BE CONSIDERED "EAYOBABLY. QUICKLY AND EASTLY 


; tl 
bm - BECAUSE OF_FACIOBS QF AITJIUDE PBISONEBS, EACI OF OUB SGBEEMED I~ 
~~ AND JMPROVEMENI JN BELATIONS2.s 


vd 


CLIN 





< 







THIS | 


ION F 
CONF IDENT IAL COPY, IF CLASSIF Is 


PERMANENT PROHIBITED re 
RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action'taken e 














— <a. > —_—__ .. = - a ———— es - - _- + Fe — - ™ s ees =: = - 
ae é 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





of the "nited States 


CONF IDENT IAL 
-2- 586, AUGUST 23, 11 A.M. FROM GENEVA 


1 MADE NO DETAILED REPLY BUI EXPRESSED HOPE KE WOULD SEND DRAET 
IQ HIS GOVERNMENT FOR MOSI CAREFUL SIUDY AS WAS VERY IMPORTANT. 


WANG SUGGESTED AND 1 ACCEPIED NEXT MEETING IBURSDAYs10 AMs 
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NO: 586, August 23, 11 a.m. “On Office Sie 
: Of Officer — 
° NIACT . _ 
a ae ten to DoyR 
FROM JOHNSON —_— 
ce 
= At 10th meeting this morning lasting 25 minutes I presented 
> (OA text contained DEPTEL 599. 
. 
fs 1 Presenting draft I noted that conteined most , panguage we J s 
= August 18 draft, called attention \o use of "Government o 
cup India, ' difference in wording between peocgreest one of two 
oe sections made necessary by differende in situstion and their 
S=, failure meet our position, and partitularly pointed out that 
s= word "promptly" in first paragraph Chinese decleration. Said 
=— 2 must be firm definition this Sore. need not be written into 
e* announcement but could be in form oral understending. Did not 
7. - want to lsbor groujshaff* covered, but\wanted to make it 
£ perfectly clear without any misundersta ding US Government 
3 cannot accept any arrangement under whiadh it would be possible 
= for release any American cfx* 
g MDG-15 
ane | 
*As received. Correction to follow. 
NOTE: Advence copy to Mr. Waddell (FE) 9:10 alm. 6/23/55 DES 
a "YN 
Sul ae ' 
43VU i 
‘ CH\ 
a | 
So oo i 
33V.> 
REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
CONFIDENTIAL COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 
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hi 
) FROM JOHNSON “eetion to Deva 


ADDITIONAL MINOR SIDELIGHTS ON DINNER WITH WANG LAST NIGHT: 


|JPART ICULARLY INQUIRED ABOUT BEDELL SMITH'S HEALTH AND LATER 
MADE POINT OF SAYING "BETTER RELATIONS BEGAN" WHEN 

SMITH SPOKE TO CHOU IN BUFFET AT LAST YEAR'S GENEVA CONFERENCE 
EXPRESSING HOPE RELATIONS MIGHT IMPROVE. 








' 


GAVE USUAL LINE ON CIVIL WAR EVENTS BUT WITH NOTICEABLE RESTRAINT 
IN TREATMENT KUOMINTANG AND CHIANG KAI-SHEK. 


g¢sec-8/c6" Lo 


of the United States 


WERE THANKFUL AND APPRECIATIVE AMERICAN AID TO CHINA DURING 
WORLD WAR I! “EVEN THOUGH NONE RECEIVED BY COMMUNISTS AS IT 
CONSTITUTED CONTRIBUTION NATIONAL STRENGTH IN FIGHT AGAINST 
JAPAN, 
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IN REPLY MY RAISING COMMUNIST BLOC CHARACTERISTICS OF SUPER- 
SECRECY AND HYPERSENSITIVITY TO CRITICISM AS MAJOR BARRIERS TO 
FRUITFUL INTERCHANGE PERSONS AND IDEAS WHICH HE HAD BEEN URGING, v 
HE DID NOT CONTEST BUT IMPLIED IMPROVEMENT THIS REGARD UNDER > 
WAY. HE WAS VERY QUICK REJECT ANY IMPLPCATION CHINESE COMMUNISTS 


IDENTIFICATION WITH SATELLITES WHEN | CITED PERSONAL EXPERIENCE IN 
CZECHOSLOVAKIA. 


REJECTED MY SUGGESTION CHINA LACKED NATURAL RESOURCES, 
ONLY PROBLEM WAS EXTRACTION. 


6S6h 21 843 
asm 
aul 


NOTED FULL TEXTS SECRETARY'S AND PRESIDENT'S STATEMENTS AND “4 
“@" = SPEECHES ON FAR EAST PUBLISHED IN CHINESE COMMUNIST PRESS. ve 
“.a 
.° S GOWEN REPRODUCTION FROM 
py FS Lf. te nin ab COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS? | ~- 
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1, TEXT HANDED WANG DIFFERED ONLY AS FOLLOWS FROM DEP 


"> (A) PHRASE "AND THE GOVERNMENT UK MAY ALSO DO SO" RESTORED IN 
%-4 ORDER AVOID WORDING WANG COULD OBJECT TO AS "UNEQUAL". 


B®» (8) WORD "RESIDING" DELETED ACCORDANCE DEPTEL 602. 


(Cc) FULL NAMES OF AMBASSADORS GIVEN IN PARAGRAPH TWO. 


SGee-8/S6°119 


(D) PHRASE "MAKE INVESTIGATION OF" IN PARAGRAPH TWO (A) 
BOTH SECTIONS CHANGED TO "INVESTIGATE". 





2. | ASSUME REQUIREMENT THAT "UNDERSTANDING" BE PUBLIC IS 
AFPLICABLE ONLY TO TYPE REFERRED TO PARAGRAPH 4 DEPTEL 602 

AND THAT "ORAL UNDERSTANDING" ALONG LINES PARAGRAPH 3 SAME 
JELEGRAM WOULD NOT NECESSARILY HAVE TO BE MADE PUBLIC UNLESS 
BREACHED. ACTING ON AUTHORITY SECRETARY'S 569 | HAD PREVIOUSLY 
TOLD WANG SUCH UNDERSTANDING COULD BE PRIVATE. 


y 
3. WANG'SHOWED NO INCLINATION RETREAT FROM POSITION THAT HE GR.0> 
NOT STATE DEFINITE TIME LIMIT WITHIN WHICH ALL AMERICANS COUL 
RELEASED, SINCE THIS WOULD AMOUNT TO SUBMITTING TO COERCION, E 
ONLY THE SLIGHT CONCESSION OF ASSURING ME THAT NUMBER AMER IAN 

TO BE RELEASED IMMEDIATELY "NOT SMALL" AND THAT CASES OF ,, 
REMAINDER COULD BE CONSIDERED FAVORABLY AND QUICKLY. HOWEVER 


LATTER PART OF ASSURANCE QUESTIONABLE VALUE SINCE SETTLEMENS 
REMAINING AMERICAN CASES LINKED TO "IMPROVEMENT OF RELATIONS 
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BETWEEN 7WO COUNTRIES". THIS ENABLES PEIPING HALT RELEASE 
OF AMERICANS WHENEVER THEY FEEL WE NOT "COOPERAT!NG" 
SUFFICIENTLY TO IMPROVE RELATIONS. J| WILL CONTINUE PRESS WANG 


HARD FOR FIRM COMM:|TMENT REGARDING TIME BUT FORESEE NO EARLY 
CHANGE IN HiS ATTITUDE. 


4, SEE NO REASON CHANGE ASSESSMENT IN MY 457 THAT ONLY WITH GREAT 
DIFFICULTY AND MUCH TIME COULD WE BUDGE WANG FROM HIS POSITION. 
NEVERTHELESS, | BELIEVE IT STILL WORTHWHILE HAMMERING AT HIM ONE 
OR TWO MORE MEETINGS, EVEN THOUGH EACH OF US HAS ALREADY RE*CHED 
A POSITION FROM WHICH IT WILL BECOME INCREASINGLY DIFFICULT ic 
-| BACK DOWN, SHOULD THAT BECOME NECESSARY TO AVOID COMPLETE DEAD (Ke 
' MY TACTICS WILL BE TO HOLD A VERY FIRM LINE WHILE WATCHING CAR.- 
FULLY FOR ANY HINT OF COMPROMISE ON HIS PART. WE SHOULD BE FULLY 
' AWARE. HOWEVER, THAT THESE TACTICS ARE RISKY, FOR THEY MAY RESULT 
ONLY IN A CORRESPONDING STIFFENING OF PEIPING'S POSITION WHICH 


' WILL MAKE IT THAT MUCH MORE DIFFICULT TO FIND COMPROMISE SOLUTiON 
SHOULD WE DECIDE THAT IS NECESSARY. 


Se $i NO PROGRESS |S MADE IN NEXT MEETING OR TWO WE WILL FACE 

) VERY SLRIOUS DECISION. WANG'S MOST RECENT STATEMENTS SUGGEST 
STRONGLY THAT MORE THAN HALF OF DETAINED AMERICANS MIGHT BE RELEASED 
IMMEDIATELY UPON OUR REACHING AGREEMENT. FAIRLY EARLY ACTION CAN 
FROBABLY BE EXPECTED ON A NUMBER OF OTHERS.» HOW LONG ARE WE 
JUSTIF TED IN DELAY'tNG AND POSSIBLY EVEN JEOPARDIZING RELEASE OF  . 


THESE PERSONS IN EFFORT TO OBTAIN COMMITMENT FOR RELEASE OF ALL 
WITHIN DEF INiTE TIME? 
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6. WOWEVER LOGICAL AND JUSTIFIED, DIFFERENCE iN LANGUAGE PARA ONE 
TWO SECTIONS IS GOING GREATLY INCREASE DIFFICULTY OBTAINING SUB- 
SITANTIVE AGREEMENT WE DESIRE, | FEEL IT WAS WORTH PUTTING FORWARD 
AS BARGAINING TACTIC BUT WOULD LIKE HAVE AUTHORITY AT TIME | WOULD 
CONSIDER DESIRABLE MAKE LANGUAGE PARA ONE US SECTION IDENTICAL 
41TH LANGUAGE OF PARA ONE CHINESE SECTION, OF TEXT DEPTEL 599. 
IN CASE OF US "FURTHER APPPROPRIATE MEASURES" WOULD BE UNDERSTOOD 
TO REFER TO ACCEPTANCE OF THIRD-PARTY ARRANGEMENT. IN 
CASE OF CHINESE, WOULD BE UNDERSTOOD TO -INCLUDE ALSO REVIEW OF 
"UNFINISHED CIVIL AND CRIMINAL CASES" INVOLVING AMERICANS. 
. THUS, TEXTS TWO SECTIONS WOULD BE IDENTICAL AND CHINESE COULD 

| NOT OBJECT TO “UNEQUAL TREATMENT" TO WHICH THEY HYPER-SENSITIVE. 
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letter contained 
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nfo Action Office Symbols = 

pyp 10: Secretary of State agar oy | ii 


liame of Officer 


oe 


é NO: 599, AUGUST 24, 11 A.M. 
| Direction to DC/R 
> 


FROM JOHNSON 
JR 
le & OFFER FOLLOWING THOUGHT AS POSSIBLE WAY OUT OF PRESENT 
IMPASSE [IN EVENT IT CONTINUES BE IMPOSSIBLE MOVE CHICOM 
OFF PRESENT POSITION ON GIVING TIME LIMIT IN WHICH RELEASE 
REMAINING AMERICANS WILL BE COMPLETED. 


2. [| WOULD INFORM WANG THAT WE WILLING ENTER INTO REPRESENTA- 
TION ARRANGEMENT ON BASIS HIS ASSURANCES THAT REMAINING 
CASES WILL EXPEDITIOUSLY BE SETTLED WITHIN FRAMEWORK THOSE 

» ARRANGEMENTS. IF THIS DOES NOT IN FACT RESULT WE DESIRE 
MAKE CLEAR THAT WE RESERVE FULL FREEDOM TO RECONSIDER THE 
CONTINUATION OF THE REPRESENTATION ARRANGEMENT FOR CHINESE 
IN US. ALSO DESIRE MAKE CLEAR THAT WE WOULD CONSIDER 
"EXPEDITIOUSLY" TO BE PERIOD OF TWO AND IN ANY EVENT NOT 
MORE THAN THREE MONTHS.» 


of the United States 


SS¥c-8/26°119 


3- | WOULD ALSO INFORM WANG THAT AT TIME AGREED DECLARATION 
ISSUED HERE THAT MY GOVERNMENT WOULD FIND IT NECESSARY ISSUE 
UNILATERAL STATEMENT TO EFFECT THAT US HAD ENTERED INTO 
ARRANGEMENT AND AGREED TO "AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT" ON BASIS 
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REASONABLE PERIOD OF TIMEs 


ones 


OF ASSURANCES THAT ALL REMAINING CASES WOULD BE EXPEDITIOUSLY h 
SETTLED AND THAT AMERICANS CONCERNED WOULD THEREUPON PROMPTLY 
BE ABLE TO RETURN TO US. US HAD ACCEPTED THESE ASSURANCES a 
AND EXPECTED THAT CPR WOULD EXPEDITIOUSLY TAKE NECESSARY Ln 2 
FURTHER MEASURES TO THIS END SQ THAT ALL REMAINING AMERICANS [{-1 > 
DESIRING TO RETURN WOULD IN FACT BE ABLE TO DO SO WITHIN ©) 

; 


4, NO SPECIFIC MENTION WOULD BE MADE IN ANY SUCH FORMAL 
UNILATERAL STATEMENT OF POSSIBILITY OF CANCELLING REPRESEN- 
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@% TATION ARRANGEMENT NOR WOULD "REASONABLE PERIOD TIME" BE > 
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EXACTLY DEFINED BUT IT WOULD LAY PUBLIC BASIS FOR CANCELLING 


THE ARRANGEMENT IF REMAINING AMERICANS ARE NOT IN FACT 
RELEASED WITHIN TWO-THREE MONTHS PERIOD. 


GOWEN 
TT 
tas w~ 
-« 
Ow Oe 
= ee) = 
) te 
. * we & 
, = 0 ve 
<f tt. 
N 
r%3 
3 
Sa << 


p ® 


SECRET 


»—s 








ool Department of Stat ACTION COPY 



















\ se 
CONF IDENT IAL sb 
28-D = 3 
Action nsb2 ones to | 23 
ec'd: AUGUST 24, ‘1955 > 3 
FROM: GENEVA Action Take? @ & 
Info sg 
RMR TO: Secretary of State Bi: — za 
= 
3 NO: 607, AUGUST 24, 7 PM of Aetion ———— Fi 
7 orfice Symbol—— 
Ww 
° FROM JOHNSON .° officer 
+ UR 
© «EA . pc/R 
2 1. AS THE SITUATION HAS DEVELOPED DO NOT BELIEVE THAP TEXT 
- Oo OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO EXPLAIN RECESS CONTAINED MY/ 551 0) 
= ! IS ANY LONGER APPLICABLE. BELIEVE TEXT SOMEWHAT ALONG THE om 
53 ic, FOLLOWING LINES WOULD BE MORE APPROPRIATE AND FACTUALLY ACCURATE: , 
i 
S ICS (0 
Oo 2. "FOR THE PAST «eee WEEKS AMBASSADORS OF USA AND PRC Ol 
S3 HAVE BEEN SEEKING SETTLEMENT OF ITEM ONE OF THEIR AGENDA, ~ 
- \ RETURN OF CIVILIANS BOTH SIDES TO THEIR RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES. ° 
> aw 
= N 
a= 3. AMBASSADOR JOHNSON HAS INFORMED AMBASSADOR WANG THAT ALL bh 
a CHINESE IN US WHO DESIRE TO TRAVEL TO PRC ARE NOW ENTITLED DO Ul 
s° SO AND THAT US HAS ADOPTED MEASURES SO THAT THEY MAY IN FACT ol 
- PROMPTLY RETURN. 
18) 
= 4. AMBASSADOR JOHNSON HAS ALSO INFORMED AMBASSADOR WANG WHEN 
uv THE PRC HAS AGREED THAT ALL AMERICANS, INCLUDING THOSE INVOLVED 
9 IN UNFINISHED CIVIL AND CRIMINAL CASES, CAN RETURN TO THE US 
a WITHIN SPECIFIED PERIOD OF TIME THE US GOVERNMENT IS WILLING v 
AUTHORIZE GOVERNMENT OF INDIA ASSIST RETURN TO PRC OF ANY > 
CHINESE IN US WHO MAY REQUEST SUCH ASSISTANCE. Q 
5~ AMBASSADOR WANG HAS INFORMED AMBASSADOR JOHNSON THAT PRC S 
HAS COMPLETED REVIEW OF SOME UNFINISHED CIVIL AND CRIMINAL CASES taj 
INVOLVING AMERICANS BUT THAT HE IS WILLING INFORM AMBASSADOR 4 
JOHNSON OF RESULTS OF SUCH COMPLETED REVIEWS AND PERMIT me R TURN, 
OF AMERICANS INVOLVED ONLY WHEN US HAS AGREED TO IMPLEMENTAT FQN '&> 
OF ARRANGEMENT WITH RESPECT TO THE GO! MENT.IONED ABOVE, =~ | 
Tot 4 
oT 
6. AMBASSADOR WANG HAS ALSO STATED IT IS NOT POSSIBLE FO < 
> 
eat PRC TO hr ve 
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-2- 607, AUGUST 24, 7 PM, FROM GENEVA 


PRC TO ESTIMATE LENGTH CF TIME 1T WILL TAKE COMPLETE REVIEW OF 
REMAINING UNFINISHED CIVIL AND CRIMINAL CASES AND TO PERMIT 
AMERICANS INVOLVED TO RETURN TO US. 


7. AMBASSADOR WANG HAS INFORMED AMBASSADOR JOHNSON THAT PRC 
IS WILLING AUTHORIZE GOVERNMENT OF UK TO GIVE SAME ASSISTANCE 
TO AMERICANS IN PRC AS GOI WOULD GIVE CHINESE IN US." 


8. IN VIEW OF FACT FOREGOING STATEMENT WOULD BE USED ONLY IN. 
EVENT WANG HAD PROPOSED RECESS OR RECESS HAD BEEN PROPOSED BY ME 
TO AVOID BREAK IN TALKS DIFFICULT TO COMPLETE LATTER PORTION OF 
STATEMENT EXPLAINING REASON FOR RECESS WHICH WOULD DEPEND UPON 
WANGtS POSITION AT TIME. IT IS NOW CLEAR HE IS CERTAINLY NEVER 
GOING TO PROPOSE OR ACCEPT RECESS FOR PURPOSE "COMPLETING 
REVIEWS". IN ABSENCE MY PROPOSING RECESS PREVENT BREAK MOST 
LIKELY POSSIBILITY WOULD BE PROPOSAL RECESS BY WANG IN ORDER THAT 
WE "COULD RECONSIDER OUR POSITION". MY TACTIC THIS EVENT 

WOULD BE AGREE RECESS IF HE WANTS IT BUT REJECT ANY IMPLICATION 
WE WOULD RECONSIDER OUR POSITION, | WOULD THEN PROPOSF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT ALONG FOREGOING LINES WHICH $ WOULD HOPE WOULD CAUSE 
WANG TO RECONSIDER AS IT SEEMS TO ME PUTS US IN VERY STRONG 
PUBLIC OPINION POSITION, SHOULD HE REFUSE I WOULD TELL HIM THAT 


WE HAVE NO ALTERNATIVE BUT MAKE UNILATERAL STATEMENT ALONG 
SIMILAR LINES. 


GOWEN 


AAL 
Note: Advance co S¥lVtb/\Mna. McGongyghy (CA) 5:50 p.m. 8-24-55 CWO/FED 
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1. Department unable authorize any private understanding with Chi 


setta * ees . we . a ei 

a, Te1r3U9) , oa a ae a ee yA ) 
‘ awe P) * mi Y . Pa Y A 
u/ 





Communists which would involve any US commitment or concession to them, 





Hence any private statement implying US acknowledgment of scope or validity .°. : 
their judicial processes would be unacceptable. However, private aut : OE: 
commitment by Chinese Communists as to the maximum period meant by word th E al 
"promptly" in Chinese portion draft agreed ennouncenent would be acceptable . € be rie 
and need not be made public unless breached. ~ ? : ee oe 5 Ps S , 

2. We believe you should press Wang insistently for immediate ‘ MS # 
release Americans whose cases they admit have already been reviewed favorably o t 


We do not see that failure to date to reach agreement on proposed announce- 











ce 


ment should impede release Americans whose cases already favorably reviewed. S 3g 
You may give Wang emphatic reminder that no repeat no Chinese being held 
this country pending issuance agreed announcement. They are free to 
leave now. Recippocity by Chinese expected. You might point out that 
continued detention Americans whose cases completed is directly contrary 


Chinese Communist contention that all cases disposed within fremework — 

See 
. their 
os } cn 

Ren, » 2S a ! ; 
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their laws and juridical procedures. Denial departure right to Americans 
whose cases completed constitutes admission they being held as hostages 
for political advantage. This is irreconcilable with basic tenet which 


Wang has maintained. 


3. You are given authority requested ee 6 your 594 to agree 
portion “ 


in your discretion bring language paragraph 1 US pies into conformity 
with language paragraph 1 Chinese portion. It would be understood that 
"further appropriate measures" on US side would refer only to acceptance . 


limited third party representation arrangement. 


he we pe policy questions raised in paragraph 5 BE your aegis 
* 4h your 


594 and /599 will be dealt with later message. 
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Oursamng”73/) Department of / Leiean | | 4 + 
pe lacamn ‘ (SEGRET_ —— oes 1999 f54 24, rtg"0 : 
pe ag a : 
, a 
SENT TO: Amconsul GENEVA OG > 7 are <i oy 
= FOR JOHNSON 
g Following for your background information only. ¥y.. 5 Fo 
< We have apprised British in confidence of general nature “4 $2 
2 responsibilities British Charge Peiping would assume under draft agreed .— of > pee 
ox By ove ® 
S announcenent. O'Neill has commented from Peiping that it cannot be. ~ : 5 
2 un assumed with confidence that all detained Americans will express a  - F: 8 S32 
es desire return to US. He fears that some imprisoned Americans may be | | f 3 ois 
53 so thoroughly brainwashed that they would not take any initiative to vag? i) a 
3s return. He indicates possibility that some Americans in prison night 4 . 
35 not be able communicate with his office. He remarks that the interests | 7 ) : 
3° of imprisoned Americans would be better safeguerées if his office were ; : 
@ accorded right to interview then. “. E |’ 
. a He thinks it would be useful if the agreement additionally mentioned | # Es : 
- ” | the Shanghai branch of the Office of the Charge d'Affaires of the uke — — 
~ so that his Consul General in Shanghai would have the clear right to é 
assist him as to the Americans detained there and in South China. 
O'Neill further comments that he would have no effective means 
giving publicity to arrangement unless he were given right to place a 
) notice in the Chinese Communist press. s 
FE:CA:WPlMcConaughy:ek 8/24/95 abomenton by. Walter P. McConaughy 7 
mm Tete 3 
woke 
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UNITED STATES RESIDENT DELEGATION 
AND CONSULATE GENERAL ” 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND 





SECRET 
letter No. 5 





Dear Walter: 


I have received your letter of August 19th, and I am 
writing this to go out by tomorrow's pouch. I would hope 
that you would be able to work out something so that we could 
have an exchange at least twice a week. 


As you can see from my messages, the deadlock is now 
certainly very tight. I am sorry that I apparently misled 
you a little in wy first flash telegram on the August 18th 
meeting by not including enough. However, I thought that ay 
statements that I had made no progress, result was complete 
deadlock, made it clear that I had not in fact got any place. 


I believe that I have included in my two telegrams on the 
subject everything of significance that passed at the dinner I 
gave for Wang, although it is hard to condense four and a haif 
hours of conversation. As I said in my telegram, he was making 
a tremendous effort to go as far as he could within his 
obviously very limited instructions to assure me that everything 
was going to be all right. I thought you wight | be interested 
in exactly what he said >, which I had termed as “an involved 
and tortuous explanation” in paragraph two of my 585. Bkvall 
and I reconstructed it immediately upon our return as follows: 

re is no comparison to be made of the advantages which 
those who are left will have over those who have been released 
during the past one year. For there are three favoring factors 
which will make it clearly quic and easily for them to be 
released. The three factors are (a ee a lease - 
of the others will have on the p 
stances of the case itself; 


ST’ ad ZL 307 






Walter P. McConaughy, Esqu as ens 
Office of Chinese Affairs, =) wate — =>, 
Department of State i Review Again. j f 
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I prodded and poked at this from every conceivable angle and 
was just unable to obtain any further explanation. His 
conversation otherwise was very rational and sensible and the 
only explanation I have farthat he had been rigidly instructed 
to say absolutely nothing more on this subject. The phrasing, 
to my mind, very much carries the marks of Chou. 


I asked him to dinner at the end of our meeting on Saturday, 
and he replied that he would let me know at 8 o'clock Sunday 
morning. This seemed a very short time to make an inquiry and 
get a reply trom Peiping, but I suppose that he was able to 
do so, In any event, his interpreter telephoned Ekvall promptly 
at 8 o'clock to accept. I had the dinner out at the little 
pension=-type of place on the outskirts of Geneva where Clough 
and Forman are living. In accordance with my suggestion, he 
came in a oar other than the one he usually uses and without 
a flag. (Incidentally, he is normally driven around town in a 
big Zim,while I am using a Chevrolet.) We had drinks down in 
the garden before dinner. After dinner we retired to the 
sitting room the boys use. I am satisfied that it was carried 
off without any leak to the press and don't believe that he 
will say anything. However, if it did come out, I would simply 
take the line that I am leaving no stone unturned in making 
every possible effort to reach agreement on getting our people 
out. I should think that this would probably be well accepted 
by everybody except possibly Taipei. 


I feel that the dinner was a good idea and that now was 
exactly the right time to do iS. They are, I am convinced, 
extremely sensitive on the subject of social ostracism and were 
particularly sensitive at our rejection of their little overtures 
at last year's conference here. I think that Wang's mention of 
Bedell Smith's little gesture towards Chou towards the end of 
the meetings last year particularly significant in indicating 
their sensitivity to such little things. My having taken the 
initiative this year represents a major departure, and I believe 
that it gives me a subtle, though distinct, advan ° 


Thanks very much for the information on what we have done 
with the Indians , as well as today's telegram giving me the text 
of the Secretary's letter to U Nu. I think it was excellent and 
presented the situation exactly right. I will, of course, be 
extremely interested and hope I can promptly receive anything 
from any source on what the Chinese may tell the Indians or the 
Burmese in Peiping. 


I greatly appreciate the Department's affirmation in 603 


of the line 
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of the line that I had taken on "sovereignty and jurisdiction". 
I had done this entirely ad lib in give and take during a 
weeting and was a little concerned that the Department may 
have felt I had game too far. 


We will keep plugging away but I fear that it is going 
to largely be a matter of saying the same thing over again 
as I have pretty much run out of ideas of naw ways to say 


things. 


I aw really going to need help and guidance if and when 
tt-comes to a discussion of "no force". In this regard, I 
note from recent Taipei Weekas the Nationalists are stiil 
carrying out attacks on shipping and various other minor 
actions, a8 well as over-flying the mainland. Frankly I just 
don't see what my reply is going to be when after I raise the 
question of no force they raine the question of these 
Nationalist actions earried out with equipment we have supplied 
them, Also when I raise our treaty and supplementary under- 
standings with the Nationalists on offensive action, I do not 
see what I say when they allege this simply goes to prove that 
these Nationalist actions are being taken with our approval. 

I hope you all will have some good ideas for me, 


Sincerely, 


@) 
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THE SECRETARY 


August 25, 1955 





MEMORANDUM FOR MR. PHLEGER a 


I have looked at Johnson's 607 of August 2). I 
do not like the idea of making our authorization of 
the Government of India dependent upon an agreement 
of the PRC as to American civilians. 


It seems to me that the right position for us to 
take and the most effective position from the stand- 
point of world opinion is that having learned that 
there exists question in some minds as to the practical 
ability of Chinese in this country to return to the 
China Mainland if they so desire, the United States 
voluntarily asks the Government of India to serve to 
assist them and to transmit funds to them to finance ) 
the expenses of their return. 


If this is the right thing to do, then I think we 
shovld do it. If it is not the right thing to do, then 
I do not think we should do it merely because the 
Chinese Communists want us to. I think we should keep 
whatever we do on a purely unilateral basis of ourselves 


coing the right thing even though we hed-agreed—that a2 | 


“we-would make a joint announcement. 





Therefore, if we are to break or have a recess, I 
would like to see us announce unconditionally that we 
intend to invite the Government of India to serve, and 


that we should not make it contingent as suggested in 
Johnson's 607. 


I realize that we may thus be giving up a certain 
bargaining position, but I believe that disadvantage is 
more than offset by avoiding the appearance of agreeing 
with the Chicoms to do something which we would not 
otherwise do. Also, the impact on world opinion will 
be very much stronger. ° 


John Foster Dulles 


Copy to Mr. Sebald. 
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TO: Secretary of State 
NO: 616, AUGUST 25, 2 P.M. 


NIACT 
FROM JOHNSON. 
TWO HOUR FIVE MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING. NO PROGRESS, 


WANG PRESENTED RE-DRAFT OF "AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT" VERY CLOSE 
OUR AUGUST 23 TEXT EXCEPT FOR SUBSTITUTION "AND DECLARES 
THAT !T HAS ADOPTED AND WILL FURTHER ADOPT MEASURES SO 

THAT THEY CAN IN FACT RETURN AS SOON AS POSSIBLE" FOR 

LATTER PORTION US SECTION OUR AUGUST 23 DRAFT AND SUBST!TU- 
TION "AND DECLARES THAT IT HAS ADOPTED AND WILL FURTHER 
ADOPT APPROPRIATE MEASURES SO THAT THEY CAN EXERCISE AS 
SOON AS POSSIBLE THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN" FOR LATTER PORTION 
PRC SECTION OUR AUGUST 23 DRAFT, 


of the United States 


(FULL TEXT SHOWING OTHER APPARENTLY MINOR CHANGES BY 
SEPARATE TEL.) 
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| SAID HIS AMENDMENT PARA ONE US SECTION NOT NECESSARY AS 











WE HAD ALREADY TAKEN ALL NECESSARY MEASURES BUT FOCUSED Uv 
ATTENTION ON SUBSTITUTION "AS SOON AS POSSIBLE" FOR "PROMPTLY" > 
IN PARA ONE PRC SECT:ON. 'e. 
IN FACT VIRTUALLY ALL OF MEETING CENTERED AROUND MY CONTIN- © 
UED EFFORT OBTAIN DEFINITE STATEMENT ON DEFINITE PERIOD . yf 
OF TIME DURING WHICH REMAINING AMERICANS WOULD BE RELEASED ‘s 
AND WANG REPEATING THIS "COULD NEVER BE DONE", " IMPOSSI8LE"E Hr] 
AND REPEATING VIRTUALLY VERBATIM HIS PREVIOUS LINE THIS ~ ys 
| |REGARD. a | 
wo -—~ 
| = 
rt 
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-2- 616, AUGUST 25, 2 P.Me, FROM GENEVA 


DURING COURSE MUCH GIVE AND TAKE I TOOK LINE CONTAINED PARA 
TWO DEPTEL 622 AND AFTER HE HAD IN REPLY CLEARLY RELATED 
RELEASE OF FLYERS TO DECISION HOLD THESE MEETINGS, RELEASE 
‘AMERICANS WHOSE CASES REVIEW COMPLETED TO OUR AGREEMENT 

TO "AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT" AND AGAIN GAVE "STATE OF RELATIONS" 
AS ONE FACTOR IN TIMING RELEASE REMAINDER, | VERY BLUNTLY 
STATED I HAD NOT AND WOULD NOT TRADE THE FATE OF AMERICANS 
DETAINED BY THEM FOR POLITICAL CONCESSIONS OR AGREEMENTS 
THEY DESIRED OBTAIN. SAID IT SEEMED CLEAR TO ME WHAT HE 
WAS SAYING WAS THAT RELEASE REMAINING AMERICANS WOULD BE 
DEPENDENT UPON WHETHER IN FUTURE | WILLING TO AGREE FURTHER 
AGREEMENTS DESIRED BY THEM. THIS | WOULD NOT RPT NOT DO. 

| WAS PREPARED DEAL WITH EACH PROBLEM THAT WE DISCUSSED 

ON ITS OWN MERITS, WE HAD TAKEN ACTION RESPECT CHINESE 


US WITHOUT CONDITION AND WITHOUT ATTEMPTING EXTRACT POLITICAL 
CONCESSIONS FROM THEM IN RETURN, 


| HAD FIRST HOPED AND EXPECTED TH*/ ‘YOULD PROMPTLY RELEASE 
ALL AMERICANS THUS PARALLELING ACTION TAKEN BY US WITH RESPECT 
CHINESE, WE COULD THEREUPON QUICKLY AGREE ON ANNOUNCEMENT 

OF WHAT EACH COUNTRY HAD DONE AND ANNOUNCE AGREEMENT ON 
REPRESENTATION. | HAD THEN ATTEMPTED OBTAIN HIS AGREEMENT 
THAT RELEASE AMERICA’S WOULD BE SIMULTANEOUS WITH ANNOUNCE~ - 
MENT AND HAD NOW GONE TO POSITION THAT ONLY SOME AMERICANS 
WOULD BE RELEASED AT TIME OF ANNOUNCEMENT (EVEN THOUGH 1 

HAD PREVIOUSLY MADE CLEAR WAS NO JUSTIFICATION WITHHOLDING 
THEIR RELEASE FOR THIS REASON) AND ONLY ASKED THAT HE GIVE 
ME DEFINITE TIME LIMIT IN WHICH REMAINDER WOULD BE RELEASED, 
"I DO NOT SEE HOW IT IS POSSIBLE FOR ME TO GO ANY FURTHER." 














—) 
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1 ALSO ARGUED AT SOME LENGTH THAT AGREEMENT ON WORDS IN 
ANNOUNCEMENT WITHOUT CLEAR AND COMMON UNDERSTANDING EXACT 
MEANING WOULD NOT CONTRIBUTE TO "IMPROVEMENT OF RELATIONS" 
[IN FUTURE BUT COULD ONLY LEAD TO MISUNDERSTANDING, IF 
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-3- 616, AUGUST 25, 2 PsMe,°FROM GENEVA 


"AS SOON AS POSSIBLE", "PROMPTLY" OR WHATEVER WORD WAS AGREED 
UPON MEANT TO THEM.A PERIOD OF FOR EXAMPLE A YEAR "THAT 

WAS: ONE THING” BUT IF IT MEANT PERiOD OF "TWO OR IN ANY 
EVENT NOT MORE THAN THREE MONTHS THAT: WAS SOMETHING ELSE". 
SAID WHATEVER WORD OR PHRASE THIS RESPECT’ WAS USED AMER]< AN 
PEOPLE WOULD EXPECT VERY PROMPT ACTION ON RELEASE REMAINDER 
AND IF THIS DID NOT EVENTUATE "STATE OF RELATIONS" COULD 

NOT BUT DETERIORATE. FROM OUR DISCUSSION THUS FAR VERY CLEAR 
PRC CONCEPT OF "AS SOON AS POSSIBLE", "QUICKLY", "PROMPTLY" 
VERY DIFFERENT FROM OURS. COULD NOT REACH ANY AGREEMENT ON 
WORDS UNTIL WE WERE CLEAR WHAT WE WERE TALKING ABOUT. 


WANG DID NOT CONTEST MY STATEMENT RELEASE REMAINDER WOULD 

BE CONDITIONAL ON POLITICAL FACTORS. NOW QUITE CLEAR 

POLITICAL HOSTAGE” ASPECT DOES NOT SHOCK THEM. ON CONTRARY 

| THEY ARE CLEARLY PROCEEDING ON PREMISE THAT RELEASE OF AMER- 

| [CANS [S POLITICAL ACT OF GRACE AND THEREFORE DIRECTLY RELATED 
TO OTHER POLITICAL FACTORS IN RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES. 

THIS POSITION MORE FRANKLY AND CLEARLY STATED TODAY THAN 


EVER BEFORE, WAS ALMOST COMPLETE RETREAT FROM "LEGALITIES 
| ‘AND JURIDICAL PROCEDURES”. 


NEXT MEETING SATURDAY, 10 AM. 


——€,! 
— 








of the United States 
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TO; Secretary of State Date of Acti -# 
Ction __ 





NO: 617, AUGUST 25, 2 P.M. Action Office symbo} 











S Name of Officer 
»~ 
3 — Direction to doy 
4 FROM JOHNSON 
om 
Eu 1. FOLLOWING IS FULL TEXT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT: MENTIOED MYTEL 
=< 616. 0) 
Sa = 
a "AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE AMBASSADORS OF THE PRC AND THE oh 
Zs USA, patie ef ceurhame who wwhkh TT aclown © 
Sc A 
2.4 THE AMBASSADORS br THE PRC AND THE USA HAVE AGREED TO ANNOUNCE = 
$s THE MEASURES WHICH THEIR RESPECTIVE GOVERNMENTS HAVE ADOPTED 00 
. WITH RESPECT TO THE./RETURN OF NATIONALS OF EACH LOCATED IN THE ' 
2 COUNTRY OF THE OTHER. N 
® $16» Ol 
ra 3. WITH RESPECT TO AMERICANS IN THE PRC AMBASSADOR WANG PING- ra 
an NAN ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PRC HAS INFORMED AMBASSADOR 
z Ue ALEXIS JOHNSON THAT: 
UO 
w 
“ (1) THE PRC RECOGNIZES THAT AMERICANS IN THE PRC WHO DESIRE 
TO RETURN TO THE USA ARE ENTITLED TO DO SO AND DECLARES THAT 
IT HAS ADOPTED AND WILL FURTHER ADOPT APPROPRIATE MEASURES SO > 
- THAT THEY CAN EXERCISE (AS SOON AS POSSIBLE) THEIR RIGHT TO 
RETURN Q 
° ! O 
worl Gulborwanre 3 
(2) THE PRC AGREES-THAT THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UK WHet—BE-EN— rj 
TRUSTED TO ASSIST IN THE RETURN TO THE USA OF THOSE AMERICANS #4 
WHO DESIRE TO DO SO AS FOLLOWS: a y 
ot 71 re 
W ty 2 
bY E 4 
“2 bof 
FD To) o al 
— a i 
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m te PRC 


A. IF ANY AMERICAN, BELIEVES THAT CONTRARY TO THE 

DECLARED POLICY OF THE PRC HE IS ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTION 

IN DEPARTURE HE MAY SO INFORM THE OFFICE OF THE CHARGE D* 

AFFAIRES OF THE UK IN THE PRC AND REQUEST IT TO MAKE REPRESENTA- 

TIONS ON HIS BEHALF TO THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PRC. IF DESIRED BY 

THE USA THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UK MAY, ALSO INVESTIGATE THE FACTS; 
? Wr any Suth cade 

B. IF ANY AMERICAN IN THE PRC WHO DESIRES TO RETURN TO THE 

USA HAS DIFFICULTY IN PAYING HIS RETURN EXPENSES, THE GOVERNMENT 

OF THE UK MAY, (on BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT OF THE USA} RENDER 

HIM FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE NEEDED TO PERMIT HIS RETURN. ™~ | neert, 


(3) THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PRC WILL GIVE WIDE PUBLCITY TO THE 
FOREGOING ARRANGEMENTS AND THE OFFICE OF THE CHARGE D* 
AFFAIRES OF THE UK IN THE PRC MAY ALSO DO SO. 


4. WITH RESPECT TO CHINESE IN THE US, AMBASSADOR U,. ALEXIS 
JOHNSON, ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT OF THE USA HAS INFORMED 
AMBASSADOR WANG PING=NAN THAT: 


(1) THE USA RECOGNIZES THAT CHINESE IN THE USA WHO DESIRE 

TO RETURN TO THE PRC ARE NOW ENTITLED TO DO SO AND DECLARES 
THAT IT HAS ADOPTED AND WILL FURTHER ADOPT MEASURES SO THAT THEY 
GAN- IN FACT RETURN (AS SOON AS POSSIBLE) 


man pump Uy) ON LALA vt 0 A Se Ural autinicie 
(2) THE USA (AGREES THAT) THE GOVERNMENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF INDIA 
W4EL-BE-ENTRUSTED TO ASSIST THE RETURN TO THE PRC OF THOSE 
CHINESE WHO DESIRE TO DO SO AS FOLLOWS: 


A. IF ANY CHINESE BELIEVES THAT CONTRARY TO THE DECLARED POLICY 
OF THE USA HE IS ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTION IN DEPARTURE HE 
MAY SO INFORM THE EMBASSY OF THE REPUBLIC OF INDIA IN THE USA 
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> 617, AUGUST 25> 2 P.M., FROM GENEVA Lbro ty OULD - 


4 


OAH Qhiniee unr Mu 
Us, 
AND REQUEST IT TO MAKE REPRESENTATIONS ON\HIS BEHALF TO THE 
GOVERNMENT OF THE USA. IF DESIRED BY FHE—P THE GOVERNMENT | 
OF THE REPUBLIC OF INDIA MAY ALSO INVESTIGATE THE FACTS; mm en | 


, SuBh Carag 
Be IF ANY CHINESE IN THE USA WHO DESIRES TO RETURN 
TO THE PRC HAS DIFFICULTY IN PAYING HIS RETURN EXPENSES, 
THE GOVERNMENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF INDIA MAY, ON-BEHALF—OF—F+E 


GOVERNMENT-OF—THE- PRG, RENDER HIM FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE NEEDED 
TO PERMIT HIS RETURN.- | 


(3) THE GOVERNMENT OF THE USA WILL GIVE WiDE PUBLICITY TO THE 


FOREGOING ARRANGEMENTS AND THE EMBASSY OF THE REPUBLIC OF INDIA 
THE USA MAY ALSO DO SO," 
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PRIORITY a 


IR | yyame of “ ee ; 
‘A FROM JOHNSON pirestion’ 


) MY SUMMARY TEL 616 ON TODAY'S MEETING MAY NOT HAVE MADE {fF 
AS CLEAR AS | MIGHT HAVE THAT WANG AND 1} BOTH CAME MUCH CLOSER 
THAN ANY TIME PREVIOUSLY TO TAKING "FINAL POSITIONS" FROM 

WHICH WE COULD NOT RETREAT AND LOGICAL RESULTS OF WHICH COULD 
ONLY BE WILLINGNESS LEAD UP TO POINT OF BREAK, It REPEATEDLY USED 
TERMS "VITAL", "ESSENTIAL", "FAR AS WE CAN GO", ETCETERA 

BUT AVOIDED GOING TO NEXT AND LOGICAL POINT OF SAYING 

UNLESS HE MET MY POSITION ON THIS NOTHING FURTHER TALK 

ABOUT. HE SPOKE WITH SOME EMOTION AND PROBABLY EVEN GREATER 
FINALITY THAN I, BUT ALSO AVOIDED GOING NEXT STEP, 


cas 


of the United States 
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AT TODAY'S MEETING THINKING UNDERLYING CHLCQM POSITION CLEARLY 
EMERGED AS-FOLLOWS: US PROPOSED THESE TALKS THEREBY "IMPROVING 
RELATIONS" AND ENABLING CHICOMS RELEASE FLYERS. THIS WAS 
EXPECTED FURTHER "IMPROVE RELATIONS" LEADING TO RESPONSE 

BY US OF AGREEING THIRD PARTY ARRANGEMENT WHICH IN TURN WOULD 
ENABLE CHICOMS RELEASE FURTHER AMERICANS. IF TALKS CONTINUED GO 
WELL AND "RELATIONS CONTINUED IMPROVE" ALL REMAINING 

AMERICANS COULD BE RELEASED. THEY RECONCILE THIS WITH CHOUtS 

= STATEMENT ON GROUNDS EXPECTATION "PROGRESS" WOULD BE 

MADE THESE TALKS. THEY DO NOT ATTACH MUCH REAL IMPORTANCE 

WHAT WE HAVE DONE RE CHINESE IN US, NOR HAVE THEY EVER ATTEMPTED 
DIRECTLY LINK FUTURE RATE DEPARTURE, CHYNESE IN US WITH DEPARTURE 
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AMERICANS. THEIR RAISING ISSUE CHINESE IN US IS LARGELY TO 
CONSTRUCT "STRAW MAN" AND GIVE BASIS FOR EXPLOITING 
OPENING WEDGE INDIAN REPRESENTATION MIGHT CONSTITUTE FOR THEM. 


WHILE NOT PROMINENT IN TODAY!S MEETING THEIR SENSITIVITY TO 
ANYTHING THEY INTERPRET AS “RESPONDING TO PRESSURE" AND 

THEIR DESIRE MAINTAIN APPEARANCE OF "LEGALITY" ARE ALSO 

STILL FACTORS. HOWEVER QUESTION "UNDERSTANDING" ON 

JURISDICTION AND SCOPE REPRESENTATION ARRANGEMENT WAS NOT RAISED 
TODAY BY WANG AND, OF COURSE, I DID NOT MENTION SUBJECT. HE MAY 
STILL DO SO BUT BELIEVE HE MAY NOW HAVE DROPPED THIS ALTHOUGH 

HIS REWORDING OF PARAS 2 (A) BOTH SECTIONS MAY BE INTENDED BROADEN 


ARRANGEMENT SO THAT CHICOMS COULD REQUEST INDIA “INVESTIGATE 
FACTS" ANY CASE. 


SEE LITTLE I CAN DO NEXT MEETING EXCEPT REITERATE OUR POSITION 
AND DISCUSS REMAIN NG POINTS DISAGREEMENT IN “DRAFT 

AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT", HOWEVER | HAVE LITTLE HOPE OF MAKING 
ANY PROGRESS ON MAJOR SUBSTANTIVE ISSUE. 
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FROM JOHNSON. 


AS SIDELIGHT ON TODAY'S MEETING THERE WAS MUCH INCONCLUSIVE 
DISCUSSION TRANSLATION FROM ONE LANGUAGE TO OTHER TERMS 
"PROMPTLY", "QUICKLY" AND "AS SOON AS POSSIBLE". 


~” * 


CHINESE EXPRESSION WHICH THEY INSISTED BE TRANSLATED "AS SOON 

AS POSSIBLE" ACTUALLY MEANS "MOST SPEEDILY". WANG CONFIRMED 
THIS BY USING AS SYNONYM COLLOQUIAL TERM MEANING "VERY QUICKLY", 
COULD NOT CLARIFY WHY WANG INSISTED UPON | \.AACT TRANSLATION 
INTO "AS SOON AS POSS!BLE" AND UNWILLING ACCEPT MY SUGGESTION 

OF "QUICKLY". HE OBJECTED TO "PROMPTLY" ON GROUNDS HAD 
CONNOTATION OF COMMAND. ALTHOUGH SOMEWHAT FARFETCHED BELIEVE 
THEY MAY BE CONFUSING WITH USE OF "TO PROMPT" AS VERB. 


-~ 
SSSce-8/26°119 


of the United States 


FOREGOING IS WITHOUT ANY REAL SIGNIFICANCE TO SUBSTANTIVE 
ISSUE BUT BELIEVE DEPARTMENT SHOULD BE AWARE OF TYPE OF 
PROBLEM WE FACE ON LANGUAGE. 
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2 yy 1. ELEVENTH MEETING, AUGUST 25TH, WAS OPENED BY WANG WH COMMENTED' 
so IA UPON OUR AUGUST 23 TEXT PROPOSED ANNOUNCEMENT (DEPTEL 599). HE On 
«eS SAID THEY DISCOVERED MANY CHANGES FROM CHINESE TEXT OF AUGUST 18 A, 
= AND WISHED MAKE A FEW REVISIONS. HE HAD THREE PRINCIPAL POINTS 0 
cv TO MAKE: ' 
23 N 
+ , 
ss! 2. (A) REPLACE WORD "PROMPTLY" BY "AS SOON AS POSSIBLE". / a Se 
=2 COMMENTED IN THEIR ORIGINAL TEXT CID NOT HAVE THESE WORDS BUT WILL-qy Ff 
a” ING INSERT THEM TO MEET GUR REQUEST. nY¥ 
= 3. (B) ADD TO PARASRABH ONE AMERICAN SECTION "AND WILL FURTHER Pex 
@ ADOPT" MEASURES ENABLE NATIONALS RETURN WHO WISH TO DO SO. =F 
ye } 
” 4. = (C) ADD WORDING INDICATING THIRD POWERS INVITED BY RESPECTIVE paws 
ve SIDES AND AGREED TO BY OTHER POWER. HE COMMENTED THIS IN LINE WITH = Page 
a INTERNATIONAL PRACTICE AND AS FAR AS THEY WERE CONCERNED CONFORMED ., Baty. 
TO ACTUAL SITUATION. pace 
O” he 
5+ WANG CONCLUDED BY HANDING Mé HIS PROPOSED TEXT AND REMARKING C) GS 
HE PREPARED AGREE TO REMAINDER LANGUAGE WE PROPOSED. (TEXT BY He fag 
MYTEL 617) hq oka 
S ey 
6. | SAID WORD "PROMPTLY" WAS VERY IMPORTANT, AND IN FACTAVITAL Fry BS 
WE HAVE CLEAR UNDERSTANDING RETWEEN US WHAT WE MEANT BY THTS 4 i sep 
WORD. HOWEVER, IF WE USE "AS SOON AS POSSIBLE" THIS WOULCL CHANGE - oye 
SENSE OF SENTENCE VERY CONSIDERABLY. WHATEVER TERM WE USE, WE +L, tk 
wm. MUST HAVE CLEAR UNDERSTANDING WHAT IT MEANS EVEN THOUGH |T&MAY = [= vigis 
t= 8 ey y x 
" | NOT BE cee 
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NOT BE INCLUDED IN THE PROPOSED ANNOUNCEMENT OR BE MADE 
PUBLIC. BY THIS ! MEANT IT MUST BE PRECISELY DEFINED IN 
TERMS OF REASONABLE PER!OD OF TIME IN WHICH ALL REMAINING 
AMERICANS WHOSE DEPARTURE BEING PREVENTED WOULD BE ABLE 
RETURNe IF THAT COULD BE DONE | THOUGHT WE COULD QUICKLY 
REACH AGREEMENT ON TEXT. | ASKED IF WANG COULD DEFINE 

"AS SOON AS POSSIBLE” IN PRECISE TERMS OF TIME MORE CLEARLY 
THAN HE HAD DONE SO PREVIOUSLY AND STATE JUST WHAT THIS MEANT 
AS FAR AS RETURN OF AMERICANS WAS CONCERNED. 


7e | COMMENTED FURTHER THAT STATEMENT US "WILL FURTHER ADOPT 
MEASURES" SEEMED UNNECESSARY. US ALREADY HAD ADOPTED MEASURES 


PERMIT PROMPT RETURN CHINESE AND WE KNEW OF NO FURTHER MEASURES 
WE COULD ADOPT. 


8. WANG REPLIED PHRASE “AS SCON AS POSSIBLE" MEANT CASES 

WOULD BE HANDLED "VERY QUICKLY NOT SLOWLY". HE HAD CLEARLY 
STATED PRC RECOGNIZED RIGHT AMERICANS RETURN US. CHINESE WOULD 
REVIEW CASES SO THAT THEY COULD RETURN AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. 


9, REGARDING PHRASE "WILL FURTHER ADOPT MEASURES" WANG SAID 
APPROPRIATE INCLUDE THIS IN STATEMENT REGARDING AMERICAN 
ACTJONS BECAUSE ALTHOUGH PREVENTIVE ORDERS REMOVED BY AMERICAN 
GOVERNMENT THERE WERE STILL DIFFICULTIES BECAUSE MEASURES TAKEN 
NOT SUFFICIENT OR AUTHORITIES LCW LEVEL FAILED CARRY THEM OUT. 
THEREFORE US GOVERNMENT SHOULD TAKE FURTHER MEASURES ENABLE 

GM INESE NATIONALS IN FACT RETURN AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. 


10. | REMARKED IF "AS SOON AS POSSITELE" MEANT CASES WOULD BE 
QUICKLY REVIEWED WHY NOT USE EITHER "QUICKLY" OR "PROMPTLY". 


WANG REPLIED "PROMPTLY" IMPLIED CERTAIN AMOUNT OBLIGATION IN 
RESPONSE TO ORDER. 


11. | REPLIED THIS NOT AT ALL MEANING 41N OUR MINDS. 


12. WANG SAID "AS SOON AS POSSIBLE" MORE APPROPRIATE AND 
MEETS ACTUAL SITUATION SO FAR THEY WERE CONCERNED. 


13. | THEN 
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13. | THEN SAID WHATEVER TERM USED, VITAL WE HAVE CLEAR UNDER- 
STANDING WHAT WORD MEANS WITH RESPECT TO TIME. THIS KIND OF 
TERMS USED IN AGREEMENTS BETWEEN GOVERNMENTS ARE APT TO CAUSE 
MISUNDERSTANDING UNLESS CLEARLY UNDERSTOOD. IT MAY HAVE ENTIRELY 
DIFFERENT CONNOTATION IN HIS MIND FROM MINE. iF IN HIS MIND IT 
CONNOTED ONE YEAR OR SOMETHING IN THAT ORDER, THAT WAS ONE THING. 
[IF IT CONNOTED TWO OR AT MOST THREE MONTHS, THAT WAS SOMETHING 
ELSE. VITAL WE HAVE CLEAR UNDERSTANDING WHAT THIS MEANS. IF 
NOT, FEAR AGREEMENT THIS NATURE MAY GIVE RISE INCREASED MISUNDER- 


STANDING RATHER THAN IMPROVE STATE RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR TWO 
COUNTRIES. 


14, WANG SAID HIS PHRASE MEANT THEY WOULD DEAL WITH CASES QUICKLY 
AND THERE WOULD BE NO DELAY IN THEIR REVIEW. HE SAID SOLUTION OF 
CASES INVOLVED A NUMBER OF FACTORS, INCLUDING CONDUCT OF PEOPLE 
CONCERNED, WHETHER OR NOT AGREEMENT REACHED AS RESULT THESE 
DISCUSSIONS AND WHETHER RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES DEVELOPED 
FAVORABLY. HE CONCLUDED IMPOSSIBLE FOR HIM GIVE DEFINITE PERIOD 
OF TIME IN VIEW THESE VARIOUS FACTORS. 


15- TO ILLUSTRATE POINT, WANG SAID RELEASE AIRMEN EXCELLENT 
EXAMPLE. LAST YEAR SOMEONE PROPOSED THAT CHINESE SPECIFY DEFINITE 
TIME WHEN AIRMEN MIGHT BE RELEASED. LONGEST SENTENCE WAS 

COL. ARNOLD'S OF TEN YEARS. IMPOSSIBLE FOR CHINESE LAST YEAR 

TO SPECIFY TIME REQUIRED AIRMEN*S RELEASE. ONLY AFTER AIRMEN 

HAD PROVEN GOOD CONDUCT AND TALKS_AT AMBASSADORIAL LEVEL AGREED | 
UPON, THEN CHINESE ADVANCED TIME AIRMEN®S RELEASE IN ACCORDANCE 
‘THEIR OWN JURIDICAL PROCEDURES. HE SAID THEY HAD INDICATED CHINESE 
WOULD REVIEW REMAINING CASES AMERICANS AND PERMIT THEIR RETURN 

AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. {IMPOSSIBLE FOR HIM TO GIVE IN ANY MORE 
BEYOND THIS LIMIT. HE WOULD NOT SAY ANYTHING WHICH HIS GOVERN- 


MENT COULD NOT DO. IF HE PROMISED ANYTHING, HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD 
LIVE UP TO 37 WITHOUT QUESTION. 


16. IN REPLY } ASKED WANG IF HE WOULD DISAGREE MY STATEMENT VERY 
IMPORTANT WE EACH UNDERSTAND WHAT WE WERE AGREEING TO AND THAT 
WE NOT AGREE TO WORDS WHICH HAVE DIFFERENT MEANING TO OUR TWO 


GOVERNMENTS « 
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GOVERNMENTS. I WAS VERY DISAPPOINTED NO CHANGE IN POSITION OF 


WANG EVIDENT TO ENABLE US ARRIVE AT CLEAR UNDERSTANDING WHAT WE 
MEANT BY WORDS WE WERE USING 


17+ WANG AGREED CLEAR UNDERSTANDING ESSENTIAL OR AGREEMENT WOULD 
BE EMPTY. HE SAID ARRANGEMENT DESIGNED TO RESOLVE PROBLEM RETURN 
OUR RESPECTIVE NATIONALS AND IT HAD BEEN MADE CLEAR HIS SIDE WOULD 
PROMPTLY INFORM US ON RESULTS REVIEW AS SOON AS AGREEMENT REACHED 
AND HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD ADOPT MEASURES REVIEW OTHER CASES AS 

SOON AS POSSIBLE. HE WAS SURE IF THIS ARRANGEMENT WERE MADE KNOWN 
AMERICAN PUBLIC IT WOULD BE CLEAR THAT QUESTION WAS SETTLED. 


18, | REPLIED IF THIS ARRANGEMENT WERE MADE PUBLIC AMERICAN 
PEOPLE WOULD EXPECT AMERICANS RETURN FROM CHINA MAINLAND "VERY. 
QUICKLY" AS HE HAD PHRASED IT, BUT CHINESE IDEA AND MY GOVERN- 
MENT*S [DEA CONCERNING "VERY QUICKLY" WERE QUITE DIFFERENT. 
RESULT THIS MISUNDERSTANDING WOULD BE EXPECTATIONS OF AMERICAN 
GOVERNMENT AND PECPLE WOULD NOT BE REALIZED AND THIS WOULD 
LEAD TO INCREASING MISUNDERSTANDING AND DETERIORATION OF 
RELATIONS RATHER THAN IMPROVEMENT THAT WE BOTH HOPED FOR. 


19. WANG SAID IMPROVEMENT OR DETERIORATION DEPENDED ON ACTION 
BY BOTH SIDES NOT ONE AND IF | INSISTED ON DEFINITE PERIOD OF 
TIME HE WAS AFRAID WE COULD NOT REACH AGREEMENT. 


20. | THEN MADE STATEMENT IN WHICH I SAiD | UNDERSTOOD FROM 

HIM THAT AS REVIEWS CASES AMERICANS COMPLETED AND CASES 

SETTLED THE AMERICANS WOULD Be ABLE PROMPTLY TO RETURN. 

IN AUGUST 11 MEETING HE HAD TOLD ME REVIEWS COMPLETED ON SOME 
CASES INVOLVING AMERICANS AND [T WAS MY UNDERSTANDING THETR 
CASES HAD BEEN SETTLED. THAT WAS TWO WEEKS AGO AND NONE OF 
THESE AMERICANS HAD BEEN ABLE TO GEPART. F [| UNDERSTOOD HIS 
POSITION IT WAS THAT THESE AMERICANS WOULD NOT BE ABLE TO DEPART 
UNTIL WE HAD REACHED AGREEMENT HERE. I FOUND THIS FACT VERY 
HARD TO RECONCILE WITH MY UNDERSTANDING AMERICANS WERE ABLE TO 
DEPART UPON SETTLEMENT CASES IN WHICH THEY MAY BE INVOLVED. 
ALSO HARD TO RECONCILE WITH FACT THAT MY GOVERNMENT HAD WITHOUT 


CONDITION TAKEN 
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CONDITION TAKEN ALL ACTION NECESSARY IN RESPONSE HIS REQUEST 
TO PERMIT PROMPT DEPARTURE FROM US ANY CHINESE WHO DESIRES 
RETURN TO HIS COUNTRY. | WANTED MAKE VERY CLEAR NO CHINESE 
BEING HELD MY COUNTRY PENDING OUR AGREEMENT HERE. IT WAS 
ENTIRELY IMPOSSIBLE FOR ME OR MY GOVERNMENT TO SEE WHY OUR 
FAILURE THUS FAR TO REACH AGREEMENT ON PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT 
HAS PREVENTED DEPARTURE ANY AMERICANS WHOSE CASES FAVORABLY 
REVIEWED. IF WE WERE TO DEAL HERE ON BASIS EQUALITY AND RECI- 
PROCITY AT LEAST THESE AMERICANS SHOULD BE ABLE fO RETURN 
IMMEDIATELY. 1 COULD NOT HELP AVOID CONCLUSION THAT FACT THESE 
AMERICANS NOT ABLE RETURN APPEARED DUE OTHER THAN PURELY LEGAL OR 
JURIDICAL REASONS. ALSC HARD AVOID CONCLUSION THAT AS FAR 

AS RETURN OF REMAINING AMERICANS CONCERNED THAT ALSO WOULD 

BE BASED ON OTHER THAN PURELY LEGAL OR JURIDICAL REASONS. 

THIS ATTITUDE ON PART CHINESE MADE IT ALL MORE ESSENTIAL 

THAT A CLEAR UNDERSTANDING BE REACHED ON PERIOD OF TIME DURING 
WHICH IT WOULD BE POSSIBLE COMPLETE RELEASE AND RETURN TO 

US OF ALL AMERICANS NOW BEING PREVENTED FROM LEAVING, 


-_ 


2) 
<8) 
» 
ise) 
» 
WY 
ww 
<8) 
~ 
oT ad 
= 
aD 
<8) 
afew 
rs) 
qe 
© 


21. 1 CONTINUED SAYING | EXPECTED AND HOPED WHEN | CAME THAT 

IT WOULD BE POSSIBLE FOR US REACH AGREEMENT ON BASIS EACH 

OUR GOVERNMENTS ADOPTING MEASURES PERMITTING ALL THOSE 

DESIRING RETURN IN FACT DO SO. MY GOVERNMENT TOOK NECESSARY 

STEPS SO WE COULD MAKE SUCH ANNOUNCEMENT THIS REGARD. 

| NEXT THOUGHT IT WOULD BE POSSIBLE AGREE THEY COULD BE RELEASED 

SIMULTANEOUSLY WITH OUR ANNOUNCEMENT. NOW, HOWEVER, 1! HAD 

GONE ANOTHER STEP AND ACCEPTED HIS POSITION THAT SOME AMERICANS 

WILL BE RELEASED LATER, ALTHOUGH I DO NOT SEE ANY REASON 

FOR DELAY. ALL | ASKED HIM NOW WAS THAT HE GIVE ME DEF?NITE 

STATEMENT REGARDING REASONABLE TIME IN WHICH STEPS WILL BE 

TAKEN BY HIS GOVERNMENT IN ORDER REMAINDER CASES MAY BE 

COMPLETED. THIS SEEMS VERY REASONABLE POSITION AND | DID NOT 

SEE HOW IT WAS POSSIBLE GO ANY FURTHER. WE CAME TO DISCUSS 

RETURN OUR NATIONALS AND SETTLE THAT QUESTION. 1 DID NOT SEE 

HOW SIMPLY VAGUE STATEMENT THAT SOME WILL BE ABLE TO RETURN IN 

UNKNOWN TIME IN THE FUTURE AND ONLY UNDER CERTAIN CONDITIONS, 

a ONE OF WHICH HAS NO RELATION TO JURIDICAL AND LEGAL PROCESSES 
A INVOLVED, SETTLES MATTER OF RETURN OF CITIZENS. 
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e2. WANG REPLIED KE COULD NOT AGREE TO DISCUSS THINGS 

WHICH GOVERNMENTS BOTH SIDES UNABLE TO ACCOMPLISH. HE SAID 
CHINESE IN US HAD NOT COMMITTED CRIMES AND SO IT WAS NOT 
REASONABLE FOR US GOVERNMENT TO IMPOSE RESTRICTIONS. FURTHER- 
MORE IF WE HAD REACHED AGREEMENT TWO WEEKS AGO AMERICANS WHOSE 
CASES HAD BEEN REVIEWED WOULD ALREADY HAVE RETURNED TO US. 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR THEIR FAILURE TO RETURN WAS NOT CHINESE. 


23. HE CONTINUED THAT LEGAL AND JURIDICAL ASPECTS OF THE 
CASES OF AMERICANS WERE CLOSELY LINKED WITH AGREEMENT ON 
PROPOSED ANNOUNCEMENT. IF AGREEMENT REACHED, THAT WOULD MEAN 
NOT ONLY THAT PRC WILLING IMPROVE RELATIONS AND SETTLE 
QUESTIONS BUT ALSO THAT AMERICAN GOVERNMENT HAD THIS DESIRE. 
|} AGREEMENT ON ANNOUNCEMENT WOULD SHOW BOTH SIDES SINCERELY 
WORKING FOR THIS GOAL. TO TALK MUCH ABOUT SINCERITY IN 
REACHING SETTLEMENT BUT REFUSE TO COME TO AGREEMENT DOES NOT 
GIVE APPEARANCE REAL SINCERITY. HE SAID ONLY BECAUSE OF REAL 
SINCERITY, PRC HAS REVIEWED CASES OF AIRMEN WHO ACCORDING 
CHINESE LEGAL PROCEDURE COULD NOT HAVE LEFT FOR VERY LONG 
TIME. CHINESE IN MAKING REVIEW TOOK INTO ACCOUNT tMPROVEMENT 
OF RELATIONS AND ACT WAS ONE OF LENINECY AND NOT PART THEIR 
JURIDICAL PROCEDURES. AIRMEN RELEASED OUT OF CONSIDERATION 
FOR SUCCESS OF TALKS. THEREFORE IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS 
BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES WILL MAKE IT EASIER FOR REMAINING 
\ CASES TO BE SETTLED. THIS IS A LENIENT POLICY THEIR PART 


of the United States 








AND THEY LINK THIS ACTION WITH AGREEMENT IN ORDER TO SHOW 
THETR SINCERITY. IF NO SUCH SINCERITY PRESENT HE SAW NO 


REASON FOR HIS SIDE TO CONTINUE TAKING UNILATERAL LENTENT 
STEPS. 
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24, | SAID HE HAD SPOKEN FRANKLY AND | WOULD DO THE SAME. 

HE HAD INDICATED THERE WAS RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN RELEASE OF 
COL. ARNOLD'S GROUP AND HOLDING OF THESE TALKS. HE HAD ALSO 
CLEARWY INDICATED RELATION BETWEEN RETURN OF THOSE AMERICANS 
WHOSE CASES HAD BEEN REVIEWED AND OUR REACHING AN AGREEMENT 
HERE. | DID NOT NOW KNOW WHAT RELATIONSHIP’ THERE MIGHT BE 
BETWEEN RELEASE REMAINING AMERICANS AND WHATEVER FUTURE 


AGREEMENTS HIS 
CONF IDENT IAL 





































~ 
o 
= 
aus) 
) 
— 
ie) 
co 
Cc 
.o2) 
o-= 
ro) 
S 
©) 
Liu 
c 
= 
c 
°) 
oT 
» 
oS 
U 
= 
— 
co) 
| 
oO 
= 
oO 
Qe 
a2) 
se) 
= 
Qe 
= 
Ww) 
~— 
S 
eo 
O 
ie) 
© 


ea) 
Ww 
» 
S 
~ 
WY 
a) 
<8) 
» 
og= 
Cc 
a 
<8) 
Sen 
re) 
ye 
© 


Note: 


CONF IDENT IAL 
-7- 625, AUGUST 25, 7 PM, FROM GENEVA 


AGREEMENTS HIS SIDE MIGHT WISH TO HAVE MADE. I WANTED TO 

SAY BLUNTLY i DID NOT COME WITH INTENT TO AND WOULD NOT 

TRADE FATE OF AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY PREVENTED FROM RETURNING 
FOR POLITICAL AGREEMENTS OR CONCESSIONS HE MIGHT DESIRE. 

I WAS WILLING DISCUSS EACH PROBLEM ON ITS OWN MERITS. / 

DID NOT ASK FOR NOR EXPECT CONCESSIONS OF THAT NATURE FROM 

HIS SIDE IN RETURN FOR ACTIONS WE TOOK REGARDING CHINESE 

IN USe I HAD ALSO iNDICATED WILLINGNESS ENTER INTO ARRANGEMENT 
ON ASSISTANCE TO CHINESE IN US WHO WISH TO RETURN. I WAS 

NOT AND COULD NOT ENTER ARRANGEMENT UNLESS WE HAD CLEAR 
UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN US AS TO WHAT ACTION WOULD BE TAKEN 
CONCERNING AMERICANS. | COULD NOT CONSIDER STATEMENTS HE 

MADE REGARDING ACTION PROPOSED BY HIS SIDE AS BEING SATIS- 
FACTORY. | HAD COME LONG WAY MEET HIS POSITION AND HOPED 

AND EXPECTED HE WOULD BE ABLE COME A LITTLE WAY TO MEET MINE. 


24, WANG RETURNED ARGUMENT CHINESE IN US HAD NOT COMMITTED 
CRIMES AND ALTHOUGH ANNOUNCEMENT MADE RESTRICTIONS LIFTED 
THEY STILL CNCOUNTERED DIFFICULTIES IN FACT WHEREAS NO 
RESTRICTIONS ON AMERICANS IN CHINA. HE CONCLUDED THAT IF 

| ASKED WHETHER MEASURES HAD BEEN TAKEN TO SPEED REVIEW OF 
CASES AMERICANS TO PERMIT THEIR RETURN, ANSWER WAS "YES", 


IF | ASKED FOR UNDERSTANDING ON TIME IT WOULD REQUIRE, ANSWER 
WAS w No" . 


25- HE INDICATED WILLINGNESS CLOSE MEETING AT THIS POINT AND 
| AGREED. USUAL END OF MEETING FENCING OMITTED. 
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Amendments proposed by Wang make his draft entirely unacceptable for reasons ‘| 
indicated above. We believe it preferable that Saturday meting be postponed 
until some time next week so as to give us further opportunity study our tactics. 


You should inform Wang such postponement requested, assigning no repeat no reasons. 
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Re MITEL 617 AND DEPTEL 633 FOLLOWING OUR QMMENTS , 0 NG/S 
PEDRAFT : _ ” b NHANES 





lL. DOUBT THAT WANG JS ATTACHING AS MUCH SIGNIFICANCE AS WE 
TO TERM "NATIONALS" BUT MY NEGOTIATING POSITION IN NOW 
OPTAINING ITS COMPLETE ELIMINATION IS NOT GOOD, ALSO SEEMS 
TO ME UNDESLRARLE ATTRACT TOO MUCH ATTENTION TO IT. TERM 
APPEARS ONLY ONC™ IN BOTH WANt'S AUCTIST 11 DRAFT (MYTEL 

' 402) AND AUGUST 25 DRAFT. I’? WAS MUCH MORE EXTENSIVELY 
USED IN DRAFT (TEN WANG AUGUST 16 (MYTEL 463) WHICH WAS 
BASED UPON DRA! CONTAINED DEP "FI. ‘66, ALSO FIRST SENTENCE 
WANG'S AUGUST 25 DRAFT WHJiRu ‘HIS ‘TRM APPEARS 1S IDENTICAL 
WiTH FLIPS SENTENCE OUR AUGUS, 16 DRAFT, WLTH RESPECT 
"RETURN" VS "PRPATRIATLON" IT SEEMS ‘TO ME FORMER 'TERM 
PREFERALLIE EVEN THOUGH LATTER WAS USED IN JULY 25 STATEMENT 
bY TWO GOVERNMENTS. "REPATRIATION" COULD CARRY CONNO'TATION 
OF FORCH UNLESS MODIFIED BY "VOLUNTARY" AND STATUS OF 

BEL TAGERE Hcy LETWEHEW PARTIES WHEREAS "RETURN" IS BROADER 
TERM AWD AVOLDS UNDESIRABLE CONNOTATION OF "REPATRIATION", 
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2. (A) WILLE WANG OMVIOUSLY ATTEMPTING GIVE "AGREED ANNOUNCE- 
MENT” GREATEST FOSSIKLE CHARACTER OF A REEMENT" LiSTWEEN 

TWO GCVERIUMENTS bELTEVE iff HAS VALID POINT THAT OUR PHRASE 
"WILL AUTHORIZE" DOES NOT ACCURATELY REPRESENT FACT THAT. 
REQUEST TO GOL MADE BY PRC AND US IS ACCEPTING THAT DES}? 
NATION. SAME SITUATION MUTATIS MUTANDIS WITH RESPECT Uk. 


(3) ON OTHER HAND "AGREES" AS USED IN WANG'S TEXT: 'WOURD Al 
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-2- 630, AUGUST 26, 1 PM, FROM GENEVA 


INHIBIT OUR ASILITY UNILATERALLY TO CANCEL ARRANGEMENT UNLESS 
"AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT” ACCOMPANIED BY UNDERSTANDING OR 
UNILATERAL US STATEMENT ON TIME LIMIT FOR RELEASE AMERICANS 
WHICH IF BROKEN BY CH!ICOMS WOULD GIVE BASIS FOR CANCELLATION. 


(Cc) TO MEET THESE POINTS SUGGEST CONSIDERATION FOLLOWING 


LANGUAGE "US ACCEPTS DESIGNATION BY PRC OF GO! TO ASSIST. "RETORN TO 


PRC OF THOSE CHINESE WHO DESIRE DO SO AS-FOLLOWS". 


(D0) FOREGOING LANGUAGE ALSO ELIMINATES "ENTRUSTED". 


3. BELIEVE IMPORTANT DELETE "ON BEHALF OF THE PRC” BECAUSE 


of the United States 


GIVE BASIS GOI 
BELIEVE WE SHOULD INSIST ON RESTORATION THIS PHRASE. 


PROTECTING POWER CONNOTATION. I WOULD PROPOSE ARGUE NOT 
APPLICABLE CASE US AS PAYMENTS IF ANY WOULD IN MOST CASES 
PROBABLY BE ON BEHALF FAMILY OR FIRMS. PRC CAN MAKE WHATEVER 
ARRANGEMENTS IT WISHES REIMBURSE GOI, NEED NOT BE MENTIONED 
"AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT", 


4. CONCUR DELETION WORDS "JN ANY SUCH CASE™ WOULD APPEAR 


INVESTIGATE ANY CASE AT PRC REQUEST. 


5 CANNOT REACH DECISION ON MUST APPROPRIATE WORDING FOR 
"PROMPTLY" UNTIL TACTICS FOR NEXT MEETING DETERMINED. 
SEVERAL DIFFERENT WORDS COULD BE USED, IMPORTANT THING IS 
THAT WHATEVER WORD USED THERE BE COMMON UNDERSTANDING OF 
WHAT I[T MEANS. 
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PARTICIPANTS: Dr. V. K. Wellington Koo, Chinese Ambassador Action Taken - 
Mr. William J. Sebald, Acting Assistant Secretary, FE 
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The Chinese Ambassador called at Mr. Sebald's request. Mr. Sebald said that, 5 
he had asked the Ambassador to come in so that he could be informed of the status 3 = 
of the talks with the Chinese Communists at Geneva. There was no progress to i. bo .5.4 
report, but even this fact might be of interest to the Chinese Government. O- es ir4 
Negative information sometimes was important and in any event we wished the Os 
Chinese Government to have the knowledge that it was currently informed on the : 
status of our efforts at Geneva. ; pre 
The Ambassador expressed his appreciation and confirmed that his Government (ye 
was very much interested in receiving frequent status reports for its bac ound OF m Nae 
information, even though there was nothing positive to report. He inquired as nis Ob, ss 
the apparent reasons for the lack of progress in getting our detained nat 
released. 


Mr. Sebald said that it was difficult to say exactly what the stumbling 

blocks were. There were differences over words in the proposed announcement, and 
differences over the interpretation to be attached to the words. The general 
concept of the Chinese Communists as to the right of the individuals to return 
seemed to be different from ours. Wang Ping-nan was not specific on action the ~% ) 
Chinese Communists were prepared to take. Wang was, of course, pressing for an a) 
enlargement of the very limited réle envisaged by us for the Indian Embassy. He = 
wanted it to appear that the Chinese Communists had a right to assert,an tnterest— 
in-Chinese nationals generally in this couhtry. We, of course, were iid tepgepared <—’ 


a: 


* Chinese nationals in this country otker than the small number who might express a= ee 
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wish to return to the China mainland. There appeared to be no flexibility in 
Wang's position. Of course, Ambassador Johnson was standing firm on the basic 
principles inherent in our position. Mr. Sebald summarized the situation as 3 
amounting practically to a stalemate, but with no actual. break-off of the talks 
appearing to be in immediate prospect. 


Ambassador Koo then referred to what he termed the great anxiety of Chinese 
cormunities in all the large cities of the U.S. over the possible outcome of the 
Geneva taiks. His Foreign Office and the Department of Overseas Chinese Affairs 
at Taipei were greatly concerned over this matter and had instructed him to take 
it up with the Department of State. He said that there was a general apprehension 
emong Chinese residents of this country that they might be subjected to 
interrogation by representatives of the Chinese Communists. There seemed to be a 
fear that they would be exposed to Chinese Communist pressures, either through 
the Indian Bnbassy or through their families on the mainland. The Ambassador 
said he hoped that the American Government could do something to relieve this 
feeling of uneasiness. He thought it could best be done through an official 
statement by some high official of the U.S. Government which would assure Chinese 
everywhere that the U.S. Government would not agree to anything at Geneva which 
would expose Chinese residents of the U.S. or their families to intimidation at 
the hands of the Chinese Communists. He mentioned that a large number of letters 
from Chinese had been received indicating that they were greatly disturbed. He 
said there was a general feeling among the Chinese that Wang Ping-nan was 
pressing for information regarding all Chinese in the U.S., and not merely the 
students. Even the Chinese who had American citizenship and considered themselves 
"dual nationals" were disturbed and suffered from a feeling of insecurity. The 
same was true of long-time Chinese residents of this country who did not have 
American citizenship but who were legal permanent residents. He said that 
reports from the Chinese Associations in all the American cities where there was 
a large Chinese population confirmed the existence of these apprehensions. He 
felt that only official U.S. action could counteract the mental anxiety. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
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Mr. Sebald said that the U.S. position was made clear at the time the Geneva 
talks were announced that nothing would happen at Geneva to betray the interests 
of free Chinese. The Ambassador surely must be well aware that the U.S. would 
not do anything which would "sell Chinese residents down the river". As for an 
official U.S. statement, he did not see any peg to hang such 4 statement on at 
the present moment. If a statement were issued with no apparent reason, and 
without reference to any current development, it would seem strange and might 
raise questions as to why it was issued. It might tend to cause confusion and 
micht heighten rather than alleviate the unfounded fears of which the Ambassador 
had spoken. Mr. Sebald thought that it might be preferable for the Chinese 
Embassy to take action to reassure the Chinese communities in the U.S., based on 


the full knowledge possessed by the Chinese Embassy of the U.S. position and 
the course of the Geneva talks. 


' Ambassador Koo said that the Chinese Embassy would be glad to do what it 


could. 
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could. However, he felt that some form of reassurance from the U.S. Government 
was also needed. He inquired if the Secretary could not take advantage of one 
of his press conferences to say something to restore the confidence of the 
Chinese. If a question along this line were asked of the Secretary, he would be 
afforded a logical and natural opportunity to say something which would dispel 
the doubts. In addition, Ambassador Koo requested that the Department reply to 
the numerous petitions and letters on this subject which he understood the White 
House and the Department had received from Chinese groups and individuals. He 
said he understood that ordinarily such petitions were not answered, but he 
hoped in this case answers could be provided. 


Mr. Sebald and Mr. McConaughy stated that they did not recall any petitions 
or letters from Chinese on this subject. Correspondence along this line 
ordinarily went to the Bureau of Public Affairs and was handled there. Such 
correspondence did not ordinarily come to the attention of the geographic 
bureaus. 


Mr. Sebald, in response to a direct question from the Ambassador, said that 
while Item I of the agenda did not specify that only Chinese students were . 
referred to on the Chinese side, the whole context of the arrangements for the 
talks showed that the question of the return of Chinese revolved primarily around 
Chinese students. The actual cases which have become issues were all cases of 
students, and it was our understanding that it was principally students in whom 
the Chinese Communists were interested. The Chinese Communists have not spelled 
this out specifically, and naturally they would like to enlarge the representation 
formula if they could, But we would stand firm on the principle that no Chinese 
in this country could be approached on behalf of the Chinese Communists unless he 
first expressed a desire to return to the mainland. Those who might express a 
wish to return presumably would be in the student category. 
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NOTE: Separate Memoranda of Conversation have been prepared on the following 
subjects which were discussed at the same conversation: Revision of the 
U. N. Charter and Decention of the Soviet Tankar "Tuapse". 
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The communications people have wery helpfully arranged a second pouch 
each week, closing here on Friday morning and reaching Geneva via Frankfort 
Sunday evening. The spacing (Mondays and Fridays) is not the best, but 
it is much better than once-e-week service. 


Herman Fhleger returned to duty on Monday the 22nd, and from that 
date has played a larged role in the direction of the Yashington end of 
this project. You must have recognised his talented and distinctive 
imprint imeediately. The Secretcry asked him on Monday to coordinate 

/ and take the immediate responsibili for all instructions to you. ‘So 
| Bill Sebald and I are working y with him on all your wm ssage. 
The Secretary has been away in New York since Wednesday. 


I believe it is important for you to imow the Secretary's general 
thinking at present on the matter of Indian representation. LastSunday 
afternoon he remarked that he thought it was important for it to be clear 
that the granting of a limited role to the Indian Fabassy would be a 
matter of our own volition. He felt it should be made manifest to all 
that this was something which we decided to do of our own free will and 
accord, and not something that we were driven into by the Chinese 
Commnists against our own inclination, as a in a deal for 
getting citisens out. It was even debated b y we should not 
go ahead immediately and announce independently that we were prepared to 
give the Indian Eabassy this role, without reference to any “agreed 
announcement®at Geneva. It was remarked that our moral and psychological 
position before the world would certainly be very strong if some such 
offer were freely mde, with no strings attached. We would then wait to 
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see what the Chinese Communists were prepared to offer on their own 
initiative. It was felt that the intangible pressures on the Chinese 
to make a corresponding gesture might be considerable. while it was 
decided not to do this, at least for the present, the basic concept is 
still influencing the thinking here, as you will have perceived from 
various of our telegrams during the week. we think it important for it 
to be apparent to all that whatever we are doing in regard to Chinese 
in this country who wish to return to the mainland is our own free act, 
taken because it is right and just, and not because the Chinese Communists 
have intervened as the pretended champions of the rights of Chinese 
individuals. 


This makes it important for you to avoid implying in the talks 
that any Indian Embassy role permitted by us would have to be part of 
an understanding with the Chinese Communists (paragraph 2) of your 62h). 
Of course, you will not sugzest the opposite either. It is simply an 
aspect to steer clear of at this juncture. 


This thinking on the prospective Indian role has also influenced 
the attitude toward the essential character of the Indian Government 
responsibility. Herman Phleger feels that we must be very careful to 
refrain from according even by implication the status of "protecting 
power” to India, even in a narrowly defined field. We do not recognize 
that Communist China has any Governmental interests in this country which 
are entitled to protection by a third power. The Indian mbassy would 
be acting essentially in behalf of the interests of the individual 
travelers who want to return to the mainland rather than in the interest 
of the Chinese Communists as a Government. And it would be serving to 
verify the truth of our statement on Chinese aliens in this country. This 
means that the Indian Government would be selected primarily by us, rather 
than by the Chinese Communists, for its special function. It would be 

a humanitarian role in reference to certain individuals, just as 

say the Red Cross might have been asked to do, It would not have in any 
sense the traditional role of a "protecting power" for an established 
Government when diplomatic relations are severed. So its role would be 
in no sense comparable to that of the Swiss when they acted on behalf 
of our nationals in Japanese-occupied territories during World War II. 
It is believed important to maintain this principle, and it will affect 
the tenor of our reply to the Indian Govermment note on representation 
of August 18, 


L also thinks it important to maintain the character of any "agreed 


announcement" as two unilateral and independent (although interconnected) 
@eclarations or announcements, and not an "Agreement". You cannot 


properly 
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properly have anything in the nature of a :ormal Goverrmmental asreement 
with a regime which you do not recognize. wshile this may be a rairly 
fine point, it has validity, and I believe you would be well advised to 
avoid in the informal oral give and take of the sessions, any references 
to “agreements between governments" (paragraph 12 your 625). 


any implication that Vhinese in this country, ever the few who want 
to return to the mainland, are "nationals" of the PRC, has dangerous 
connotations in L's view, and is to becarefully eschewed. 


Phleger believes that the changes which Wang introduced or reverted 
to at the August 25 meeting (your 617) are all sicnificant, although the 
significance may be cleverly diszuised. Our 633 may seem to represent 
something of a hardening of the line, and this indeed may Se the case. 


The callousness 2nd cynicism with which Wang has dropped the pretence 
of full adherence to judicial procedures and admitted the political busis 
of the Chinese Conmmunist handling of the prisoner question has caused 
a feeling of revulsion here as well as deep disappointment. He has in 
effect demanded that we ransom our imprisoned citisens with political 
concessions. Presumably he has done it in the knowledge that we cannot 
submit to that sort of extortion, Wang's refusal to make any commitment 
on when the "remaining" Americans would be released, his linkage of the 
prisoner question with the status of relations between the U. S. and 
Communist China, and his attempt to blame us for the non-release of 
Americans whose cases have already been "cleared", create painful dilemmas 
for us, but they also place the PRC in a most vulnerable position morally 
and forensically if unhappily this issue should be forced into the 


propaganda field, 


The Secretary returns tomorrow afternoon. I anticipate there will 
be some weekend soul searching on this whole question. 


The request for the postponement of the Saturday, Ausust 27 meeting 
to next week wae prompted by the belief that we have nothing to gain by 
such an carly meeting when we are so close to a deadlock and with nothing 
new likely to come forth on either side so soon. The meeting after a 
mere 2-day interval with nothing but repetition in prospect would be 


_ likely to tizhten, maybe cement, the deadlock. This we want to avoid, 


We also of course still attach the very highest importance to avoiding a 
breakdown. We do not even want to take the initiative in proposins a 
recess on Item 1. Our only hesitation in asking for a postponement of 
the next meeting was our desire to avoid any appearance of lack of 


sealousness 
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zealousness in pressing for the earliest possible action on our detained 
citizens. we do not believe, however, that any reasonable person would 
construe the postponement umder the circumstances as attributable to 
laxity on this score. The arguments for not hastening either side into 

a tightly frozen position, and for avoiding agcravations which nizht lead 
to the rupture which we must constantly strive to avoid, are extremely 
cogent. The feeling now is that perhaps at this staze we should not have 
three meetings a week. The tempo of developments .s not sufficiently 
rapid to justify such frequent mectings. it may be that meetin’s should 
be held no more frequently than twice a week. It would be useful to have 
your reaction to this. We recognize it is a delicate business. We mst 
avoid giving the impression that we are stalling, as well as the impression 
that we are not pressing to the maximum on imericans. At the same time 

we must balance this against the danger of too frequent sessions leading 
up to a situation which might become somewhat comparable to that which Dean 
ran into at Panmunjom in November and early December, 1953. 


You will have noted O'Neill's misgivings from Peiping. it is 
si-nificant that the British are almost more skeptical of Uhinese Communist 
"nerformance® than we are. O'Neill thinks there would be a strong possibility 
of bad faith on the part of the Chinese Communists when only a few Chinese 
express a desire to return to the mainland. 


The loopholes which we have necessarily left in the announcement in 
order to protect Chinese in this country would make it easy for the 
Chinese Communists to prevent some Americans from informing the British 
Embassy of a desire to return to this country. Undoubtedly he wishes 
his sabassy could be given authority to get in touch with the Americans 
on its own initiative. We wish it could be done too. But how, witout 
departing from our basic principle on Chinese in this country? 


Your reporting is ziving us the best possible visualization of what 
you are up against. We feel that your reports and analyses have imparted 
to us a -ood understanding of the Chinese vommmist stratery as well as 
tactics. There is nothing but praise for your handline of the appalling 
difficulties, along with a keen desire to uphold your hand in every way 
we Can. 


Your letter of August 19 came through promptly and was most helpful. 
The appropriate portions got the needed circulation to the interested 
parties. 


Walter Robertson will be out all of next week too. He is still in 
Richmond, bothered with bronchitis. 5ill Sebald is nobly carrying a 
heavy load on seneva, the Shigemitsu visit, and a myriad of other things. 
He sends his best to you. 


Rezards and ail the best, 


Sincerely, 
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LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 


FROM JOHNSON 


ALTHOUGH NOT RECEIVED UNTIL THIS MORNING 1} IN FACT/ VERY 


CLOSELY FOLLOWED LINE IN FIRST PARA DEPTEL 648 AT DINNER 
WITH WANG LAST NIGHT. 


| INDICATED HAD NOTHING FURTHER TO ADD TO WHAT ! HAD SAID 
PREVIOUSLY, NO ENTHUSIASM FOR AGAIN COVERING SAME GROUND, 
AND HOPE HE HAD SOMETHING NEW. HOWEVER, WANG INSISTED ON 
AGAIN GOING OVER THEIR POSITION IN CONSIDERABLE DETAIL AND 
MUCH EARNESTNESS THINKING OF WHICH FOLLOWED GENERAL LINE 
GIVEN FIRST PORTION SECOND PARA MYTEL 623. 


SS6c-8/S6°119 


CHINESE IN US BROUGHT UP IN CONTEXT NUMBER MUCH GREATER 
THAN NUMBER AMERICANS IN CHINA AND THEREFORE AS SET FORTH 
BY CHOU PROBLEM LATTER MUCH MORE EASILY RESOLVED. IMPLICATION 
MAY BE THAT PROBLEM FORMER RESOLVED ONLY BY WORKINGS REP-= 
RESENTATION ARRANGEMENT AND THAT PROPORTION CHINESE STUDENTS 
IN US WHO GO CHICOM TERRITORY IS ONE TEST "IMPROVEMENT 
RELATIONS" AND “ FACILITY" WITH WHICH "PROBLEM REMAINING 
AMERICANS" RESOLVED. AGAIN REPETITION THEME 

UNILATERAL RELEASE FLYERS HAD RESOLVED WHAT WE HAD MADE 
MAJOR ISSUE AND .THEREFORE NOW "OUR TURN" MAKE 

GESTURE. ALSO BROUGHT UP RELEASE FLYERS AS EXAMPLE HOW IM- 
POSSIBLE FORECAST WHEN REMAINDER COULD BE RELEASED BUT AT 
SAME TIME HOW QUICKLY THIS COULD HAPPEN FOLLOWiNG FAVORABLE 
DEVELOPMENTS (SIC). THEIR "MANY CONCESSIONS", NO 
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foams RELEASED (SAID WAS SPEAKING PERSONALLY COULD 
KE NO PROMISES) OUR VERY ADVERSE REACTIONS TO LINKING RE- 


- SECRET 


-2- 642, AUGUST 29, 1 P.eMe, FROM GENEVA 


! WORKED BRIEFLY BUT HARD AT THEME WE HAD AGREED DISCUSS 
RETURN CIVILIANS, WAY TO RESOLVE §SSUE WAS PERMIT THEM RETURN, 
DRAGGING OUT RELEASES NOT CONDUCIVE " SMPROVEMENT RELA- 
TIONS", BUT cai) 880 OPPOSITE EFFECT, "LET*S GET IT 

FINISHED", (AGAIN) BROUGHT UP POSSIBILITY TRAVEL BY CORRES- 





LEASES AMERICANS TO "IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS" ETC. 
HE ROSE TO CORRESPONDENT BAIT AND WAS OBVIOUSLY 




















INTERESTED. HIS REPLIES REINFORCED MY FEELING THAT THEY 
UNABLE SEE ANYTHING REPREHENSIBLE IN LINKING RELEASES TO 
"|MPROVEMENT RELATIONS", THEY START FROM PREMISE 

THAT IMPRISONED PERSONS HAVE "COMMITTED CRIMES" AND 

THAT COMMUTATION SENTENCES FOR OTHER THAN "GOOD BEHAVIOR" 
Is POLITICAL ACT FOR POLITICAL PURPOSES. 








HOWEVER UNABLE DETECT ANY SIGNS WHATEVER ANY SHIFT THEIR 
POSITION AND DO NOT BELIEVE &t GAVE HIM ANY GROUNDS FOR BELIEV- 
ING WE WERE GOING SHIFT. WHEN HE MADE MENTION AT BEGINNING 
CONVERSATION, GAP UNTIL NEXT MEETING # SAID HE SHOULD REALIZE 
THEIR POSITION WAS FACING US WITH ™ VERY SERIOUS SITUATION", 


DURING PRECEDING DINNER TABLE CONVERSATION AGAIN MUCH TALK 
BY WANG ON ECONOMIC BACKWARDNESS CHINA (STEEL PRODUCTION 

NOW THREE MILLION TONS ONLY THREE AND ONE-HALF MILLION BY 
1957 ETC.) ECONOMY WOULD LONG BE PRIMARILY AGRICULTURAL - 
AND THEREFORE COMPLIMENTARY TO ADVANCED INDUSTRIAL ECONOMY 
US THUS PROVIDING GOOD BASIS ECONOMIC RELATIONS, US INDUSTRY 
VERY ADVANCED - BY IMPLICATION BETTER THAN USSR (SOVIET 
AUTOS NOT GOOD, LOW POWERED AND OLD FASHIONED WANTED US 

CARS ETC.), WANTED SEND STUDENTS TO US, CHINA AND US LONG 
BEEN GOOD FRIENDS SHOULD BE FRIENDS AGAIN ETC, 
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Your 630, Instructions for August 31 meeting. ri Pe 


1. Propose solve problem reference "nationals" by returning to ae Z ae am “4 











S- 7 


phraseology of July 25 identic announcement: ~ "repatriation of civiliens ie Si 
who desire to return to their respective countries". “Object is to “avoid” 
any language which might be construed as ieplying that US scinonledges 
that any Chinese in this country have PRC nationality. od 

2. It should be specified in euncunsenemt that we are authorizi | 
GOI to act. It would not seem aaa for announcement, to take no 


£ “eT ° 


of fact that PRC has requested GOI to act. it necessary obtein screen, 
<a” 


we would be prepared consider insertion of modifying phrase such as 


of the United States 


. ‘ f . 
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“which has been requested by the PRC to serve in this capacity" following = 


| 


> 
a 


“will authorize the Government of India." . “f, : ae a are 


ices 
” 


"in any such case", 


4. Satisfactory definition of maximum time period for release of : 


Americans considered essential, 





he 


Oratied by: 
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5. If you consider it would be useful, you may state you have been 
instructed to request immediate, circumstantial and authentic report on 
health and welfare each detained American civilian. Then you should point 
out cumulative deleterious effects of prolonged imprisonment of sort to 
which Wang's Government has subjected US citizens grow rapidly more 


pronounced after several years have elapsed. Letters from numerous relatives 
In this context you may suggest 
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c ~ for date on which this report will be ready or in any event not before 
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| OF Reviews 
Dear Alexs 


There have not been many developments here since my last letter of 
August 26. Phleger, Sebald and I met briefly with the Secretary this 
morning and are to meet agein late this afternoon on your instructions 
for the Wednegiay meeting. This is an umsually busy week, what with 
Shigemiteu here and other matters also demanding tims. 

It is unfortunate that our 648 did not reach you before your 
Sanday might dimer. Through some insadvertane the priority label was 
omitted from the telegram but it was sent early Saturday afternoon and 
you still should have hed it before your Suniay evening engagement. 

‘UThe feeling here is that we should get back to the language of July 25 
identic announcements which was “repatriation of civilians who desire to 


of the United States 
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return". We do not see that there would be any connotation of involuntary 
repatriation or any other undesirabls connotation in the uss of the word 


"repatriation" since it is used in the context "those who desire to return". 
T 
There is consern felt here im the obvious attempt of the Chinese 


Communists to enlarge the rephbitdem concept. Clearly they wish to asseri 
@ large measure of interest in and a right to claim the allegiance of all 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
‘merican Ambassador now et Ceneva, 
Geneva, Suitserland. 
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Chinese in this country. They believe that even a limited degree of 
Indian repregentation will be a useful entering wedge, especially if they 
can gell the concept of India ag a protecting power. Phleger remarked 
that it would hawe been better if we had infikgted on some non governmental 
agency such as the Bed Cross,to serve ag a contact with those Vhiness 





who wish to return te the Mainland, 

Your 642 has just coms in. The dinner conversation certainly 
does not bring up anything $mew or add to our hopes for a successful 
outcome of item one. The one comforting thought is that it certainly 
does not indicate any intextion on the part of the Chinese Communists 
to precipitete an early break. 

We are trying to assemble information far you on current departures 
of Chinese for the Mainland via Hong Kong. Immigration tells us that 
it takes at least 60 days to process the outgoing passengere manifestscof 
the American President Lines and the air lines. This is bureaucratic 
red tape at ite worst. We hope to get the information promptly, perhaps 
using our Consulate Ge eral st “ong Kong to monitor all arrivals of 
Chinese in transit to the Mainland, 

@ anu: canst © oo alan © @ chin Oth Otte 
out our objectives at Gensva, the limitations imposed, the course:of 
action that our called for and under this the arguing points that might 
well be brought up in the courses of the falks. -he outline also 


of the United States 
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includes some thoughts on the sort of statements the two sides might 


iseue by ghreement if there has to be a recess. This statement wuld 
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explain the postponement of discussion of item two until all U. 5. 
civilions Gse velenesd. Wb beliow tnt theve ip ume tiling pointe 
you could make to Wang regarding the umsual efforts we have made to 
reduce tensions and the Chinese Cowmunist@ actions which have actually 
increased tensions. For instance our restraint in not giving publicity 
of the story of Bersohn, who has now come around and whose account is 
utterly damming to the Chinese Sommnists, is something of which note 
might well be taken at some stage. The same is true of the forpbearance 
we have shown in suppressing the full story of the ll airmen. We have 
even gone to the Deputy Secretary of Defense in order to make sure that 
the airmen do not tell any more of their storges for the present. 

We are anxious to get your reaction to the suggestion that meetings 
be reduced to tuice « week. 


Good luck and regards, 


walter P. McConaughy 
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RMR 10: Secretary of State Date of Action 





NO: 651, AUGUST 30, NOON Action Offiee Symdel_—. 
ame Of Officer ... 

2 PRIORITY Direction to DIR /- 
FROM JOHNSON 


| DOUBT IF IT WOULD BE USEFUL CARRY OUT SUGGESTION FIRST 
SENTENCE PARAGRAPH 5 DEPTEL 654. IT SEEMS TO ME WANGtS 
IMMEDIATE AND OBVIOUS REPLY WOULD BE THAT IF WE HAD REACHED 
AGREEMENT "LARGE NUMBER" OF THOSE WITH WHOM WE CONCERNED 
COULD HAVE BY NOW RETURNED TO US AND THAT IF REPRESENTATION 
ARRANGEMENT THEY PROPOSED WAS IN EFFECT REPORTS ON CONDITION 
THOSE REMAINING COULD BE TRANSMITTED BY OR THROUGH SUCH 
CHANNEL. ALSO SEEMS TO ME PROBABLE WANG WOULD FEEL REQUIRED 

TO REINTRODUCE OLD DEMAND FOR LIST CHINESE IN US OR INTRODUCE | 
SOME NEW DEMAND RE CHINESE IN US IN ORDER BALANCE OUR ACTION. 
ALL OF THIS WOULD SERVE FURTHER TO TAKE FOCUS AWAY FROM CENTRAL 
ISSUE OF WHEN ALL AMERICANS ARE TO BE ABLE RETURN, ENABLE 
CHICOMS TO BECLOUD THIS QUESTION, AND POSSIBLY CAUSE THEM 
FURTHER HARDEN THEIR POSITION. 








a 


Uv Vee 


=—_— 





of the United States 


SSO¢E-8/S6°119 


WILL, HOWEVER, USE AS IT SEEMS USEFUL SECOND AND THIRD SENTENCES 
PARAGRAPH 5, ALTHOUGH HERE AGAIN WANG CAN ALWAYS ALSO RETORT 
ALONG FOREGOING LINES. 
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AM | CORRECT IN INTERPRETING LAST SENTENCE PARAGRAPH 5 AS 

DESIRE | ATTEMPT FIX NEXT MEETING FOR NEXT WEEK EVEN THOUGH | (ny. 
DO NOT USE LINE IN FIRST SENTENCE PARAGRAPH 5? | WOULD PLAN Cs I> 
SUGGEST TUESDAY SEPTEMBER 6 WITH THOUGHT FOLLOWING MEETING ra 
FRIDAY SEPTEMBER 9. HOWEVER | MAY ENCOUNTER DIFFICULTY WITH J 
WANG AND IN THIS EVENT WOULD AGREE SATURDAY SEPTEMBER 327 | AM 3 
BOTHERED BY TENDING GIVE ANY APPEARANCE | AM LESS ANXIOUS THAN 

HE TO DISPOSE ITEM ONE. "T} 


= 


6561 21 


1 3 GOWEN 
. 97GB By 
TT Ao Tf. , REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
IS 7 fon SECRET COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 
PERMANENT PROHIBITED . 
RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene j} 




















om pa 





1 inte fs Rees = Bm ete. aie ie 








Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





















Crd) 




















QUTGO! D ae 
epartment of Staté 
TELEGRAM P | 
INDICATE: () COLLECT 
[) CHARGE TO SECRET 
Classification ' 
SENT TO: Amconsul GENEVA PRIORITY ¢S~ £ oy 
a _ FOR JOHNSON 
Your 651. Pe . x. i igeteoag 
It would seem desirable hold next meeting September 6 unless “there OM 
ae Soy as 
are indications g@hat Wang may have sonething <tc present before then. ‘3 , fetes 
7 ee 
If he requests meeting Saturday September 3, and 3 you consider it ° + 
@ desirable, you should agregsleaving date of. following meeting to be - 
fe) ; i 
a fixed on September 3. You may have ‘opportuni ty arts sgtareer: pattern sont “2 Re. 
— “hn “Peer Mo es 
* weekly meetings Tuesdays and Fridays in absence specific reason for. 
5 sails: — her v5 Nes ae 
e meeting on other days. We are ‘confident your approach wilh make ce 2 % 3 
» See 
ee clear 4het wider spacing meetings not due to any Leccentag of interest oe 
‘o) iene 
our part in earliest possible completion-ef item one but rather desire. : ; 
avoid useless meetings while awaiting Chinese Communist decision -te. take ye 
— ee 
he position necessary for conclusion ef item one, as we have already done. ee 
nd 
na | 
oa BS 
WF eens ? 
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S 
» FROM JOHNSON 
ise) 
a Two hour and fifteen minute meeting this morning. Wang 
e showed great flexibility on text "agreed announcement" 0) 
e and agreed with the draft which I believe should be _ 
Low acceptable to US. (Text by separate telegram.) Believe —~ 
2s I have been successful in walking back almost the entire ° 
cs way from our August 16 draft. Ce) 
rs N 
oo No progress on timing release remaining Americans but ~ 
aE ) only reiteration previous positions. 0 
uo D> a | 
— Readily agreed to next meeting Tuesday, September 6th. ON 
s+ —_ 
_ I am planning leave for Prague this evening, returning o) 
i Sunday. Ol 
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FROM JOHNSON 





FOLLOWING IS TEXT "AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT" WHICH WANG 
NOW APPEARS PREPARED ACCEPT. BELIEVE IT CONTAINS NONE OF 


UNDESIRABLE FEATURES MENTIONED DEPTEL 654 AND THAT WE SHOULD 
BE ABLE ACCEPT IT. 


§ "THE AMBASSADORS OF THE USA AND THE PRC HAVE AGREED TO 
ANNOUNCE THE MEASURES WHICH THEIR GOVERNMENTS HAVE ADOPTED WITH 
RESPECT TO RETURN OF CIVILIANS TO THEIR RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES. 
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of the United States 


WITH RESPECT TO CHINESE IN THE US, AMBASSADOR U, ALEXIS 


JOHNSON, ON BEHALF OF THE US GOVERNMENT, HAS INFORMED AMBASSADOR 
WANG PING-NAN THAT: 


1. THE US RECOGNIZES THAT CHINESE IN THE USA WHO DESIRE TO 
RETURN TO THE PRC ARE NOW ENTITLED TO DO SO AND DECLARES THAT -" 
IT HAS ADOPTED AND WILL FURTHER ADOPT APPROPRIATE MEASURES SO z. 
THAT THEY CAN EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN. 
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1. 
2. THE GOVERNMENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF INDIA WILL BE INV I TD 


ASSIST THE RETURN TO THE PRC OF THOSE CHINESE WHO DESIRE ney 
DO SO AS FOLLOWS: 
" 0 


A. IF ANY CHINESE IN THE USA BELIEVES THAT CONTRARY TO THE 
DECLARED POLICY OF THE USA HE IS ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTION IN 
DEPARTURE HE MAY SO INFORM THE INDIAN EMBASSY -IN THE USA AND 
REQUEST IT TO MAKE REPRESENTATIONS ON HIS BEHALF TO THE US 
GOVERNMENT. IF DESIRED BY THE PRC THE INDIAN GOVERNMENT MAY 
ALSO INVESTIGATE THE FACTS.IN ANY SUCH CASE, 
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B. IF A CHINESE IN THE US WHO DESIRES TO RETURN TO THE PRC 

HAS DIFFICULTY IN PAYING HIS RETURN EXPENSES, THE INDIAN 
GOVERNMENT MAY RENDER HIM FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE NEEDED TO PERMIT 
HIS RETURN. 





3. THE GOVERNMENT OF THE US WILL GIVE WIDE PUBLICITY TO THE 
FOREGOING ARRANGEMENTS AND THE EMBASSY OF THE REPUBLIC OF 
INDIA IN THE USA MAY ALSO DO SO. 


WITH RESPECT TO AMERICANS IN THE PRC, AMBASSADOR WANG, ON 
BEHALF OF THE PRC, HAS INFORMED AMBASSADOR JOHNSON THAT: 


1. THE PRC RECOGNIZES THAT AMERICANS IN THE PRC WHO DESIRE 

TO RETURN TO THE USA ARE NOW ENTITLED TO DO SO AND DECLARES THAT 
IT HAS ADOPTED AND WILL FURTHER ADOPT APPROPRIATE MEASURES SO 
THAT THEY CAN EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN. 


“2. «THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UK WILL BE INVITED TO ASSIST IN THE 
RETURN TO THE US OF THOSE AMERICANS WHO DESIRE TO DO SO AS 
FOLLOWS: 


of the United States 


A. IF ANY AMERICAN IN THE PRC BELIEVES THAT CONTRARY TO THE 
DECLARED POLICY OF THE PRC HE IS ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTION IN 
DEPARTURE HE MAY SO INFORM THE OFFICE OF THE CHARGE D!AFFAIRES 
OF THE UK IN THE PRC AND REQUEST IT TO MAKE REPRESENTATIONS ON 
HIS BEHALF TO THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PRC. IF DESIRED BY THE US, 
THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UK MAY ALSO INVESTIGATE THE FACTS 

IN ANY SUCH CASE. 
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B. IF AN AMERICAN IN THE PRC WHO DESIRES TO RETURN TO THE US 
HAS DIFFICULTY IN PAYING HIS RETURN EXPENSES, THE GOVERNMENT 
OF THE UK MAY RENDER HIM FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE NEEDED TO 
PERMIT HIS RETQRN. 

-- co aA 

<{ NI 'e ¢ 
3.1, THE GOVERNENT OF THE PRC WILL GIVE WIDE PUBLICITY TO THE 
FOREGOING ARRANGEMENTS AND THE OFFICE OF THE CHARGE D* AFFAIRES 
OF. THE UR IN THE: PRC MAY ALSO DO SO." 


GOWEN 
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COMMENTS TODAY*S MEETING. 


WANG WAS RELAXED, MADE NO. SERIOUS EFFORT PRESS TO ANY SHOWDOWN, 
AND SHOWED NO GREAT SENSE OF URGENCY. HE QUICKLY REACHED DE- 
CISIONS AT TABLE ON LANGUAGE DRAFT AND WHILE IMMEDIATELY 
» NOTING | HAD GONE BACK ON LANGUAGE OUR AUGUST 16 DRAFT PARTI- 
CULARLY ON INTRODUCTORY PARA DID NOT PRESS HIS ADVANTAGE THIS 
REGARD. DEGREE TO WHICH HE CONCEDED DISPUTED POINTS IN DRAFT 
ALSO INDICATED THEY MAY NOT HAVE BEEN ATTACHING SAME VALUE 
THERETO AS WE HAD ASSUMED. WHILE I SUCCEEDED IN AVOIDING 
EXPRESSLY COMMITTING MYSELF TO DRAFT IN FACE HIS WILLING- 
NESS REACH IMMEDIATE AGREEMENT ON TEXT 1! WILL HAVE TO HAVE 
VERY COGENT REASONS FOR INTRODUCING ANY FURTHER CHANGES. 


of the United States 


SSiLe&-8/fS6°119 


THUS ONLY REMAINING ISSUE APPEARS BE WANG*S REFUSAL SET 

ANY DEFINITE TIME FOR RELEASE REMAINING AMERICANS. BOTH OF US 
REPEATEDLY AND CATEGORICALLY STATED OUR POSITIONS ON THIS 
{SSUE AND THERE SEEMS LITTLE LEFT TO SAY. 
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IN CONSIDERING OUR FUTURE COURSE OF ACTION BELIEVE MUST 

RECOGNIZE THAT WE HAVE CUT BACK REPRESENTATION ARRANGEMENT 7 vA 

TO POINT IT IS MUCH LESS ATTRACTIVE TO CHICOMS THAN SOMETHIN@ 0 
ALONG LINES THEIR ORIGINAL PROPOSAL. THEREFORE ITS BARGAINING* = ii 
VALUE IS CORRESPONDINGLY RED .° =D. THUS THEIR DESIRE TO GET = & we 
TO ITEM TWO IS PROBABLY PRINCIPAL LEVER WHICH WOULD MOVE THER 4 
TOWARDS ACCEPTING OUR POSITION. EFFECTIVENESS LEVER DIFFICULT 


A 





op ESTIMATE AND WANG MAY BE DOING GOOD JOB DISS!IMULATION. HOWEVER | ce 
VOM WL, > 
, Pan REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
Ws Vas FE, votre | COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 
Sf 
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| HAVE FEELING THEIR DESIRE GET TO !TEM TWO STILL FAR FROM 

STRONG ENOUGH TO OVERCOME THEIR VERY STRONG RELUCTANCE GIVE 
UP THEIR POSITION TO DEGREE THAT WOULD BE REQUIRED TO 

GtVE ADVANCE COMMITMENT ON TIME LIMIT FOR RELEASE REMAINING 
AMERICANS. BELIEVE JT WOULD BE MISTAKE TO INTERPRET WANG'S 

FLEXIBILITY ON WORDING "AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT" AS ANY 


INDICATION SOFTENING THEIR POSITION ON SUBSTANTIVE ISSUE 
REMAINING AMERICANS. 


WHILE AT MOMENT RISK MAY NOT SEEM GREAT | CONTINUE BE CONCERNED 
THAT THERE COULD AT ANY TIME BE DEVELOPMENT WHICH WOULD FUR- 


THER DELAY RELEASE THOSE AMERICANS WHOSE RELEASE CAN NOW BE 
OBTAINED. 
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“ane of Officer 
FROM JOHNSON ‘irection to DC 





1. | OPENED 12TH MEETING TODAY BY HANDING WANG REWSED DRAFT 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT INCORPORATING CHANGES DEPTEL 654. 


FULL TEXT MY REMARKS AND DRAFT AS GIVEN WANG BEING FORWARDED 
AIR POUCH TOMORROW. 





2. IN MY REMARKS | NOTED CHANGES FROM AND SIMILARITIES TO HIS 
AUGUST 25 DRAFT NOTING (A) | HAD ADDED "WILL FURTHER 

ADOPT APPROPRIATE MEASURES" TO PARAGRAPH 1 US SECTION THIS 

TO BE APPLICABLE TO AUTHORIZATION TO BE GIVEN GOI; (B) USE 

OF “WILL AUTHORIZE" IN PARAGRAPHS 23(C) RESTORATION 

"IN ANY SUCH CASE" #N PARAGRAPH 2(A) TO MAKE CLEAR FUNCTIONS 
TO BE PERFORMED ONLY WITH REGARD TO THOSE WHO DESIRE RETURN; 
(D) DELETION "ON BEHALF OF GOVERNMENT OF" PARAGRAPHS 

2(B) ON GROUNDS ASSISTANCE TO AMERICANS LARGELY FROM PRIVATE 
SOURCES. PRC COULD MAKE WHATEVER ARRANGEMENTS !T WISHED WITH 


GO!; AND (£) SUGGESTION RESTORATION JULY 25 LANGUAGE IN IN- 
TRODUCTORY PARA. | 


of the United States 
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3. | CONCLUDED THAT ON IMPORTANT QUESTION TIME HIS PHRASE 

"AS SOON AS POSSIBLE" NOT SATISFACTORY AND URGED 

ACCEPTANCE "PROMPTLY" INSTEAD. | EMPHASIZED ESSENTIAL 

POINT WAS FOR BOTH TO CLEARLY UNDERSTAND WHAT TERM MEANT 

AND EXPRESSED HOPE HE WOULD BE ABLE DEFINE FOR ME MUCH MOR 
CLEARLY THAN IN PAST AND TERMS OF DEFINITE PERIOD OF TIME OUR: 
THER APPROPRIATE MEASURES TO BE TAKEN BY HIS GOVERNMENT WHIC 


WOULD ENABLE ALL DETAINED AMERICANS EXERCISE oe Oe RIGHT eo 
TURN. 





Vd 





4 
ma 


@ 4. WANG STUDIED OUR DRAFT CAREFULLY AND COMMENTED IN DETAIL. 


Ae HE SAID 
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A. HE SAID "RETURN OF NATIONALS" HAD BEEN USED IN OUR AUGUST 


16 DRAFT AND CONFORMED WITH ANNOUNCEMENT ON AGREED AGENDA MADE 
FOLLOWING FIRST MEETING AUGUST. 


B. "AS SOON AS POSSIBLE" WAS TRANSLATION THEY DESIRED FOR 
CHINESE TERM (CHIN SU) AND THEY FELT "PROMPTLY" HAS FEELING 

OF COMPULSION. HE ADDED HOWEVER AS EACH SIDE HAD OWN OPINION 
ON APPROPRIATE WORD PERHAPS BEST FIND “ANOTHER ENGLISH TRANSLA- 


TION WHILE. RETAINING ORIGINAL CHINESE. HE SUGGESTED "EXPEDI- 
TIOUSLY". 


C. IN PARAGRAPH 2 HE SAID TYE!I# PHRASE "US AGREES THAT QGOI# 
ENTRIET# TO ASSIST" IMPLIED AUTHORIZATION. HOWEVER THEY WILLING 
DELETE "US AGREES" AND SIMPLY SAY "GOI WILL BE ENTRUSTED TO 
ASSIST". SINCE ANNOUNCEMENT COMES AS RESULT AMBASSADORIAL DIS- 


CUSSSIONS SUCH A STATEMENT WOULD IMPLY AGREEMENT ON PART OUR 
TWO GOVERNMENTS, 


D. HE AGREED TO DELETION "ON BEHALF OF PRC (USA)" IN PARAGRAPHS 
2(B). HE CONCLUDED THAT THEY HAD WITH THESE CHANGES MET 
REQUIREMENTS OUR SIDE TO A VERY LARG EXTENT. 


5- | REPLIED THAT HIS DRAFT STILL CONTAINED WORD "ENTRUSTED" aioe 
WHILE OURS CONTAINED "AUTHORIZED" WHICH EXPRESSES EXACTLY AND .~ 
MORE CLEARLY WHAT EACH GOVERNMENT WILL DO. | ASKED IF HE WOULD 
BE WILLING USE "AUTHORIZE" IN PLACE OF "ENTRUSTED". 


‘<1 


6. WANG SAID "AUTHORIZED" DID NOT CONVEY SAME FEELING OF 
POLITENESS TOWARD THIRD POWER WHICH. THEY WERE TRYING TO INDICATE 
BY USING WORD "ENTRUST" WHICH IMPLIED REQUEST. 


WY » 
ny 
.\ 


7- | SAID POSSIBLY WE COULD USE "REQUEST". 


> *#*: on tar ; 


8. WANG OBJECTED BECAUSE "REQUEST" TOO HAD SOME FEELING OF 


AN ORDER IN CHINESE WHICH HE DID NOT DESIRE IN SPEAKING OF THIRD 
PARTY. 









9. | AGREED 
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9. | AGREED TO SEE IF WE COULD FIND A SUITABLE WORD. | THEN 
SAID IN INTRODUCTORY PARAGRAPH ANNOUNCEMENT WE SIMPLY RETURNED 
TO LANGUAGE OUR TWO GOVERNMENTS USED IN JULY 25TH ANNOUNCEMENT. 
AFTER CONSIDERABLE DISCUSSION IN WHICH IT APPEARED HE WAS OB- 
JECTING TO WORD "REPATRIATION" BUT NOT TO "CIVILIANS" | AGREED 
CONSIDER "RETURN" IN PLACE "REPATRIATION". 


10. WANG THEN READ INTRODUCTORY PARAGRAPH LEAVING OUT "WHO 
DESIRE TO RETURN" FOLLOWING WORD "CIVILIANS". 


11. | ASKED THAT "WHO DESIRE TO RETURN" BE INCLUDED. HE 
REPLIED IT WAS NATURALLY INCLUDED BY IMPLICATION AND HAD NOT 
APPEARED IN AGENDA ANNOUNCEMENT OF AUGUST 1ST. HE SAID NOT 
NECESSARY INCLUDE "WHO DESIRE TO RETURN" BECAUSE SO EXPLICITLY 
STATED IN SUCCEEDING PARAGRAPHS THAT ARRANGEMENT APPLIED TO 
PERSONS "WHO DESIRE TO RETURN". HE SAID INTRODUCTORY PARA- 
GRAPH INTENDED GIVE GENERAL IDEA OF PROBLEM, DETAILS OF WHICH 
SPELLED OUT LATER. 


12. | SAID | THOUGHT WE COULD AGREE TO ELIMINATION "WHO 
DESIRE TO RETURN" FROM INTRODUCTORY PARAGRAPH. 


13. | THEN SUGGESTED IN PARAGRAPH 2. WE COULD USE WORD "INVITE" 
INSTEAD OF "ENTRUST". WANG AGREED TO USE OF "INVITE" IN ENGLISH 
TEXT AND SAID THEY WOULD KEEP ORIGINAL CHINESE (WEI T'O) 

WHICH MEANT SUBSTANTIALLY SAME. 


14. | SAID | WOULD CONSIDER IT. WITH RESPECT HIS SUBSTITUTION 
"EXPEDITIOUSLY" FOR OUR WORD "PROMPTLY" i AGREED TO CONSIDER IT 
ALTHOUGH | DID NOT FEEL "PROMPTLY" HAD THE MEANING HE WAS 
GIVING IT. | THEN REPEATED THAT | CONSIDERED IT VITAL THAT 

WE HAVE CLEAR UNDERSTANDING WHAT THE WORD WILL MEAN WITH RESPECT 
TO RELEASE OF AMERICANS. | ADDED I WAS ANXIOUS FOR ANYTHING 
FURTHER HE COULD TELL ME CONCERNING TIMING THEIR RELEASE. 


15. WANG 
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15 WANG THEN RESORTED TO PREPARED STATEMENT. HE SAID THEY 
HAD CONSIDERED TEXT OF "AGREEMENT", AS A RESULT IT APPEARED 
WE WERE FUNDAMENTALLY AGREED ON WORDING AND EXPECTED NO FURTHER 
PROBLEMS IN WORDING. HE WELCOMED FACT THAT AS RESULT EFFORTS 
MADE, DISTANCE NOW DIVIDING US HAD BEEN LESSENED. HE SAID NOW 
WE SEEM TO BE RETURNING TO OLD PROBLEM OF TRYING TO DEFINE 
"EXPEDITIOUSLY" IN EXACT TERMS OF PERIOD OF TIME. HE SAID 
THEY HAD MADE CLEAR THEIR POSITION ON THIS OLD PROBLEM MANY 
TIMES, BUT AS | HAD RAISED QUESTION AGAIN, HE WOULD REPEAT 
THEIR VIEWPOINT. HE SAID IN PAST MEETINGS | HAD INSISTED THEY 
SHOULD RELEASE ALL AMERICANS IN A SPECIFIED TIME BEFORE 
IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND US COULD BE BROUGHT ABOUT. 
BUT IT WAS HIS OPINION SUCH A POSITION WAS DEVOID OF ANY JUSTI- 
FICATION BECAUSE AMERICANS DETAINED NOT ORDINARY AMERICANS BUT 
VIOLATORS OF CHINESE LAW AND HANDLING THEIR CASES WAS CHINESE 
| SOVEREIGN RIGHT. CHINESE HAD RELEASED 4 AMERICAN PRISONERS IN 
MAY AND 11 MORE BEFORE COMMENCEMENT THESE TALKS, BUT GUILTY 
PERSONS MUST BE TREATED ACCORDING TO CHINESE JURIDICAL PROCESS 
AND IMPOSSIBLE PREDICT TIME LIMIT FOR HANDLING THEIR CASES. 
CHINESE GOVERNMENT WOULD CONTINUE REVIEWS AND LENIENT POLICY 
WOULD BE EXTENDED ONLY IF AGREEMENT REACHED AND RELATIONS 
BETWEEN THE TWO COUNTRIES IMPROVED. 


of the United States 
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16. HE SAID AT LAST MEETING | HAD CHARGED HIM WITH RELATING 
POLITICAL CONCESSIONS TO RELEASE AMERICANS. THIS ACCUSATION 
SURPRISED HIM SINCE AMERICANS CONCERNED WERE LAW BREAKERS. 
SHOWING LENIENCY TOWARD THEM AS RESULT IMPROVEMENT IN INTER- 
NATIONAL RELATIONS WAS NOT "EXPLOITING THEM" FOR 

POLITICAL CONCESSIONS. ON CONTRARY HE SAID WE WERE ASKING 

FOR CONCESSIONS WHEN WE INSISTED ON REACHING AGREEMENT ONLY 
AFTER THEY RELEASED ALL AMERICANS. THEY HOPED AGREEMNT WOULD 
BE REACHED REGARDING CIVILIANS BUT THEY WOULD NEVER GIVE 

UP THEIR SOVEREIGN RIGHTS. HE THEN REPEATED FAMIL!AR ARGUMENTS 
THAT: HIS SIDE HAD MADE GREATEST CONCESSIONS; HIS SIDE- HAD 
PROVIDED LIST ALL AMERICANS$ WE REFUSED LIST CHINESE; HIS 

SIDE WAS GIVING LENIENT TREATMENT AMERICANS BUT WE WERE 
OBSTRUCTING DEPARTURE ANY CHINESE AND THEY WERE GREATLY DISSAT- 
ISFIED PRESENT STATE OF AFFAIRS. HE SAID VERY FEW AMERICANS 


IN CHINA 
CONF IDENT IAL 
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IN CHINA, AND CHINESE GOVERNMENT HAD OFFERED 

EASY AND SIMPLE SOLUTION THEIR RETURN. HOWEVER, CHINESE HAD 
"TENS OF THOUSANDS OF NATIONALS IN THE US" AND THEIR 

RETURN DEPENDED UPON US IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREEMENT. 


17- HE CONCLUDED BY SAYING WE HAD SPENT MUCH TIME ON TEXT 


AND HE WOULD LIKE TO KNOW IF WE COULD REACH AGREEMENT ON ANNOUNCE- 
MENT TODAY. 


18, | REPLIED ! WAS VERY SORRY HIS STATEMENT DID NOT ADD ANY- 
THING TO WHAT HE HAD PREVIOUSLY SAID WHICH WOULD ENABLE US 

TO MAKE FURTHER PROGRESS TODAY. | HAD NOT SUGGESTED ANYTHING 
WHICH WOULD INFRINGE UPON THEIR SOVEREIGNTY AND IT WAS FOR 
THEM TO DECIDE WHAT THEY WOULD DO WITH RESPECT TO AMERICANS. 
| HAD NOT SAID WE WOULD NOT CONCLUDE UNDERSTANDING UNTIL 

ALL AMERICANS WERE RELEASED. | HAD MADE MANY CONCESSIONS, 
FIRST HOPING ALL AMERICANS WOULD BE RELEASED DURING TALKS, 
THEN THAT THEY WOULD BE RELASED SIMULTANEOUSLY WITH ANNOUNCE- 
MENT AND NOW | WAS ASKING FOR INTERPRETATION OF WORD "EXx- 
PEDITIOUSLY" IN TERMS OF REASONABLE PERIOD OF TIME. 


| WAS DISAPPOINTED |!T WAS STILL IMPOSSIBLE FOR HIM TO GIVE ME 
EVEN THAT STATEMENT. 





Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 


19. | SAID HIS STATEMENTS REGARDING TEATMENT CHINESE IN US 
CALLED INTO QUESTION GOOD FAITH MY STATEMENTS THIS REGARD. 
| WAS SATISFIED FACTS NOT CORRECT BUT IF HE WOULD GIVE ME iINFOR- 
MATION | WOULD IMMEDIATELY LOOK INTO ANY CASES HE KNEW OF, 











= 


20. WANG SAID PROBLEM NOW HAS BOILED DOWN TO QUESTION OF 
DEFINING "EXPEDITIOUSLY" IN TERMS OF A PERIOD OF TIME. 

HE SAID CHINESE SOVEREIGN RIGHT DID NOT PERMIT HIM TO SAY THEY 
WOULD RELEASE AMERICANS AT ANY GIVEN TIME IRRESPECTIVE OF THEIR 
JURIDICAL PROCEDURE. IF THEY GAVE TOMORROW OR.SOME OTHER TIME 
IN FUTURE NOT MUCH DIFFERENT FROM SAYING AMERICANS WOULD BE 
RELEASED RIGHT NOW. THEY COULD ONLY SAY THEY WOULD GIVE 

RESULTS WHEN REVIEWS COMPLETED AND WITH FAVORABLE CONDITIONS 
REVIEW WOULD BE CARRIED OUT VERY QUICKLY. THIS HE SAID WAS 


GREATEST 











CONF IDENT IAL 








es 


2 CONF IDENT IAL 
-6- 661, AUGUST 31, 8 P.M., FROM GENEVA 


GREATEST EXTENT TO WHICH HE COULD GO TODAY. HE THEN REPEATED 
H!S STATEMENT GREAT DISSATISFACTION REGARDING STATUS CHINESE 
NATIONALS IN US, COMPLAINED HIS GOVT HAD NO COMPLETE LIST 
AND THAT SINCE OPENING OF TALKS NOT A SINGLE CHINESE 
NATIONAL HAD BEEN ALLOWED FREELY TO RETURN TO CHINA. HE HAD 


MENTIONED CASE OF DR. TSIEN BUT EVEN HE NOT ABLE TO RETURN 
YET. 





21. | TRIED TO PROBE FURTHER BY SAYING HE MUST HAVE SOMETHING 
IN MIND AS TO MEANING “EXPEDITIOUSLY”. ##S GOVERNMENT 


MUST BE THINKING IN TERMS OF ONE WEEK, SEVERAL MONTHS OR SEVERAL 
YEARS.» 


22. WANG LAUGHED AND SAID NOTHING WOULD COME FROM DISCUSSION 

OF THIS POINT. THEY WOULD TALK ONLY ABOUT THINGS OF WHICH THEY 
WERE SURE. HOWEVER, !T WOULD BE EASY FOR HIM TO GIVE THE LENGTH 
OF SENTENCE OF EACH AMERICAN IMPRISONED. |IT WAS NOT 

POSSIBLE TO SAY HOW MUCH THESE SENTENCES COULD BE SHORTEND. 
COL. ARNOLD WAS SENTENCED TO TEN YEARS AND YET WAS GIVEN 


EARLY RELEASE. SPEED-UP RELEASE AMERICANS LINKED WITH REACHING 
OF AGREEMENT AND IMPROVING RELATIONS. 


of the United States 


23- | ASKED WHETHER HE COULD GIVE ME A DEFINITE TIME AFTER 
THE ANNOUNCEMENT WAS ISSUED. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


24. WANG REPLIED ISSUING OF ANNOUNCEMENT WOULD SHOW PROGRESS 


IN IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS WHICH WOULD HELP TO SETTLE REMAINING 
CASES. 


25- | SAID IF HE COULD TELL US NOW ABOUT SOME CASES, WHY NOT 
GIVE US A DEFINITE TIME ON REMAINDER? 


26. WANG SAID NOT POSSIBLE DEAL WITH ALL CASES AT ONCE OR 
GIVE THEM ALL SAME TREATMENT AS THEY DIFFERED IN VARIOUS 
RESPECTS. ! THEN STATED |! WAS SORRY NO FURTHER PROGRESS HAD 
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BEEN MADE THIS MORNING AND HOPED HE WOULD TELL ME SOMETHING 


MORE DEFINITE AT NEXT MEETING. | SUGGESTED IN ORDER HE HAVE TIME 


FOR FULL CONSIDERATION THIS IMPORTANT QUESTION WE MEET ON 
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 6. 


27+ WANG AGREED IMMEDIATELY. SMILED AND SAID HE HOPED | 
WOULD HAVE GOOD NEWS FOR HIM. 


GOWEN 
WwW 
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Dear Walter: Co) Kevin ~~ 












I have receiv 1 and ke saute 26th and 
August 29th, and I am wr gz g before getting 
off to an early start for Prague tomorrow morning. 


I want you to know how tremendously helpful your letters 


are for the background and suggestions that they have contained, 


and I enormously appreciate the time that I know that they have 
taken in your extremely harried life. 


Tell Herman that I certainly have noted his hand, and a 
very wise one it is indeed. My only regret is that he was not 
there to make it manifest sooner as I have had a feeling that 
I have been required to back-up to a degree that is very diffi-~ 
cult, particularly at this stage. However, as I let myself go 
sufficiently to say in my summary telegram today, I feel that 
I have been fairly successful. Speaking very frankly, I feel 
that I have been required to back-up a long way from the line 
taken in the Department's 466, as well as the Department's 492, 
particularly with respect to this question of "nationals", 


I also have a feeling that we are becoming increasingly 
reluctant to recognize the implications of having agreed to 
these talks. I am thoroughly in sympathy with doing everything 
possible to avoid all the apparent pitfalls but believe it hard 
to maintain the fiction that two Ambassadors can discuss and 
decice on matters without agreeing thereto. 


As far as our position is concerned, I have tried to make 
my Opinion very clear in my telegrams. I came here hoping and 
expecting, particularly in view of Chou Bn=-lai's statement, 


that we were 


WAlter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, 
Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State. 
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that we were going to be able to obtain the reasonably prompt 
release of all Americans. I am now inclined to believe that 
We probably read more into Chou's statement than we should have 
and that this never was their real intention. I am inclined 
to think that what Chou was saying was that the number of Americans 
is small and their problem is relatively easy to settle compared 
with the problem of the large number of Chinese in the United 
States. Just as in the Korean armistice negotiations, they 
“fad it entirely impossible clearly to admit that any Chinese 
does not want to return to their Communist paradise. I also 
believe that there is a genuine inability to really understand 
the lack of restrictions upon return of Chinese from the United 
States. I therefore now believe that there has from the 
beginning and still continues to be a linkage between return 
of Chinese from the United States and response to other 
efforts to "improve relations", However, as I have previously 
said, I also believe they recognize that prisoners have reached 
the point of diminishing returns and that they cannot play this 
line too far. 


I would certainly not go so far as to say that they would 
never under any circumstances release all Americans simultaneously. 
(I believe that Wang was probably right in saying today that 
they regard a definite time period on the release of the 
remainder as being approximately equivalent to simultaneous 
release.) However, I do feel that they are still a very long 
way from this point. 


of the United States 
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The question, therefore, is whether or not we can expect 
and hope to work them up to this point within a reasonable 
period of time and without subjecting Americans whose release 
can now be obtained to undue risk of unreasonably prolonged 
detention, While frankly admitting to the narrow viewpoint of 
the man in the field, I am inclined to be very doubtful. 


One aspect that worries me is that the longer we continue 
in the present deadlocked position, the more hardened positions 
on both sides tend to become and the more difficult it becomes 
to shift therefrom. Looking at it solely from the standpoint 
of the overall welfare of the detained Americans, I find it 
hard to work out the equation but believe it important that 
we do so. We are today able to obtain the release of X number 
of Americans and within the next month or two Y number may well 
have been added to that. How large the remaining Z will be 
I have no way of telling, but it will certainly include the 
three or four "difficult" cases. I am convinced that these 
latter cases are,under the best of circumstances, going to take 
a long time and doubt whether what we now have to offer under 
agenda item one is going to obtain their release. Of course 
I know that the answer is that under the present outlook neither 
under agenda item two are we going to be able to @ffer anything 


that would 


SECRET 











SECRET 
-= 3- 


that would obtain their release. This may well be the case, 
However, should X and Y be indefinitely detained in what may 
be a futile effort to obtain Z? 


Also it seems to me that the price we would be paying for 
X and Y is in reality very small. The third party arrangement 
is very limited in scope, and I believe that we would be in a 
position to withdraw it at any time that we considered it 
desirable, 


There is a very small point which struck me today and 
which I am surprised Wang has not caught me up on = I have been 
pushing very hard the thesis that we came here to settle the 
repatriation of civilians, but in re-reading the July 25th 
announcement today, I was struck by the fact that it refers 
only to "in order to aid in settling the matter of repatriation..." 


I am a little concerned that we may be permitting our 
bargaining positions to become our final position withoute 
enough ammunition in our belt to overcome the resistance. 


of the United States 


With respect to the thought that we might go ahead and 
independently announce the Indian representation arrangement, 
it seems to me that this would be most unwise. If we are 
prepared to do this, we can get the U.K. representation in 
Communist China for whatever it is worth but,much more 
importantly, the release of at least a considerable number of 
Americans, If we do it independently while Wang and I are 
still negotiating here, it seems to me that we at the minimum 
set back the release of Americans whose release we could now 
obtain. I also wonder what the reaction of the Indians would 


be. 
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While I will appreciate any and all suggestions on 
arguments I might use with Wang, as I have run dry myself, 
I want to make it clear whatever debating satisfaction this 
may give, I do not believe that anv arguments or logic, no 
matter how irrefutable, are in themselves going to produce 
any change in their position. 


I hope that all of this does not sound too cynical or 
discouraged, but at this late hour in the evening I simply 
wanted to share with you very frankly and personally some of 
the thoughts that we are having here on the other side of the 


coin. 
With kindest regards from all. 


TCAYs 


° exis Johnson 
American Ambassador 
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September 1, 1955 





Official - Informal 
Ce ential 





Dear Walter: 
I am enclosing copies of our draft agreed announcement 


and the Ambassador's statement explaining the changes in the 
draft, beth of whieh were used at the 12th meeting with the 
Chinese Communists on August 31. These are the texts promised 
you in telegram No. 661, August 31st, paragraph one. 

Alex is now in Prague and the rest of us are -holding 


the fort here until his return Sunday night. 


Sincerely, 


Eno losures: 


1. Draft Agreed Announcement 
-2. Ambassador's Remarks 


Walter P. MeConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, 
Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State. 
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- AMBASSADOR JGINSON'S REMARKS 


cs 12th Meeting, August 31, 1955 


Mr. Ambassador, I have given careful consideration to the 
draft of the agreed announcement which you gave me on August 25th 
and the observations which you made at that time. 

I have prepared a new draft in which I have gone a long 
way to meet the points raised by your draft which departed 
somewhat from the suggestion which I had made. 

You will note that although I consider it entirely unnecessary 
I have made the first paragraph of our respective statements 
identical in line with your views on the subject. Although, as 
I have often stated, I know of no further measures which my 
goverment needs to take in order thatChinese in the United 
States can prouptily exercise their right to return, I have 
inasyted the phrase “will further adopt appropriate measures” 


‘with the thought that this will be applicable to the authorization 


to be given to the Governmentof India. 

You will also note that numbered paragraph (2) of our 
respective statements I have used the phraseology that our 
governments will authorize the Governmentof te United Kingdon, 
and the Government of the Republic of India, to assist the 


*Seturn to their resprstive countries of #hose who desire to do 


so. It seems to me that this much more accurately describes . 
the exact situation since obviously neither of the third countries 
nawed could carry out these functions without the authorization 


of our respective governments. The essential element, therefore, 


is that our respective governments give this authorization and 
that this is clearly set forth in our respective statements. 
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With respect to saveqresh 2 (a) of our respective statements, 
I have wade a slight additio to the last sentence of your 
draft in order to make it clear that these functions are to B 
perforwed only with regard to those persons who desire to 
return. 

With respect to paragraph 2 (b), I have deleted the 
phrase in your draft "on behalf of the Government of the United 
‘States of America", in the one case, and "on behalf of the 
Government of the People's Republic of China", in the other case. 
In the case of Agericans, any financial assistance in most cases 
would originate with the relatives or firms of the persons 
coneerned. You are, of course, entirely free to make whatever 
arrangements you may desire for reimbursement by the Government 
of India and there is no reason: for specifying this in our 
agreed announcensnt. 

With respect to the introductory paragraph, I feel it 
appropriate that we retain the words contained in the statement 
issued by our two govermments on July 25th announcing these 


talks. 
You will note that I have aceepted the revised wording 


which you suggested for paragraph (3) of our respective statements. 

With reference to our discussion at our last meeting of 
the word "promptly" as used in the first paragraph of our 
respective statements, I have retained this word as I have 
not been able to think of any other that would be more 
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appropriate. From the interpretation which you gave me at our 
last meeting of the Chinese term which you had suggested, it 
seems to me that “prouptly”" is the best and most adequate 
translation into the English. It does not in the English carry 
with it any connotation such as you suggested of command but 
rather carries the connotation of quickly or very quickly which 
I understood from you was the sense of the Chinese term. 
However, in the English usage it is a more appropriate word 
in a context such as this than simply the word "quickly” or 
"very quickly”. 

However, as I said at our last meeting, the essential 
point with respect to whichever term is used is that we both 
Gisarly understand what it means. I would hope that you 
would today be able to define for me much sore clearly than 
you have in the past and in terms of 4 definite period of 
time the further appropriate measures mentioned in the draft 


' of the agreed announcement which will enable all Americans now 


detained in your country to exercise their right to return. 
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Agree text proposed ny aoe as can be expected. ; 


would like agreement as to time release Americans it, aE not be prpsse : 
ut 

as to jeopardize agreement on proposed, announcement... You should = argue on § 

Rr; << ¢ tee dee oe ~ Buy aig a 

Tuesday for time agreement but if not Seryuoraing you should : Andicate. yours ent - 
; [ae 
: “4 

agreement ad referendum that in next mecting PAREN presumably on sage ‘PAREN. e |3 


quoted 


? ‘REFTEL |e 
there should be agreement on announcenent /and BR. and timing thereof. fee ie 


without our insisting agreement on. time annie Americans. Make clear. nowever a , 
# . =. , —_— ‘ 
that word QUOTE expeditiously QUOTE. meang. just that. ‘and. we expect announcement 


to be carried out in that sense. Would like your views on timing of 2 . ~" 


of the United States 


publication of announcement. We believe announcement should be simtancous , , 
“ep Ses'y 


‘? 


= F e. Lye’ Ke 
i. FYI Following announcement we believe ‘mootings. should continue not at. Vy Clie 
4 vane. 
kees 


Geneva, Peiping and Washington or Denver at — time. 











é° x . 
n oftener than twice a week at which the subject for eee would ‘be Rie ae es 
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implementation and details and progress in carrying out agreed pti, é bg 
| Discussion about item two should not be engaged in until it is clear that ~ Ps | M.» “% 
agreed announcement is initiated in good faith. Under such circumstances . ss a 
discussions can be had as to what should quastitte item two on agenda... pan is 


~~ 


discussions should be recessed whenever it becomes apparent Communists. 
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Paragraph 16: INS affirms no restraining orders’"in- force’ since Me 
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except in case Tsien, whose restraining order revoked | August 30. Hence zoturn' 


*. | reply Wang's remarks on Chinese in US. aes 2 NEB Se EAE ’ “ee 
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to PRC of any Chinese National in US, and timing such. return, depend on: 


volition individual,not on implementation agreed. announcenente - : 3 . 
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Paragraph 20; Wang's sour for aie all Chinese anrelot Q ‘w 
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not be considered. Tsien Hsue-shen, ony; epgoitic case ‘mentioned by. anes 
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- ES ¢ 
" "Es 
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Tsieng entered US as student in 19355 admitted for Pyaar, resident - in 1947 


of the United States 





ces Has studied aeronautical engineering at institutes of, techhology’ of Nagoachusstt 
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Chinese constantly being allowed freely depart US.From July 11, 
when initiative for Geneva talks occurred, to August 31, &3 Chinese . 
Nationals departed US for Far East. No information now available how 
many these intended proceed Communist China, but obvious they completely, 
free to do so, as far as US concerned, . | te Beh” eae 

Information (FYI from Hong Kong authorities END rg) indicates 
47 Chinese passed through Hong Kong in transit )- = Communist China 
from US between January 1 and August 31. Figure does not include Chinese 
who may have entered Hong Kong without specifying intention proceed 


PRC, then crossed border, 


10995 . 
CONFIDENTIAL 


Classification 























| rls 
. . ieee 
> : | — 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 





r : ale ent! 
[ ¥Peleasc's 
] ! : 
[ ] Releasable if —=———sconcurs 


[| Excice as sow: B sis-1-391 Sepgember 2, 1955 
Letter No. ll [_] Downgrade to | 


‘ 

} 

[| Deny ) 
eview Again_ | ‘| 


a = 
OFFICIAL INFORMAL PYReveve Date //S Wi’ 
~BCRET f 











Dear Alex: 
Again there is a great rush on with just a few mimutes to get 


this note to you in the pouch. The momentous telegram authorizing you 
to button up the Agreed Announcement at the next meeting on Tuesday the 





6th is just going out. The Secretary personally reviewed, amended 
and approved this telegram before he left yesterday afternoon for a two 


CL 30% 


week vacation at Duck Islami. Ab his request I flew to Richmond yesterday 


of the United States 


afternoon to get WSR's approval. I had an hour and a half with him in 


Silt d 


Richmond. He readily gave his clearance, 

You will be interested to know that when WSR read the latest text 
of the Agreed Announcement “cold",' without having any of the recent 
background, he was amased at what you had accomplished. He felt that 
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we had just about written our own ticket so far ag the phraseology 
r went. the wording could hardly be better from our stamipoint. He felt 
that we did not need to vorry too much about fixing an exreses time 
limit in terms of so many days or wees. in view of the very explicit 
teeminslogy used in the Agreed Amc ent. He observed that if the 
Communists did not release all the Americans"expeditioualy” in the 
literal sense of the term, they would be in an absolutely indefensible 
position 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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position. ™e would have the best club imaginable to beat them with. 
Not even thai best apologists, such as the Indians, would excuse them if 
they failed to act promptly on all Americans. wSt thinks that their 
prestige is involved and they know it. ny consciously and 
deliberately decided to release all the Americans in a hurry, if we 
allow them to do it in their om way and without any suggestion of an 
ultimatum safe ae days. It would beem to be part of their general 
diplomatic campaign to win widespread acceptance and ‘respectability. 

WSK thinks it very impartant for you not to simply in any way 
that we think it might take sixty or ninety days to complete the 
‘umplementation. “Expeditiously" obviously means a shorter time than 
that. ‘there is a chance that the “nericans mignt be released practically 
en masse in ten days or two weeks. ‘This is what it ought to mean. If 
we show that we don't really eect them to move with celarity probably 


they won't, but if we make it clear that we tale speedy action for 


x 
granted, they will be put on their mettle, and srobably live up to 

what is expected of them on this since it fits in with their accelerated 
diplomatic campaign. Obviously youdm'tput them on their honor because 
you expect them to act for honor's sake, but sometimes it may serve their 
calculated purposes to deliver when they are put on tneir honor, and 
this may be such an instance. 


It is clearly important not to get into the substance of Item Two 





until all the Americans ere out. When we talk about "discussion about 
Item Two" and “what should constitute Item Two" we mean the topics 


SECNET 
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that might be appropriate for acceptance under item Iwo. Sven this 
discussion of what would be appropriate topics should be recessed if 

the Agreed Announcement is not carried out in good faith. WSR‘'s last 
injunction to me in Richmond yesterday afternoon was to stress the 
importance of not getting into actual substance of Item Two until all 
the Americans are out and that includes of course the hard-core cases. 
We would probably never get the most difficult cases out if we move into 
Item two while they are still held. 

We probably won't inform the Imiians of the contemplated arrangements 
until after the Tuesday meeting. We have already informed the British and 
they are ready to assume their role. 

Joe Nagoski is working full time on the assembling of information 
on Chinese in this country who have been assisted, who have left, and 
who are about to leave. A wealth of information is awllable and it 
will be sent to you ag it seems needful. Herman Phleger thinks thsare 
is enough grist to keep the mill going for sometime if needed. 

-WSR is to return to the Depertmant on Tuesdzy the 6th. Carl 
McCardle is on leave and Bob McIlvaine will help ug handle the press 
and public relations.aspects which will undoubtedly involve some 
problems. The Secretary said yesterday that probably we should have 
some sort of backgrounder for the press when the Agreed Announcement 

particularly 
comes out making it/clear just what the limitations are and what the 
announcement does not signify. 

Ye are getting out a circular to all our Vhiefs of Mission fram 
the Secretary right after the announcement is released, spelling 


out for them that the Agreement does not signify any rdlatation 
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to our opposition to recognition of UN seating of Communist China, 
and that there is no change in our policy of support of the GRC. 
The circular will also point out that the contimed Chinese Communist 
military build-up in the South China coastal area and their direct 
and indirect support of threat of force and subversion against. the 
Governments of Korea, Vietnam and Laos are serious unsettling factors 
1a/duaett Far Eastern situation. 

Bill and I were particularly happy to see the Secretary's 

personal telegram of commendation to you. It is well deserved 
and it means a lot. Congratulations ani regards, 


Sincerely, 


walter P. McConauzhy 
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ion ta PC/:’ 
| FROM JOHNSON 


TWO HOUR AND TWENTY MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING. WANG OPENED 
WITH STATEMENT ON AMERICANS GRANTED EXIT PERMITS. 





oO 
oa 
~ 
e 
! RENEWED REQUEST FOR TIME LIMIT ON RELEASE IMPRISONED AMERICANS, i 
POINTED OUT STILL NONE ABLE DEPART, MEASURES TAKEN BY MY GOVERN- ww 
0) 
1 
0) 


MENT WITHOUT CONDITION PERMIT CHINESE DEPART, 83 DEPARTED SINCE 
JULY 11, ETC. 


WANG REPEATED HIS FORMER LINE THIS SUBJECT FROM PREPARED STATEMENT 
AND AFTER SOME GIVE AND TAKE ALONG FAMILIAR LINES | ASKED SERIES 
QUESTIONS ON ™ EXPEDITIOUS" CONFIRMATION IMPRISONED 

AMERICANS WHOSE CASES REVIEWED WOULD BE ABLE PROMPTLY DEPART ON 
ISSUANCE "AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT" ETC TO WHICH HE MADE 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 
a 


REPLIES IDENTICAL WITH HIS PREVIOUS STATEMENTS. .. 
| THEN INDICATED | WAS’ PREPARED RECOMMEND MY GOVERNMENT AUTHORIZE we 
ME ACCEPT "AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT" AND DESIRED COMPARE TEX#S ; 
WITH HIM. | GAVE HIM TEXT WHICH | POINTED OUT REPRESENTED,MY 0 fh 
UNDERSTANDING OUR DISCUSSION LAST MEETING, INTRODUCED NQ, N e oy. 
CHANGES, AND HOPED WE COULD ISSUE AFTER NEXT MEETING. ~ o BL 
|  & hy rei 
AFTER STUDYING MY DRAFT AND DISCUSSION OF A FEW SMALL NYTPICKS — ee, 
OF WHICH HE ACCEPTED MY VERSION, DISCUSSION CENTERED AROUND S ae 
"NOW" IN PARA ONE PRC SECTION AND "IN ANY SUCH CASE" pen ace 
IN PARAS TWO BOTH SECTIONS, HE REQUESTING DELETION. | POINTED ; , 2, 
QUT HE HAD RAISED NO QUESTION ON "IN ANY SUCH CASE" LAST ht sa? 


"ios 
thy MEETING, AND HE NOTED | HAD NOT CALLED THEIR ATTENTION TO "NOW" a 
eS AT LAST MEETING. 


REPRODUCTION THIS 
CONF IDENT IAL COPY, IF CLASSIFED! Is 
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ONLY VOICED OBJECTION TO "IN ANY SUCH CASE” WAS THAT IT 

WAS CLEAR WITHOUT iT AND PHRASE WAS THEREFORE "UNNECESSARY". 

IN REPLY MY DIRECT QUESTION SAID DID NOT OBJECT IN PRINCIPLE 

TO PHRASE AND | PRESSED MY ADVANTAGE TO MAXIMUM. HIS ARGUMENTA- 
TION WAS WEAK AND HE SEVERAL TIMES APPEARED TO WAVER TOWARD 
ACCEPTING PHRASE BUTAPPEARED HE HAD RECEIVED INSTRUCTIONS SINCE 
OUR LAST MEETING AND HE WAS NOT CLEAR WHETHER HE WAS ABLE CONCEDE. 


OPPOSITION TO "NOW" IN PRC’ SECTION WAS VERY MUCH 

STRONGER, IMPLICATION OF WORD NOT IN ACCORDANCE FACTS AS FAR AS 
PRC CONCERNED, COULD NEVER ACCEPT THIS WORD ETC. |! POINTED 

OUT ALWAYS INCLUDED OUR DRAFTS, WHILE NOT IN PRC DRAFTS, THEY 
HAD NOT AT LAST MEETING OR PREVIOUSLY SPECIFICALLY RAISED ISSUE, 
D'D NOT DO VIOLENCE TO EVEN THEIR INTERPRETATION FACTS ETC. 
CLEARLY HIS INSTRUCTIONS ON THIS VERY CATEGORICAL AND ALTHOUGH | 
USED TO MAX!MUM MY VERY STRONG NEGOTIATION POSITION WAS ENTIRELY 
INABLE SHAKE HIM, 


HE wAS VERY ANXIOUS PROPOSE NEXT MEETING BE SATURDAY AND | AGREED. 


GOWEN 


CES 


Note: Wr. Waddell's orfice (FE) notified 1:20 pm 9/6/55 (DES) 
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BR FROM JOHNSON Date ef Action 


1, FOLLOWING VERBATIM TEXT DRAFT "AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT®? 25 ¢yeqymbo1___ 
sy WANG MEETING SEPTEMBER 6: 





Name of Officer 


2. "AMBASSADORS OF USA AND PRC HAVE AGREED TO ARNGGKtR to DosR, 
MEASURES WHICH THEIR GOVERNMENTS HAVE ADOPTED CONCERNING RETYRN 
OF CIVILIANS TO THEIR RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES.» 


3. WITH RESPECT TO CHINESE IN US, AMBASSADOR U. ALEXIS JOHNSON, 
ON BEHALF OF US, HAS |NFORMED AMBASSADOR WANG PING=-NAN THAT: . 
(1) US RECOGNIZES 17%s47 CHINESE IN US WHO DESIRE TO RETURN , 
TO PRC ARELNOWJENTITLED TO DO SO AND DECLARES THAT iT HAS ADOPTED 
AND WILL FURTHER ADOPT APPROPRIATE MEASURES SO THAT THEY : 

CAN EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN. (2) GOVERNMENT 
OF REPUBLIC OF INDIA WILL BE INVITED TO ASSIST IN RETURN TO 

PRC OF THOSE CHINESE WHO DESIRE TO DO SO AS FOLLOWS: 


of the United States 


SHS S Sra has 
$¢S9-6/26°119 


Ae IF ANY CHINESE IN US BELIEVES THAT CONTRARY TO DECLARED 
POLICY OF US HE IS ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTION IN DEPARTURE, 

HE MAY SO !NFORM EMBASSY OF REPUBLIC OF INDIA IN US AND REQUEST 
[T TO MAKE REPRESENTATIONS ON HIS BEHALF TO US GOVERNMENT. 

'F DESIRED BY PRC, GOVERNMENT OF REPUBLIC OF INDIA MAY ALSO 
INVESTIGATE FACTS IN ANY SUCH CASE. 
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Be IF ANY CHINESE IN THE US WHO DEIRES TO RETURN TO THE -m 


PRC HAS DIFFICULTY IN PAYING HIS RETURN EXPENSES, THE GOVER 
OF REPUBLIC OF INDIA MAY RENDER HIM FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE NE to 
TO PERMIT HIS RETURN. a 


co 
oN 


@m (3) THE US GOVERNMENT WILL GIVE WIDE PUBLICITY TO THE as 
 ~—- FOREGOING ARRANGEMENTS AND THE’ EMBASSY OF THE REPUBLIC OF 


INDIA 
. PR 
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INDIA IN THE US MAY ALSO DO SO. 


4. WITH RESPECT TO AMERICANS IN THE PRC, AMBASSADOR WANG PiNG- 


NAN, ON BEHALF OF THE PRC, HAS INFORMED AMBASSADOR U. ALEXIS 
JOHNSON THAT: 


(1) THE PRC RECOGNIZES THAT AMERICANS IN THE PRC WHO DESIRE TO 
RETURN TO THE US ARE NOW ENTITLED TO DO SO, AND DECLARES THAT 


[T HAS ADOPTED AND WILL FURTHER ADOPT APPROPRIATE MEASURES 
SO THAT THEY CAN (#). 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UK WILL BE INVITED TO ASSIST IN THE 
RETURN TO THE US OF THOSE AMERICANS WHO DESIRE TO DO SO AS FOLOWS: 


A. IF ANY AMERICAN IN THE PRC BELIEVES THAT CONTRARY TO 

THE DECLARED POLICY OF THE PRC HE IS ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTION 

IN DEPARTURE, HE MAY SO INFORM THE OFFICE OF THE CHARGE D* 

AFFAIRES OF THE UK IN THE PRC AND REQUEST IT TO MAKE REPRESENTATIONS 
ON HIS BEHALF TO WE GOVERNMENT OF THE PRC. IF DESIRED BY THE US, 
THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UK MAY ALSO INVESTIGATE THE FACTS : 
IN ANY SUCH CASE, 


-_ 


of the United States 


B. IF ANY AMERICAN IN THE PRC WHO DESIRES TO RETURN TO. THE 
US HAS DIFFICULTY IN. ; AYING KIS RETURN EXPENSES, The GOVERNMENT 


OF THE UK MAY RENDER HIM FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE NEEDED TO PERMIT 
HIS RETURN. 
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(3) THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PRC WILL HAVE W!DE PUBLICITY TO 
THE FOREGOING ARRANGEMENTS AND THE OFFICE OF THE CHARGE D!? 
AFFAIRS OF THE UK IN THE PRC MAY ALSO DO SO". 
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(#) OMISSION, CORRECTION TO FOLLOW 
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India in the United States may also do so. 











4, With respect to Americans in the PRC, Ambassador Wang Ping 2 x» 
Nan, on behalf of the PRC, has informed Ambassador U. Alexig5 & > + 
Johnson that: 7"... 
~ u 

(1) The PRC recognizes that Americans in the PRC who desire F 
to return to the United States are now entitled to do so, and 2 
declares that it has adopted and will further adopt appropriate ad 
measures so that they can expeditiously exercise their right 5 
to return. o 
w 

2. The Government of the United Kingdom will be invited to assist® 


¢ bas a 
ip Bt" 





IN The return to the United States of those Americans who desire 2 
to do so as follows: E 
3 A. If any American in the PRC believes that contrary to a 
S. the declared policy of the PRC he is encountering obstruction in ¢ 
yal departure, he may so inform the office of the Charge D' Affaires —°_| “03% 
uv: of the United Kingdom in the PRC and request it to make representat- i 
a ' ions on his behalf to the Government of the PRC. If desired by —~\ 
53 the United States, the Government of the United Kingdom may also BP . 
v A investigete the facts in any such case. J ", 
w ) B. If any American in the PRC who desires to return to the oOo by 
°Y United States has difficulty in paying his return aaroeee = Fer 
Y the Government of the United Kingdom may render him {nancial - ty % 
assistance needed to permit his return. O ben 
. The Government of the PRC will have wide publicity to the 3 Oo Ss 
oregoing arrangements and the office of the Charge d' Affaires! os Eee 
of the United Kingdom in the PRC may also do so." D oe 
—~ Pee’ 
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PRIORITY Date . 


FROM JOHNSON ‘OS tm 

Liame of Offic 
WITH RESPECT TO REMAINING TWO DISPUTED POINTS IN "AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT" | FEEL WE MUST AND CAN RETAIN “PHPaNP@st Ac 
CASE". QWANG'S MOTIVE FOR DELETION IS CLEAR EVEN THOUGH 
H1S ARGUMENTATION IS WEAK AND THERE IS NO REASON WE SHOU 
CONCEDE. 







SZ 
SS9-6/S6°119 


Y 


| DO NOT FEEL "NOW" IS OF SAME ORDER IMPORTANCE. 


iT ORIGINALLY APPEARED IN DEPTEL 492 WHICH WAS DRAFTED IN 
FORM JOINT STATEMENT IN ORDER MEET POINT CONTAINED PARA 4 
DEPTEL 466. SINCE THEN WE HAVE SHIFTED TO "AGREED ANNOUNCE- 
MENT" FORM OF UNILATERAL STATEMENTS WHICH DO NOT HAVE FORCES 
OF INTERGOVERNMENT AL AGREEMENT AND WHICH IT SEEMS TO 

ME WE ARE FREE RENOUNCE ANY TIME WE CONSIDER SUCH ACTION 
JUSTIFIABLE AND DES!RABLE. 
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v 
SINCE THAT TIME | HAVE CONTINUED TO USE WORD WITH THOUGHT > 
(HAT IN PRC RPT PRC SECTION IT SIGNIFIED ALL AMERICANS WERE 

AS OF DATE OF STATEMENT ABLE TO DEPART. WE ARE NOW ACCEPTING 
SITUATION !N WHICH THIS NOT CASE AND FROM STANDPOINT AMERICANS 

IN PRISON KEY PORTION PARA IS “WILL FURTHER ADOPT APPROPRIATE 
MEASURES" AND "EXPEDITIOUSLY". 





a vl oo 
m ‘2 § 
WHILE AT TODAY'S MEETING WANG ARGUED FOR ITS DELETION @ a, 

FROM ONLY PRC SECTION AND MAY WELL ARGUE FOR ITS RETENTION we: 


oO 
US SECTION HIS MOTIVES ARE OF COURSE ENTIRELY DIFFERENT FRO ae 
“Sy OURS. CERTAINLY IF RETAINED IN QUR SECTION THEY WILL CITE 


Per 7 AS ADMISSION pepaopyction FROM T 
os Pes Ler ray __ SECRET COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 
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AS ADMISSION CHINESE HAVE IN PAST NOT BEEN FREE LEAVE US. 


THEREFORE BELIEVE !T SHOULD BE EITHER RETAINED OR DELETED 

IN BOTH SECTIONS AND THAT ITS DELETION FROM BOTH SECTIONS 
WOULD NOT MATERIALLY WEAKEN FORCE OF ANNOUNCEMENT. MY ABILITY 
ACCEPT DELETION WOULD ALSO OF COURSE STRENGTHEN MY NEGOTIATING 
POSITION FOR RETENT!ON OF "IN ANY SUCH CASE". 


ALSO SEEMS TO ME OUR INTEREST NOW LIES IN GETTING ANNOUNCEMENT 
ISSUED AS QUICKLY AS POSSIBLE SO AS ACCOMPLISH RELEASE 

SOME AMERICANS AND BRING INTO PLAY PUBLIC PRESSURE ON PRC 

FOR "EXPEDITIOUS" RELEASE REMAINDER. 
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NO: 687, SEPTEMBER 6, 7 P.M. (SECTION ONE.OF (THREE) 


‘irection to DC/R 


1, WANG OPENED 13TH MEETING TODAY WITH STATEMENT THAT “2 
AMERICANS WHO WE HAD SAID WERE BEING DETAINED WOULD BE FREE 
TO LEAVE. HE SAID ON BASIS REVIEWS COMPLETED FOLLOWING SEVEN 
AMER! CANS COULD LEAVE ANY TIME: EMMA A. BARRY, RALPH S. 
BOYD, JUANITA B. HUANG, ROBERT H. PARKER, MR. AND MRS. 

HOWARD Le. RICKS AND EVA STELLA DUGAY. TWO ROMANOFFS WHO HAD 
RECENTLY APPLIED EXIT PERMITS COULD ALSO LEAVE. CHARLES MINER, 
NOW IN PROCESS CLEARING UP DEBTS INCURRED BY FIRMS IN HIS 
CHARGE, WAS BEING GIVEN EVERY ASSISTANCE BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES 
AND SHOULD BE ABLE TO COMPLETE PROCEDURES IN TWO OR THREE 
MONTHS, AT WHICH TIME HE ALSO FREE TO LEAVE. JAMES EDWARD 
WALSH HAD NOT APPLIED FOR EXIT PERMIT, BUT SINCE NOT KNOWN 

TO BE INVOLVED IN ANY UNSETTLED CASES, HE ALSO FREE TO 

LEAVE. MRS. HUIZER NOT ON LIST OF AMERICANS IN CHINA AND 
CLAIMED BY DUTCH REPS AS DUTCH CITIZEN, HOWEVER, SHE FREE 

TO LEAVE ALSO AND HE SAID LATER HER HUSBAND MAKING ARRANGE- 
MENTS WIND UP AFFAIRS SO HE TOO WOULD BE ABLE DEPART. 

HE ADDED THAT CASES OF REMAINING AMERICAN CITIZENS WHO HAVE 


COMMITTED CRIMES ARE DIFFERENT FROM THESE TWELVE. WHEN AGREEMENT 


REACHED, THEIR CASES WILL BE REVIEWED AND IN LIGHT CIRCUM- 
STANCES OF EACH AND LENIENT ATTITUDE HIS GOVT REVIEWS WILL BE 
QUICKLY CONDUCTED AND WE WILL BE INFORMED UPON COMPLETION. 


2. | SAID | APPRECIATED THE INFORMATION HE HAD GIVEN RE 

AMERICANS NOW FREE TO DEPART. | THEN ASKED IF | WAS CORRE&T 
'N UNDERSTANDING THAT CHINESE COMMUNISTS HAD COMPLETED REVJE 
SOME CASES CIVILIANS ACCUSED OF COMMITTING CRIMES AND THAT, 


4—£ WOULD INFORM ME THEIR NAMES AT TIME WHEN AGREEMENT REACAED 
ON AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


656m 


3. WANG AGREED. 
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4, | ASKED IF THOSE AMERICANS WHOSE CASES HAD BEEN REVIEWED 
WOULD THEN BE ABLE TO LEAVE PROMPTLY. 


5. HE AGREED. 


6. | THEN SAID THIS BROUGHT US TO WHAT HE HAD TERMED THE 
"OLD QUESTION" OF TIME IT WILL REQUIRE FOR HIS GOVERNMENT 

TO COMPLETE REVIEW OF REMAINDER CASES. THIS CENTRAL QUESTION 
| HAD RAISED IN SECOND MEETING AND WE HAD BEEN DISCUSSING IT 











“EVER SINCE. | COULD SEE NO COMPELLING REASON WHY HIS GOVT 





COULD NOT IF IT WISHED RELEASE THESE PERSONS IMMEDIATELY. 
NEVERTHELESS | WAS WILLING ACCEPT SIMPLE STATEMENT OF REASON] 
ABLE LENGTH OF TIME DURING WHICH RELEASE COULD BE COMPLETED. 
BUT HE HAD ONLY TOLD ME THAT CASES REMAINING AMERICANS WOULD 

BE DEALT WITH "EXPEDITIOUSLY". | HAD NO WAY OF KNOWING 

WHAT HE MEANT BY THIS TERM. FURTHERMORE HE IMPLIED 1T DEPENDANT 
UPON FULFILMENT VARIOUS CONDITIONS. THESE CONDITIONS WERE 

SUCH THAT HIS GOVT COULD AT ANY TIME HALT RELEASE AMERICANS 
MERELY BY ALLEGING ONE OR MORE CONDITIONS NOT BEING FULFILLED. 
HE WAS ASKING MY GOVT ACCEPT MOST UNSATISFACTORY ARRANGE - 

MENT. WE BEING ASKED TAKE CERTAIN CONCRETE ACTION IN ADDITION 
STEPS ALREADY TAKEN TO ASSIST DEPARTURE CHINESE WISHING RETURN. 
HOWEVER HE GIVING ME ONLY VAGUE PROMISE RE PERSONS DESCRIBED 

AS HAVING COMMITTED CRIMES. ANY REASONABLE PERSON WOULD 
UNDERSTAND MY GOVT'S RELUCTANCE ACCEPT SUCH VAGUE ARRANGEMENT. 


7. | SAID HE FREQUENTLY REFERRED TO SO-CALLED OBSTRUCTIONS 
HINDERING DEPARTURE CHINESE FROM US. i WAS SATISFIED THESE 
S0-CALLED OBSTRUCTIONS NOTHING MORE THAN NORMAL PROBLEMS 
ANYONE ENCOUNTERED WHEN HE MOVED FROM ONE COUNTRY TO ANOTHER. 
BETWEEN JULY 11 AND AUGUST 31, 83 CHINESE HAD DEPARTED US FOR 
FAR EAST. IT WAS THUS CLEAR THAT ANY CHINESE PERFECTLY FREE 
DEPART US FOR HIS COUNTRY OR ANY OTHER DESTINATION. | 
EMPHAS!ZED MY GOVT TOOK ALL MEASURES NECESSARY THIS END WITHOUT 
CONDITION. WE KNOW NUMBER THESE PERSONS REACHED HIS COUNTRY 
BECAUSE THEIR ARRIVAL REPORTED OFFICIAL BROADCASTS. | 
CONTRASTED THIS FACT WITH SITUATION FACING AMERICANS IN HIS 
COUNTRY AND FACT THAT NOT ONE AMERICAN CIVILIAN HAD BEEN 
ABLE DEPART DURING PERIOD OUR DISCUSSIONS. THAT IS WHY IT 
WAS SO IMPORTANT TO KNOW IN MORE EXACT TERMS WHAT EFFECT 
ARRANGEMENTS 
CONF | DENT AL 
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ARRANGEMENTS AGREED UPON HERE WOULD HAVE ON AMERICANS ACCUSED 


OF HAVING COMMITTED CRIMES. 


®. WANG REPLIED HE HAD CLEARLY, EXPLICITLY ELABORATED HIS 
POSITION AND HE CONSIDERED RENEWAL DEMAND FOR SPECIFIC 
PERIOD TIME IN WHICH AMERICANS WOULD BE RELEASED SERVED NO 
USEFUL PURPOSE IN THESE TALKS. IN REFERENCE STATEMENT AT 
LAST MEETING HE DENIED QUESTIONING MY GOOD FAITH ON STATE- 
MENTS | HAD MADE CONCERNING ACTION TAKEN BY MY GOVT PERMIT 


CHINESE FREELY DEPART. ALTHOUGH HE HAD INFORMATION CHINESE 


NATIONALS AND STUDENTS DEPARTURE STILL BEING OBSTRUCTED 


HE NOW PREPARED ACCEPT MY STATEMENT THERE WERE NOW NO RESTRICTIONS 











ON THEIR DEPARTURE AND THEREFORE WILLING ACCEPT AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. 





E DEPARTED US, 
‘NONE HAD LEFT US AND ARRIVED IN CHINA SINCE TALKS BEGAN AND 





ALL THOSE RECENTLY ARRIVED HAD LEFT PRTOR OPENING OF TALKS. 


GOWEN 


WY C 


CONF |IDENT/ AL 











a " . * } wi e . ; a 
by Yat * 4% eu 2.2 e *. 
- . g¢e &.»s ’ » 

’ { ‘ 











: 7. 
‘ Aes 


= 
7* 


4 ae 
“6°: 
ee 








> 
} 


“ 9 ~ es 
20% ts 
‘ 4 Ls 
al . oan 
Pret ~ 
a> | 


“Pas . 

Se ~,** 

PST 8h eo 
o.. * ae 


ete 
oe ge. 


es 
33 ee) 


q 
’ 
* 
* 





” 
“, 
. 


= . 
3 


. 


3 
i vst 


—— 























os. . 
com TELEGRAM =©Department of State, , Maula 
Ction AMPeadd t) aes 
Action inten 
CONF IDENTIAL 
iction Control— 2745 , 
5 Rec'd: 
“FROM: GENEVA *'t: par SEPTEMBER 6» 1959 
info peng, pet: : 
2MR TO: Secretary of State Aetion C*sice Symbol__ 


Naze of Officer 
NO: 687, SEPTEMBER 6, 7 P.M., (SECTION 2 OF 3) 
Diréction to DC/R 








9. WANG THEN READ PREPARED STATEMENT GOING OVER OLD GROUND 
REPEATING THAT IF WE CONTINUED INSIST ON RELEASE GUILTY AMERICAN 
CIVILIANS WITHIN SPECIFIED TIME THIS RAISED QUESTION HIS GOOD 

FAITH, VIOLATED HIS COUNTRY'S SOVEREIGNTY, WAS UTTERLY UNREASONABLE, 
AND COULD NOT POSSIBLE BE MET. HE SAID HE HAD ANNOUNCED GRANTING 
EARLY RELEASE 11 AIRMEN AND TODAY THAT EXIT PERMITS WOULD BE 
GRANTED 12 MORE. ALSO, ONCE AGREEMENT REACHED, REVIEWS REMAINDER 
CASES WOULD PROCEED. ALL THESE ACTS SHOWED THEY HAD REPEATEDLY 

ADE EFFORTS RESOLVE QUESTION RETURN AMERICAN NATIONALS. 








--< 


10. | INTERJECTED HE SAID 12 BUT ACTUALLY MINER NOT ABLE LEAVE 
IMMEDIATELY. 


of the United States 


11. WANG REPLIED MINER BEING ASSISTED“ EVERY WAY POSSIBLE BY 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES AND SPEED SETTLEMENT WAS INFLUENCED BY HIS 
OWN EFFORTS, HE SAID IF, AS IN MINER*S CASE, IT WERE POSSIBLE 
FOR THEM TO GIVE DEFINITE PERIOD OF TIME THEY WOULD DO SO BUT 
THEY COULD NEVER GIVE DEFINITE TIME REGARDING ALL CASES. HE 
SAID THEIR SOLUTION EXPLICIT AND CLEAR AND NO QUESTION OF VAGUE- 
NESS IN TERMS THEY USED. BUT IF WE INSISTED ON DEFINITION OF 


PERIOD OF TIME, THEN IT WOULD NOT POSSIBLE FOR TALKS 
TO MAKE FURTHER PROGRESS. 
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i2. | ASKED IF MY UNDERSTANDING CORRECT THAT HIS STATEMENT 
CASES OF AMERICANS COULD "EASILY BE SOLVED" APPLIED 
A'.SO TO THOSE ACCUSED OF CRIMES. 


13. WANG SAID IN LIGHT OF CONDITIONS MENTIONED BEFORE THEIR 
CASES ALSO WOULD EASILY BE SOLVED. 


—~ 4. | SAID | ALSO UNDERSTOOD THEIR CASES WOULD BE EXPEDITIOUSLY 
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HANDLED IN CONFORMITY WITH DRAFT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. HE 
AGREED. 


15 | SAID | UNDERSTOOD WITH RESPECT TO PERIOD OF TIME IT 
WOULD NOT BEAR ANY RELATIONSHIP TO TIME IT HAD TAKEN IN PAST TO 
SOLVE SOME OF THESE CASES. 


16, HE ANSWERED THAT IF AGREEMENT REACHED AND RELATIONS BETWEEN 
TWO COUNTRIES IMPROVED AND CONDUCT OF PERSONS CONCERNED WAS 
GOOD THEN HANDLING OF THEIR CASES WOULD BE EASIER. 


17. | THEN TOLD HIM | COULD NOT CONSIDER HIS STATEMENTS SATIS- 
FACTORY TO MY GOVERNMENT. NEVERTHELESS IN LIGHT OF INFORMATION 
GIVEN ME THS MORNING AND RELYING ON HIS STATEMENTS REMAINING 
CASES COULD BE EASILY AND EXPEDITIOUSLY RESOLVED, | WAS PRE- 
PARED RECOMMEND MY GOVERNMENT CONSIDER AUTHORIZING ME AGREE 

ON ANNOUNCEMENT ALONG LINES WORDING DISCUSSED AT LAST MEETING. 
| WOULD DO THIS ALSO ON UNDERSTANDING WHEN WE REACHED 
AGREEMENT ON WORDING ANNOUNCEMENT, WHICH | HOPED MIGHT BE AT 
NEXT MEETING, HE WOULD IMMEDIATELY INFORM ME RESULTS REVIEWS 
COMPLETED CASES OF PERSONS ACCUSED HAVING COMMITTED CRIMES. 

| THEN GAVE HIM TEXT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT (MYTEL 682) SAYING IT 
INTRODUCED NO NEW CHANGES. 


- 


of the United States 


18, AFTER STUDYING TEXT, WANG SUGGESTED USE FULL TERM "USA" 
INSTEAD OF US THROUGHOUT. AFTER MY. EXPLANATION NORMAL 
PRACTICE USE ABBREVIATED FORM AFTER FIRST MENTION, HE AGREED. 
AFTER FIRST OBJECTING TO DELETION PHRASE "THE GOVERNMENT OF" 
FROM INTRODUCTORY PARAGRAPH EACH SECTION HE FINALLY 

ACCEPTED DELETION. 
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19. WANG OBJECTED TO INCLUSION PHRASE "IN ANY SUCH CASE" 
CONCLUSION PARA 2(A). HE SAID VERY CLEAR FROM CONTEXT WHICH 
CASES REFERRED TO THEREFORE UNNECESSARY SPECIFY BY ADDING PHRASE. 


20. WANG 
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CONF IDENTIAL 
~3- 637, SEPT 6, 7 P.M., (SECTION 2 OF 3), FROM GENEVA 


29%. | ASKED IF HE AGREED WITH SENSE OF PHRASE BUT NOT THE WORDS. 
WHEN HE AGREED, | SAID WE WOULD TEN LIKE TO KEEP WORDS IN ORDER 
THAT ENGLISH TEXT BE ABSOLUTELY CLEAR. HE SAID HE WOULD CONSIDER. 


21. WANG THEN RAISED OBJECTION TO WORD "NOW" IN PARA 

ONE CHINESE SECTION ALTHOUGH HE SAID APPROPRIATE TO KEEP IT 

IN AMERICAN SECTION. HE SAID PEOPLE WOULD MISUNDERSTAND ACTUAL 
S!TUATION AND THINK AMERICANS COULD NOT DEPART FROM CHINA BEFORE 
THESE TALKS WHEREAS ACTUALLY OVER 1500 AMERICANS HAD LEFT CHINA. 





22. | REPLIED IMPRESSION WOULD BE GIVEN TALKS HAD NOT ACCOMPLISHED 
ANYTHING AND S!TUAION NO DIFFERENT FROM PAST. FURTHERMORE, 
PARAGRAPHS WOULD THUS BE IDENTICAL. 


=m 23. WANG SAID "NOW" SHOULD REMAIN IN AMERICAN PARA~ 
GRAPH BECAUSE IN PAST WE PREVENTED CHINESE FROM LEAVING AND 


NOW WE HAD REMOVED RESTRICTINS, SO WORD APPROPRIATE IN AMERICAN 
SECTION BUT NOT IN CHINESE SECTION, 


of the United States 


GQWEN 


w' i Y 
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FROM: Geneva hetion oe il p.m. 
TO: 


NO: 


Secretary of State Vame of avo: 


44°30 ‘ 


687, September 7, 6 p.m. (SECTION THREE OF THREE ) 4 
: J 


24. I replied I could not see his distinction because 
thousands of Chinese had also left US before these talks. 
Furthermore, we had made concessions in order that both 
paragraphs could be identical and we had accepted phrase 


and will further adopt" which did not really apply to our case, 


but we agreed to it in deference to his desires. 


25. Wang said there was a great distinction between a country 
which restricted departure and one which did not. He would 
accept anything which conformed with actual situation, but 

not otherwise. 


% 26. I replied sorry we were not as close to agreement as I 
thought we were. 


in past had not been able to do so. 


of the United States 


we 


27. Wang said he had not raised question of word "now" 


Furthermore, any American who desired to leave 


at last meeting because we had indicated this change from his draft. 


28. 
reach agreement on text next meeting and release announcement. 
However, if his intention now to introduce concept different 


wording two paragraphs there were many changes. to be made and 
entire question reopened. 


29. Wang said most important word is "now," 
agree on its inclusion their paragraph. 


30. 


different and also it would indicate we were not announcing 
something of real substance. 


41. Wang said no matter how we explained it, he could not 
accept the word. 


32. 
53 - 


necessary and these words on end. 
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I said if he would agree to this draft I felt sure we could 


and they could not 


[ replied if we eliminated it, it would make two paragraphs 


He then turned to discussion "in any such case." 
T asked again if he objected in principle to idea it conveyed. 
He said idea completely contained in paragraph and not at all 
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Con 
Fas -2- 687, September 7, 6 p.m.(SECTION 3 of 3) from Geneva. He 
stion a4 
VE 1 
34. I said we should not leave anything implied that could be — 
Info clearly stated. It wes consistent with rest of paragraph and Se 
RMR necessary to make neaning absolutely clear in English text. 
In this paragraph we were giving frame of reference 
SS to third government and it was doubly important to make 
clear to that government what its mandate was. I theréfore 
P thought important to retain phrase. He replied he would consider 
this point and reserve comment until next meeting. 
2UR 
IEA 35. I concluded that I had come tremendous distance to meet 
F his point of view on substantive issue and I had indicated I 
[0 was prepered to consider issuance announcement even though we did 
i not feel situation with respect to Americans satisfactory. 
: I hoped we could agree on wording so that I could request 
3CA authority to issue statement. Wang said "me too”. 
» 3CS 
: 36. I then said I thought press should be promptly informed 
- of nemes he had given me of those Americans who were noW free 
ra to leave because our poopie very much interested. I read 
© to him text my proposed release. 
> ) 
= 37. Wang egreed we could release information and read beck to 
e me announcement he had made at opening of meeting. There was 
ey implication he desired joint announcement or that we use 
+ substantially his wording. 
38. ji. seid he could make his own announcement and we would 
make ours in somewhst shorter form. After I accepted a few 
minor suggestions +o make our announcement consistent with his i 
own essential poiluts, he said he had no objections to my “s 
proposals. ‘: 
39. He then said announcement for his side would be made in —_— 
Peiping. a 
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& 2. Department accepts your reasoning on decreased significance of (8) . 
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= word "now". Would still like inclusion "now" in PRC section ami would be © 
£ repeat not 0 & 
La agreeable to having it in both sections but would not/find acceptable having! | | 
£ ~ eo) | 
ey this word in U. S. section only.  * a | — 
v= Under present circumstances we would acquiesce, upon Wang's request, ess 
oo af 
= in deletion of word "now" from both sections in order to come: to agreement. ee 
s+} bs 
= 3. Believe foregoing provides basis for reaching agreement at 1th hos 
° oe : 
> meeting September 10. You will be in strong position to press acceptance t ae 
o hee 
> : of "in any such case" on Wang, particularly with our concession on deletion | 
Wo Srived 
c Orfices of "now " ° 
oO iv) +” 
& 4. You should make every effort to have announcement agreed upon and . 
releasei September 10. Press for agreement then without further reference * 
to principals. Immediately announcement released by you in Geneva we plan - 





_ to issue Departmental press release here referring to your announcement in 


Geneva. Simultaneously background briefing of press here would be undertaken 


ee + -- 
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at reasonable hour here, you should seek Wang agreement to release of al 
Agreed Announcement in Geneva at 3 PM local time (10 AM Washington time). K 
S. if agreement on text of announcement reached, you should notify 


Department by fastest possible means, using bo$h NIACT plain language 





telegram and international telephone. Have circuits open on stand-by 
basis if feasible. 
6. ‘Talking paper which Robertson will use in background no-attribution 


briefing of press being telegraphed separately. 





7. Cable your considered estimate of likelihood that agreement 


on forevoing basis can be reached and released on September 10, 


of the United States 


4  % HOOVER” 
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Letter No. 7 (_} Deny 






Doygrade to___—_—— 
Yen * 1p ba 
Dear Walter: Reviewes — 

I find that the second courier which arrives here Sunday 
evening with your mail does not go directly back to Frankfort 
and, therefore, while he is extremely useful in giving me 
a channel twice a week from you, for practical purposes [ 
have a channel only once a week to you. 


gn Relations 


I greatly appreciated your letter of September 2 which 
expanded on the second paragraph of the Department's 677. I 
thought I knew what the paragraph meant, but I wished to be 
absolutely sure. I am sorry that I bothered you by sending 
a telegram over the Labor Day weekend. 


/ Before going on with anything else, I would greatly 

appreciate your having someone look into the situation in 
our code room staff here to see if something can't be done. 
Gowen has sent many telegrams on the subject and I have sent 
one, but apparently all he gets back are repeats to other 
posts asking them whether they can spare anybody and, of 
course, they never can. While our traffic is lighter than 
it was, it still comes in big bunches and it is very important 
that it move promptly. The Department's telegram to me last 
weekend on my dinner with Wang is a good example. They were 
short-handed, no one was on duty to decode it, and, as a 

a result, I did not receive it. No great harm was done, but 

this well could happen in much more important matters. 


; 
' 


of the United States 


Declassified for Publication in Forei 
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— Going back to the talks, I know that you all must have 
been as disappointed as I was that I ws unable to sew-up 
the announcement at yesterday's meeting. I have a feeling 
that Wang had probably gone somewhat farther than Peiping 


approved 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, 
Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern affairs, 9 
Department of State. 
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approved at our last meeting, and he had received instructions 
to back-up. However, I am very hopeful that if you agree with 
me upon the "now" question that I will be able to tie it up at 


Saturday's meeting. 


I do not know quite how to interpret the release of the 
nine. I must confess that it came as a complete surprise to 
mg although I have always recognized that this was a possibility. 
Of course, it was designed to put public pressure on us = they 
first released the flyers, now they release the nine - probably 
the reaction of most people is the same that I found even 
among friendly newsmen; that is, what are we now going to do. 


gn Relations 


I a impressed by the success that the Communists have 
had in building up the issue of the Chinese in the United 
States. Last night Wolf and de Traz of the ICRC were in to 
see me ( I am sending a separate memorandum of conversation), 
and it was quite clear that even they thought that there was 
a problem with respect to Chinese departing from the United 
States. I, of course, gave them the facts, but believe that 
as soon as the agreed announcement is released we should do a 
much better-job then we have in the past of telling this story. 


of the United States 


I presume that you are reconciled, and prepared for Wang 
screaming loud and hard when I refuse to go on immediately 
to item two following the announcement. I hope we will be 
guceessful in our tactic but believe we must recognize thet 
the July 25th announcement does not in any way imply that 
we would not talk about other practical matters until all the 
Americans were released. In fact, if they had not released the 
flyers, I would have had from the very beginning to have talked 
about that "other practical matter". Of course the agenda 
proposal which they made greatly helps and strengthens our 
ability to maintain this tactic, but I see. some rough seas 
ahead. 


While it may be true that if we do not get all the Americans 
out before we undertake discussion of item two, we will not be 
able to do so, at the same time I am not sure it is going to 
be at all easy to get the PRC to fall in with this. I most 
certainly do not expect any mass release in any ten days or 
two weeks and think it would be wrong to base our plans on 
this even being a possibility. In spite of the satisfactory 
nature of the “agreed announcement" and our ability to use 
it to put public pressure on them, we must recognize that 
"4mprovement of relations" is stifl being maintained by them 
as a factor in the release of all Americans. If we too 
obviously stall on coming to grips with item two, they may 
well get their backs up on the release of further Americans, 
and we will again face another impasse. We can, of course, 


publicly beat them over the head with the "agreed announcement" 
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and will do so, but the entire operation is not going to be 
easy or simple. 


I will greatly appreciate all the thoughts and suggestions 
that you can give me on how you visualize my handling of 
what should constitute item two of the agenda”. That is, 
do you visualize a program which would have for its ostensible 
purpose the establishing of an agreement upon the sub-points 
to be discussed under agenda item two? If so, how do you 
Visualize my formulation of our points, particularly the "no 
force" point? 


As soon aS you have a chance to do so, I would greatly 
appreciate an outline of the whole trend of our thinking on 
our tactics under agenda item two. There are, of course, 
many difficulties in attempting just to keep talking without 
asking for or giving concessions. We have a great paucity of 
Subjects which can be raised without involving the interests 
of the GRC. If the PRC has definite objectives, as it probably 
does,under item two, It will be easy for them to seize and 
retain the initiative and I will be continually on the defensive. 
It seems to me that it will also be difficult in such circumstances 
for me to avoid being too obviously in the position of simply 
stalling. I wish I could think of some positive and offensive 
approach we could make, but thus far have not been able to do 


80. 


On the whole question of renunciation of force, I believe 
it important that we have a carefully thought out program. 
We have clearly renounced force in Article I of our Treaty 
with the GRC, as well as under our United Nations obligations, 
but it does not seem to me at all clear that the GRC has done 
so since Se Considers ee rhet against the mainland as an internal 
flatter. t seems to me that the PRC is playing the present 
sttuation very cleverly by talking softly, apparently engaging 
in no overt offensive operations, while the Nationalists still 
continue their small-scale raids, their reconnaissance flights 
and their belligerent statements. How do I answer PRC allegations 
that our Treaty with the GRC and the accompanying exchange of 
notes, together with our supply and equipment to the GRC, simply 
proves that we are approving and supporting the military 
activities of the GRC against the mainland? Also what do 
I say when the PRC quotes GRC official statements in questioning 
whether the GRC has in fact accepted the principle of non- 
recourse t> force with respect to the mainland? Perhaps 
there are easy answers to these questions, but I must confess 
that I do not know what they are. 


When this entire question comes up, I believe we should 
anticipate the possibility of PRC proposing to us a joint 
declaration perhaps something along the lines of Chou's 
"five principles” or perhaps even Article I of our Treaty with 


SECRET the GRC 
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the GRC which would not in the slightest affect their "right" 
to use force to “liberate” Taiwan as long as they treat it as 
an internal matter. If, as I assume, we reject any joint 
declaration, what are we proposing in its stead? Do we want 

a general unilateral declaration on renunciation of force so 
worded as also to specifically apply to the Formosa situation, 
and, if so, are we not asking for something which the GRC would 
refuse to do? Or rather than a reaunciation of force, are 

we looking for a de facto case fire.between the PRC and GRC? 
If so, this seems to be outside the scope of these talks as 
clearly something that directly involves the GRC. 


All the foregoing I realize is very confused as it simply 
reflects my very confused thinking which I am sharing out loud 
with you and know that you will treat it as such. I will 
appreciate all the thoughts you can send me, however preliminary, 
they may be, as I would very much like to have this thought 
through clearly in my own mind before I come up against it. 

I am sorry that there was not sufficient time while I was in 
Washington really to talk these things through. I hope that 
you will have an opportunity thoroughly to do so with the 
Secretary and Walter Robertson. 


Give Walter my best and tell him I am glad to know that 
he is back on the job. 


I would appreciate your having someone stick into an 
envelope for us: 


a. The Sino-Soviet Treaty, 

b. Something containing Chou's "five principles", 

c. DRF study on the Bandung Conference, including the 
Chou En-lai speech, 

Gd. Something giving quotations by Chinese Communist 
leaders on the liberation of Taiwan (We have DRF 
study No. 6858, "Chinese Communist Views on Taiwan", 
which is primarily historical, and 

e. Indochina Armistice Agreement. 


With kindest regards. 


Sincerely, 


lgxis Johnson 
rigan Ambassador 














RAM = Department of State 








Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


. SECRET s 
2 -D S 
ction Control : 3579 y 4 
a en Rec'd: SEPTEMBER 8, Be 
nfo 5:07 A.M. es 
rmMR 10: Secretary of State & = 
NO: 691, SEPTEMBER 8, 10 A.M. ) / 
vf 
? 
R FROM JOHNSON. ve rim 
(ih re) 
APPRECIATE DEPTEL 693 AND AGREE iT PUTS ME IN VERY STRONG a 
| NEGOTIATING POSITION. = 
 @ 
3 : ON BASIS TUESDAY'S MEETING BELIEVE BETTER THAN EVEN CHANCE (0 
*. AGREEMENT CAN BE REACHED AND RELEASED ON SEPT. 10. ONLY = 
“ if ASPECT THAT SOMEWHAT BOTHERS AND PUZZLES ME WAS WANG'S © 
& A EAGERNESS TO HAVE NEXT MEETING ON SATURDAY. FEAR THEY MAY ; 
= HAVE SOMETHING FURTHER UP THEIR SLEEVE BUT DO NOT KNOW WHAT a 
- |\T MIGHT BE. Ol 
= O 
te AM PLEASED BACKGROUNDER BEING HELD BY ROBERTSON. AS NO 
° AMERICAN CORRESPONDENTS NOW HERE EXCEPT REGULAR STAFFERS WHO 
MOSTLY NON-AMERICAN NATIONALITY PLAN NO BACKGROUNDER HERE. 
t Alvi 
a to 
aetson assiene COHEN 
ww person Toke — 2 
- ., ¢ potion en * 
- . “ or ’ P ia A 
inno of orfic / N a 
pirection = . = Be = fA 
iJ a 2 2 
o cy 
. 
od 
ee “4 
i. 1 
Set > 
o Se? REPRODUCTION FROM 
fc’; 1 19) ue SECRET COPY, IF CLASSIFIED. NS 
PERMANENT % ? © 2 PROHIBITED 


















RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 


























| 
= 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 





OUTS wu 
otrry CE Department of State |, 74 CEI i: 


INDICATE. [) COUECT 
[] CHARGE 10 





Classification Vv. 


VERBATIM TEXT 


SENT TO: Amconsul GENEVA PRIORITY ZG F i 








~ FOR JOHNSON 





plans to base his background no attribution briefing of” press Meh 


if Agreed 4nnouncement issued: 


3 
5 
| 
q 
3 
g 
: 
f 


” 
1 


03 poainzoy eg 357 


sty 


ry 
ON 
to the repatriation of civilians who desire to return to their respective © 


countries. The discussions which resulted in this Announcement required 14 - 


fe 


OO 
meetings over a span of six weeks. The Announcement means precisely what -. 


it says. There are no hidden or ambiguous meanings to be read into ite.  ~ 





There are no side understandings or agreements whatever in relation to it. 


The United States has consistently recognized in principle the right ; ah ¥ 


of Chinese in this country to return to the mainland of China if they so oe . 


sw 28) 
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Jesire. During the Korean War, this right was temporarily suspended as to © | — 
129 Chinese students with advanced technical training which could be used O r 
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for any destination have been and are free to do S0e 


WHAT TH ANNOUNCEMENT DOES SIGNIFY 





1. It commits the PRC to permit the civilians expeditiously to 





exercise their right to return. 





2. The Government of India by invitation -f the U. S, Government plays 
a limited role in assisting those Chinese who of their own volition and on 
their own initiative approach the Indian Embassy in Washington for facilita- 
tion of their return to the China Mainland. 


3. lhe Office of the Charge d'Affaires of the United Kingdom with the 





agreement of the U. ». Government likewise plays a limited role in assisting 
those Americans who approach it for facilitation of their return to the 


United States. 


WItAT TH ANNOUNCEMENT DOES NOT SIGNIFY 





1. the Announcement does not constitute an Agreement of any kind, 
yovernmental or otherwise. The Announcement is in the form of two parallel 
and interrelated unilateral announcements, the text of which has been 


mutually agreed upon. ‘he only agreement was that the unilateral announcements 








7 


were to be made, 


» 2 


2. It does not accord any degree of diplomatic recognition on the part 


of the J. 3. Governnent to the Chinese Communist regime or change in any way 


’@ 


ee a OT 
. or. 
Pa 
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the U. 5. position in that regard. The conversations were conducted on the 


—_———— oer 
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hasis stated by Secretary of State Dulles at Berlin in February 195) when 


he enunciated & the principle that the U. 5S, Government would be prepared = 
to deal with the Peiping authorities in regard to limited subjects where | i. 
SECRET 
COOKED ERDAS 





Classification 














_ 
. . . a a 

me - . - re 4 Ps. 
— ~~ es sw ~ en 
~~ . 7 


+ 
o> « 5 * ~ *, p~'ns ag me ot ay ‘ ° n , Me 
- ¥ > > = 4 ~~ oo ee —.% wet Soa oA Me eee Sa *. 
~ ° a 4. ° = = Yn 


wre 8 e ¥ 











~~ i eal ttl ee—E—EEOee——e 











Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


» 


6+ 
Page Sar telegram to Amconsul GENEVA ° FOR JOHNSON PRIORITY F 


SECRET 











Classification 


they are necessarily a party at interest. 

3. The Announcement does not give the People's Republic of China any 
claim to the allegiance of the Chinese in the United States. The Announcement 
covers only those Chinese in the United States who voluntarily express a 
desire to return to the China Mainland. The vast preponderance of the many 
thousands of Chinese in this country who continue to give undivided 
allegiance to the Government of the Rdpublic of China are in no way affected. 

4. The Indian Government will not be a "Protecting Power" in this 
country for the Chinese Communists. Other than the limited assistance 
afforded by the Indian Government to individuals covered by the Announcement, 
all Chinese interests in this country are the responsibility of the GRC. 

The Indian Government, as the Announcement makes clear, is assuming its 
function at the invitation of the Government of the United States. Its 
role will be limited to facilitating the travel to Mainland China of those 
Chinese who communicate with the Indian Embassy in Washington in reference 
to their desire to return to Mainland China. The Indian Embassy will not 
be expected to make any inquiries with reference to Chinese who do not 


first communicate with ite 


S. The discussions so far have been devoted exclusively to the 
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return of civilians. UNQTE 
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8 CONCURRED IN UK HAVING SAME ROLE ON MAINLAND CHINA. 
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PARTICULARLY IN VIEW LARGE AMOUNT PRESS SPECULATION ON > 
SUBJECT, POSSIBLE WANG WILL RAISE AGENDA ITEM TWO ISSUE AT 
. TOMORROW'S MEETING BY PROPOSING WE TELL PRESS NEXT MEETING 
WILL START ON ITEM TWO OR SOMETHING TO EFFECT WE HAVE CONCLUDED 
DISCUSSION AGENDA ITEM ONE. | WILL OF COURSE REJECT BUT WILL LA 
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DISCUSSION TO NEXT MEETING AND IN ADDITION "AGREED ANNOUNCE : ® 
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Origin <= Denver 
Text and substance of background press material on prospective 
/\ w4 Daanove announcement has been changed. I will brief US press in «3 
ny this sense, not Robertson. Other arrangements stand. New orers rf 
P text follows: ¥ a : 
re) The Announcement issued September 10 at Geneva by US anbegoater?” 
er raul U. Alexis Johnson and Chinese Communist Ambassador Wang Ping-nan © 
i relates to the repatriation of civilians who desire to return to ~ 
\ their respective countries. The discussions which resulted in (0* 
t>*s Announcement required 14 meetings over a span of six weeks. os 
The Announcement means precisely what it says. There are no ridaesnt 
or ambiguous meanings to be read into it. There are no side ender | sa 
— standings or agreements whatever in relation to it. 
= THE ANNOUNCEMENT COVERS THE FOLLOWING: 
1. People's Republic of China recognizes that Americans on 
the Chinese Mainland who desire to return to the US may do so and Y a 
commits itself to permit them expeditiously to exercise weet rights, 
to return. | & 
2. The Office of the Charge d'Affaires of the UK, at pie 
request of the US Government and with the concurrence of the PRC, 
ND:HSuydam:vh HS 9/9/55 a, ame } : HSwy 
hy _- 
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[waa assist those Americans who request its aid in facilitating their | 
return to the United States. 


, Ran \ 3. The Government of the United States reaffirms the right of 
\. Chinese in the United States who wish to return to the China Mainland, 


Y to do so. The Government. of India by invitation of the US Government ‘h 
will aid those Chinese who voluntarily ask the Indian Embassy in 
Washington for facilitation of their return to the China Mainland. The 
PRC suggested India and the United States concurred, 
The United States has consistently recognized in principle the 
right of Chinese in this country to return to the mainland of China if 
they so desire. During the Korean War, this right was temporarily 
Suspended as to 129 Chinese students with advanced technical training 


of the United States 


which could be used against the United States by an enemy. The restrain- 
ing orders against this small group of Chinese (less than 3 percent of 
the Chinese students who have come to this country since 1945) were 


rescinded some time before the current Ambassadorial talks at Geneva 
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began, and Chinese who wish to depart from the United States for any 
destination have been and are free to do so. 
= The Announcement does not constitute an Agreement, governmental or 
otherwise, but is in the form of parallel unilateral statements. 

The Announcement does not accord any degree of diplomatic recog- 


nition on the part of the US Government to the Chinese Communist regime 





or change the US position in that regard. The conversations were 


| conducted on the basis indicated by Secretary of State Dulles at Berlin | 
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[ an February 1954 when he stated that the US Government would be prepared 
to deal with the Peiping authorities in regard to limited subjects 
where they are necessarily a party at interest. 

The Announcement does not give the People's Republic of China 
any claim to the allegiance of the Chinese in the United States and 
covers only those Chinese in the US who voluntarily express a desire 
to return to the China Mainland, 

The Indian Government will not be a QUOTE Protecting Power 
END QUOTE in this country for the Chinese Communists but will afford 
limited assistance to individuals as provided in the Announcement. 


th, didi 


Henry Suydam 
Chief, News Division 
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SECRET 
OFFICIAL-INFViL AL 
Letter lio. 2 
7) Dear Alex: 
pe 
S Events are moving so fast that this letter is sure to be out 
" of date when you receive it. Either the Agreed Announcement will be 
o issued tomorrow, or the Chinese Communists will make some new move 
= which will change the complexion of the negotiation. 
& tH 
w Today we have the difficult task of making complete preparations + 
re for the possible issuance of the Agreed Announcement tomorrow, while “i 
+ keeping everything on an extremely closely held, need-to-know basis. ~ 
- There is strong pressure from Cooper in New Delhi and Butterworth in ~) 
London to be given the full story to dats. Also USIA feels that the oe 
VOA and their Public Affairs officers around the world need to be i: 


given guidance in advance on a serret basis, so that they will not be 

caught flat-footed if and when the story breaks. But the Department 

is resisting these pressures because it is strongly felt by both 

Walter Robertson and Herman Phleger that any leak which might expose 

en assumption on our part that agreement on Saturday is likely or 

indicate that we put a quite limited interpretation on the scope and 

significance of the Agreed Announcement, might well endanger both the 

proppects of the 28 Americans in jail and the continuation of the talks. 

When the stakes are so high, not even a remote chance of a slip can be 

taken. Herce we are prepared to incur the displeasure for the time 

being of various people who understandably feel they have a legitimate ; 
right to know more than they are being told. Nothing is now being ‘ 


sent 


MSM FGOOTT IE TUF FUDTTCAaTION In Forel 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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sent to London, nothing to New Delhi (except the routine acknoBledgment 
of the Indian Goverrmment's Note of August 18, repeated to you as the 
Department's 702), and no advanced guidance is being given to USIA or 
our P area. The text of the proposed Agreed Announcement and the 
backgrounder talicing paper have been sent to Hagerty at Denver. 


We have a carefully blocked out schedule of actions to be taien 
tomorrow if the Agreed Announcement is issued. The whole thing would 


be triggered by a green light from you. 


In case the Agreed Announcement is issued tomorrow, both WR 
eel that you can keep Wang fully occupied for some time in 

talicing about the implementation of the Agreement. You should endeavor 
to keep him so busy reporting on the progress of the departure of 
Americans and telling him about the Ghinese who wish to return to the 
that he will be in no position to press for immediate 
on of the topics which might be considered under Item Two. We 
will want to know for example how and where the Chinese Communists have 
given publicity to the announcement; the mature of arrangements for the 
imprisoned Americans to communicate with the British Charge in Peiping; 
the nature of the financial settlement requested of Miner; the status 
of the exit applications of Mrs. Huiser and Bishop Walsh; the whereabouts 
of the jailed Americans; the movements of Americans following the 


up talon 
the initiative to return to the Mainland. ‘he idea is for you to keep 
so engaged in demonstrating that the Chinese Communists are making 
on their obligations under the Agreed Announcement that they cannot 
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your hand and allayed some of your misgivings. 


You will be glad to kmow that WSR returned to duty on Tuesday 


the 6th looking very well and rested. He plunged into your problems 
immediately and of course is actively in on every decision and message. 
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Regards, accolades ami good wishes from ail of us, 


Sincerely, 





Walter P. McConaughy 
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UN At today's meeting Wang struggled hard to retain "now" 

in US section trying various combinations and at jone time 
A even suggesting both "now" and "in any such case" be re- 
S tained US section while both deleted from CHICOM section. 


Also tried hard to insert "the problem of" or "the question 
iP of" before "Chinese" in introductory paragraph US section 
A same change Mutatis Mutandis in CHICOM section so it would 
p read "with respect to the problem of Chinese in US Ambassa- 

dor Johnson etc." Finally compromised by leaving agreed 

English text as is Chinese text to contain phrase this 

effect. Ekvall and Clough feel he had valid Chinese 

Stylistic point. 


SSOlL-6/26°1LI9 


of the United States 


At very end meeting said names of additional Americans re- 
leased in future would be notified to US through UK. I 

then replied I hoped in accordance with announcement other 
cases would be expeditiously handled and settled that during 
course of talks here he would inform me as well as UK of names 
those released and said I would be prepared report to him 

on our implementation statement. He carefully ignored all 
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reference to making any report here simply reiterating UK U 
charge would be notified. Neither of us attempted further eo) > 
to pursue subject. O 
Next meeting September 14. | a Z 
on rrj 
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Action Control : gay" ia ee od 
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Info 5354 nen 2 3 
10: Secretary of State Sm nach ie . - 
. RMR pete cf -  .-------" g 
- NO: 709, SEPTEMBER 10, 7 PM (SECTION 1 OF 2) paren ao: 99 SyspolL—— 
SP pjame of officer rs 
: FROM JOHNSON snsashien 0 pe/R 
{0 AT 14TH MEETING TODAY, AFTER TRYING TO GET WANG TO SPEAK, | 
OPENED BY STATING THERE WAS LITTLE | COULD ADD TO WHAT | SAID 
OP LAST TIME REGARDING THE INCLUSION OF TWO PHRASES IN TEXT AGREED 
SCA ANNOUNCEMENT: "NOW" IN PARAGRAPHS ONE AND "IN ANY SUCH CASE" O 
Scs IN PARAGRAPHS 2 (A). | HAD EXPLAINED IMPORTANCE WE ATTACHED _ 
OLI TO INCLUSION THESE TWO PHRASES IN TEXT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. _ 
_— | HAD HOPED WANG WOULD AGREE WITH ME ON THIS TEXT AND THAT ° 
WE COULD ISSUE IT TODAY. ~ 
Cia ~ 
OSD WANG REPLIED HE ALSO WANTED AGREE ON TEXT OF AGREEMENT Te) 
VERY QUICKLY. TWO SIDES HAD IDENTICAL OPINION REGARDING MAJOR , 
PORTION TEXT AND IT ONLY REMAINED TO RESOLVE TWO POINTS OF WORDING ™ 
| HAD MENTIONED. HE CONTINUED BOTH SIDES HAD MUTUALLY DISCUSSED OQ 
TEXT STATEMENT FOR LONG TIME AND EACH HAD PUT FORWARD AMENDMENTS a 
IN ORDER MAKE STATEMENT CONSISTENT WITH ACTUAL SITUATION AND 
TO FACILITATE RETURN NATIONALS BY THIS AGREEMENT. WE SHOULD 
NOT AT THIS FINAL STAGE GET INTO ARGUMENT PREVENTING AGREEMENT. 
WANG SAID REGARDING "NOW" IN THEIR PART OF STATEMENT, ANY WORDS 
MUST BE CONSISTENT ACTUAL SITUATION, THEREFORE, NOT ACCEPTABLE 
INCLUDE "NOW" IN HIS PART. IN PAST YEARS GREAT NUMBERS AMERICANS 
RETURNED FROM CHINA, INDICATING CIVILIANS ALWAYS ABLE RETURN. U 
THEREFORE, NOT REASONABLE AT FINAL STAGE DISCUSSIONS INSIST > 
"NOW" SHOULD BE INCLUDED HIS PART. IF FAILED REACH AGREEMENT ON 4 
THIS POINT HE DID NOT SEE HOW THEY COULD AGREE AT ALL. THE YyWOULD - | 
CONSIDER CAREFULLY ANYTHING REASONABLE BUT, AS THEY INDICAT DUR ING 
COURSE OF TALKS, ANYTHING NOT CONSISTENT WITH FACTS WAS NOT & i 
ACCEPTABLE HIS SIDE. oa a 
' CO - 
| SAID | UNDERSTOOD HIM TO SAY NOW ONLY TWO POINTS OUTSTANDING i 
: a 
WERE THESE 
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WERE THESE TWO PHRASES, AND HE AGREED. |! STATED | WAS PREPARED 
MAKE SUGGESTION | HOPED HE WOULD TAKE. |! WILLING DELETE "NOw" 
IN BOTH HIS SECTION AND MY SECTION OF STATEMENTS. 


WANG INS!STED WORD SHOULD BE DELETED HIS SECTION AND INCLUDED 

OUR SECTION AND THIS MORE REASONABLE AND APPROPRIATE BECAUSE 

THIS WAS MERELY STATEMENT OF FACT AFFECTING NATIONALS BOTH SIDES. 
IN PAST CHINESE HAD NO RESTRICTIONS ON DEPARTURE AMERICAN NATIONALS 
AND OVERWHELMING MAJORITY RETURNED US. THOSE WHO REMAINED WERE 
VERY SMALL HANDFUL. HOWEVER, IN AMERICA RESTRICT+ONS PREVENTED 
RETURN CHINESE STUDENTS. HE APPRECIATED THESE RESTRICTIONS NOW 
WITHDRAWN. HOWEVER, TO SATISFY PUBLIC ON THIS POINT AND SHOW 
D!FFERENCE TWO SITUATIONS !T WAS IMPORTANT HAVE WORD "NOw" IN 
AMERICAN SECTION. THERE WERE RESTRICTIONS ON CHINESE STUDENTS 
BEFORE, NOW THEY HAVE BEEN RAISED AND THUS A CHANGE HAS BEEN MADE. 
STATUS OF NATIONALS ON TWO SIDES DIFFERENT SO TWO SECTIONS ANNOUNCE- 
MENT SHOULD ALSO REFLECT TH!S DIFFERENT STATUS OUR NATIONALS 


IN PAST. : 





| REPLIED | DID NOT INTEND ENGAGE IN LONG DISCUSSION, BUT 

(F WE INTRODUCED IDEA OUR TWO SECTIONS !N ANNOUNCEMENT SHOULD 

Be DIFFERENT, THIS OPENED UP ENTIRELY NEW FIELD AND WE WOULD HAVE 
TO RECONSIDER WORDING WHOLE PARAGRAPH. FOR INSTANCE, |! HAD 
ACCEPTED "AND WILL FURTHER ADOPT" {N PARAGRAPH ONE WHICH 

i DID NOT THINK NECESSARY, BUT !NCLUDED IN ORDER HAVE SAME 
WORDING AS HIS SECTION. WE WOULD HAVE TO MAKE THIS AND OTHER 
CHANGES IF TWO SECTIONS NOT IDENTICAL. |! SAID | MUST MAKE CLEAR 
THAT SUGGESTION | MADE WAS MAXIMUM EFFORT OUR PART REACH AGREEMENT 
AND |SSUE ANNOUNCEMENT. | ENTIRELY UNABLE ACCEPT HIS SUGGESTION 
"NOW" REMAIN IN OUR SECTION AND BE DELETED FROM HIS. ! MADE MY 
SUGGESTION ONLY ON CONDITION THAT REST OF TEXT REMAINED EXACTLY 
THE SAME AND ON THAT BASIS WE COULD ISSUE ANNOUNCEMENT TODAY. 


WANG REPLIED HE ALSO WANTED PROMPTLY SETTLE THIS QUESTION. 
HE SAID INCLUSION PHRASE "AND WILL FURTHER ADOPT" IN ORDER TO 
MAKE TWO PARAGRAPHS IDENTICAL WAS REASONABLE AND NECESSARY. 


THIS PHRASE 
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THIS PHRASE WAS SAME iN BOTH SECTIONS BECAUSE REASON FOR IT WAS 
SAME. IT INDICATED THAT IN FUTURE IF NATIONALS TWO COUNTRIES 
ENCOUNTERED DIFFICULTIES, GOVERNMENTS WOULD ASSIST THEM IN 
DEPARTING. IF THIS PHRASE WERE DELETED GOVERNMENTS WOULD NOT 
HAVE TO HELP NATIONALS ENCOUNTERING DIFFICULTIES IN FUTURE. 

HE SAID HE FAILED TO SEE WHY NOT APPROPRIATE RETAIN "NOw" 

IN ONLY OUR PARAGRAPH. 


| REPLIED | UNDERSTOOD HE REJECTED MY SUGGESTION REGARDING 
DELETION "NOw"™,. 


WANG SMILED AND SAID MY SUGGESTION RESOLVED ONLY HALF OF 
PROBLEM. 


| SAID | HAD MADE VERY CLEAR | COULD NOT CONSIDER MAKING THIS 
DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO SECTIONS AND SUGGESTED WE AGREE ON 
BASIS MY SUGGESTION WHICH | BELIEVED MET BOTH POINTS OF VIEW. 


WANG SAID WE HAD RAISED TWO POINTS OF DIFFERENCE AND THAT HE 
WOULD BE WILLING CONSIDER DELETION "IN ANY SUCH CASE" FROM 
BOTH SECTIONS IF WE WOULD CONSIDER HIS PROPOSAL REGARDING "NOW", 
HE BELIEVED MEANING OF PARAGRAPH 2 (A) SUFFICIENTLY CLEAR 
WITHOUT INCLUSION "IN ANY SUCH CASE", 


| SAID MY SUGGESTION REGARDING DELETION "NOW" WAS BASED 
UNDERSTANDING REMAINDER TEXT WOULD REYAIN UNCHANGED, | 

HAD MET HIS OBJECTION WORD "NOW" AND BELIEVED TEXT SHOULD 

BE ISSUED WITH THAT CHANGE. HE MIGHT CONSIDER PHRASE "IN ANY 
SUCH CASE" UNNECESSARY, BUT HE SAID IT WAS CONSISTENT WITH 
REST OF PARAGRAPH AND BECAUSE CONSISTENT, AND IN ORDER PARA- 
GRAPH REMAIN CLEAR, | INSISTED THAT |T MUST BE INCLUDED: | 
SAID THAT AT LAST MEETING HE DID NOT OBJECT TO PRINCIPLE 
BEHIND "IN ANY SUCH CASE" 3 THUS AFTER S!X WEEKS DISCUSSIONS 
WE CAME DOWN TO ONE WORD "NOW" AND | HAD MADE SUGGESTION IT 
BE DELETED. | COULD SEE NO REASON FURTHER DISCUSSION OR 
DELAY AGREEMENT ON TEXT. 
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L WANG SAID FROM OUTSET THEY HAD WANTED REACH AGREEMENT. 

TO THEN SUGGESTED FURTHER COMPROMISE IN WHICH HE WOULD DELETE 
USUN BoTH "NOW" AND "IN ANY SUCH CASE" FROM HIS SECTION AND WE 

P WOULD RETAIN BOTH IN OURS. THUS DESIRES BOTH SIDES WOULD 
ND  BE-MET AND EACH WOULD MEET POINT RA!SED BY OTHER. THUS THEY 
aca HAD GIVEN CONSIDERATION MY SUGGESTION. 














OLI | SAID THIS INTRODUCED EVEN GREATER DIFFERENCES JIN TWO 





NEW HOST OF PROBLEMS. ACTUALLY ONLY DIFFERENCE BETWEEN US WAS 
Gia DHE WORD "NOW" IN OUR SECTION. | WAS ENTIRELY WILLING 

OSD LEAVE WORD IN BOTH SECTIONS OR TAKE OUT OF BOTH SECTIONS AND 

| LEFT CHOICE UP TO HIM. 
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WANG SAID WE COULD ALSO DELETE "!N ANY SUCH CASE" FROM 

BOTH SECTIONS, BUT | INSISTED IT MUST BE RETAINED. WANG 

THEN REPEATED HIS EARLIER ARGUMENTS AND CONTINUED MAINTAIN HIS 
PROPOSALS WERE REASONABLE . 
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| SAID AMERICANS TO LEAVE CHINA ALL REQUIRED OBTAIN EXIT 

PERMITS WHEREAS IN US NO EXIT PERMITS REQUIRED AND THOUSANDS 
CHINESE ABLE FREELY DEPART EXCEPT GROUP 120-ODD WHOSE RESTRICTION 
ORDERS HAVE SINCE BEEN WITHDRAWN. 17 WOULD BE EXTREMELY DIFFICULT 
TRY TO REFLECT ALL THESE FACTS IN SINGLE SENTENCE. | DID NOT SEE 
ANY PURPOSE IN TRYING TO COVER AGAIN ALL GROUND WE HAD BEEN OVER. 
| MADE SUGGESTION QUICKLY THIS MORNING WITH IDEA IT WOULD ENABLE 
US QUICKLY REACH AGREEMENT ON ANNOUNCEMENT. WANG SAID WE WILL 
REACH AGREEMENT IF WE ARE BOTH WILLING TO DO SO. HE SUGGESTED, 

| ALTHOUGH HIS EARLIER PROPOSAL VERY REASONABLE, HE NOW WILLING 
CONGJDER DELETIQW® BOTH PHRASES "NOW" AND "IN ANY SUCH CASE" FROM 
BOTH@SECTAPNS. ‘FHUS BOTH SECTIONS IDENTICAL AND HE HAD MADE 
SUBSFANT ||. COMPROMISE « 
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| REJECTED HIS SUGGESTION SAYING AT BEGINNING OF MEETING | 
HAD SUGGESTED DELETION "NOW" ON UNDERSTANDING REMAINDER 
STATEMENT WOULD REMAIN UNCHANGED AND | COULD NOT AGREE’, 
DELETION PHRASE "IN ANY SUCH CASE" FROM OUR SECTION. 


WANG SAID MY SIDE MIGHT BE SATISFIED BUT THAT HIS WAS NOT 
AND NO PURPOSE SERVED CONTINUE ARGUMENT. MAIN POINT WAS HE 
WANTED ANNOUNCEMENT REFLECT EXACT SITUATION AS IT WAS AND 
SOLVE QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS. UNDER THESE CIRCUMSTANCES, 
ALTHOUGH HE NOT SATISFIED WITH TWO POINTS | HAD RAISED, HE 
WOULD MAKE GREATEST EFFORT WE COULD EXPECT OF HIM AND DELETE 
"NOW" IN BOTH SECTIONS AND RETAIN "IN ANY SUCH CASE" IN BOTH. 
HE SAID HE COULD NOT GO ANY FURTHER TO MEET MY REQUEST. 


| ACCEPTED HIS PROPOSAL AND ASKED WHETHER REMAINDER OF TEXT 
WOULD BE SAME AS MY DRAFT TEXT OF SEPTEMBER 6. WE EXCHANGED 
TEXTS AND AFTER CHECKING, HE RAISED QUESTION WHY | HAD DELETED 
WORD "RESPECTIVE" BEFORE "GOVERNMENTS" IN INRODUCTORY PARA- 
GRAPH. 


| EXPLAINED 


CONF | DENT IAL 








gn Relations 


Declassified for Publication in Forei 


of the United States 











INCOMING TELEGRAM Department o f State 





——— ae 














Oy __ CONFIDENTIAL 
Action Control: 5349tion Assigned to ——— 
FE FROM: GENEVA Recid:  SERTEMBERo'4, 1955 —— 
Info 9253 PM 
RMR TO: Secretary of State —_-— —— 
sc NO: 709, SEPTEMBER 10, 7 PM (SECTION TWO OF TWOPst? © —— 
G Actic: ¢ . ol __— 
SP : - 
C WANG SAID FROM OUTSET THEY HAD WANTED REACH AGREBMENTS * °~~° — 
L THEN SUGGESTED FURTHER COMPROMISE IN WHICH HE WOULQ.DELETE, poyr — — 
oem BOTH "NOW" AND (#) |T WOULD BE EXTREMELY DIFFICULT TRY TO .. 
: REFLECT ALL THESE FACTS IN SINGLE SENTENCE. | DID NOT 
JOP SEE ANY PURPOSE IN TRYING TO COVER AGAIN ALL GROUND 
ND WE HAD BEEN OVER. | MADE SUGGESTION QUICKLY THIS MORNING WITH 
SCA |DEA IT WOULD ENABLE US QUICKLY REACH AGREEMENT ON ANNOUNCEMENT. 
at WANG SAID WE WILL REACH AGREEMENT IF WE ARE BOTH WILLING 
TO DO SO. HE SUGGESTED, ALTHOUGH HIS EARLIER PROPOSAL VERY 
tap REASONABLE, HE NOW WILLING CONSIDER DELETION BOTH PHRASES 
, "NOW" AND "IN ANY SUCH CASE" FROM BOTH SECTIONS. THUS 
rb BOTH SECTIONS IDENTICAL AND HE HAD MADE SUBSTANTIAL COMPROMISE. 
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| REJECTED HIS SUGGESTION SAYING AT BEGINNING OF MEETING | 
| HAD SUGGESTED DELETION "NOW" ON UNDERSTANDING REMAINDER 
| STATEMENT WOULD REMAIN UNCHANGED AND | COULD NOT AGREE 
DELETION PHRASE "IN ANY SUCH CASE" FROM OUR SECTION. 
WANG SAID MY SIDE MIGHT BE SATISFIED BUT THAT HIS WAS NOT 
AND NO PURPOSE SERVED CONTINUE ARGUMENT. MAIN POINT WAS HE 
WANTED ANNOUNCEMENT REFLECT EXACT SITUATION AS IT WAS AND 
SOLVE QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS. UNDER THESE CIRCUMSTANCES, 
ALTHOUGH HE NOT SATISFIED WITH TWO POINTS | HAD RAISED, HE 
WOULD MAKE GREATEST EFFORT WE COULD EXPECT OF HIM AND DELETE 
"NOW" 'I'N BOTH SECTIONS AND RETAIN "IN ANY SUCH CASE" IN BOTH. 
HE SAID HE COULD NOT GO ANY FURTHER TO MEET MY REQUEST. 
| ACCEPTED HIS PROPOSAL AND ASKED WHETHER REMAINDER OF TEXT 
WOULD BE SAME AS MY DRAFT TEXT OF SEPTEMBER 6. WE EXCHANGED 
TEXTS AND AFTER CHECKING, HE RAISED QUESTION WHY | HAD DELETED 
WORD "RESFECTIVE" BEFORE "GOVERNMENTS" IN INTRODUCTORY PARA- 
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| EXPLAINED IT DELETED IN ORDER MAKE SMOOTHER ENGLISH TEXT 
AND NOT TO CHANGE MEANING IN ANY WAY. FOLLOWING SOME 
DISCUSSION | AGREED TO INCLUDE IT. 


WANG THEN SAID IN SECOND PARAGRAPH CHINESE TEXT HE HAD 

WORDS "THE QUESTION OF” PRECEDING "CHINESE". | REMARKED THAT 
IF WE SAID "WITH RESPECT TO THE QUESTION OF CHINESE" INSTEAD 
OF "WITH RESPECT TO CHINESE” |T INVOLVED SOME DIFFERENCE IN 
SUBSTANCE. 


WANG EXPLAINED IT WAS NECESSARY TO USE THIS WORDING IN 

CHINESE BECAUSE WE WERE NOT DISCUSSING ALL THE TENS OF THOUSANDS 
OF CHINESE IN THE US BUT ONLY THE QQESTION OF THOSE WHO DESIRED 
TO RETURN. 


| SAID IT WAS VERY CLEAR AS IT STOOD, AND ADDITION OF THIS 
PHRASE INTRODUCED NEW IDEAS. IT WAS VERY CLEAR FROM INTRODUCTORY 


PARAGRAPH WE WERE DISCUSSING "MEASURES" TAKEN BY RESPECTIVE GOVERN- 


MENTS AND OBVIOUSLY REMAINDER ANNOUNCEMENT REFERRED TO THESE 
MEASURES. IF WE INTRODUCED WORD’ "PROBLEM" OR "QUESTION" IT 
WOULD BREAK-UP CENTRAL THOUGHT WHICH WAS "MEASURES" TAKEN BY 
GOVERNMENTS. 


WANG ASKED IF WE AGREED INCLUSION "THE QUESTION OF" IN CHINESE 
TEXT AND LEAVE ENGLISH TEXT AS IT WAS. | AGREED. HE THEN ASKED 
IF TITLE FOR ANNOUNCEMENT COULD BE MADE TO READ: "AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE AMBASSADORS OF THE USA AND THE PRC". OUR 
TITLE” "AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT" WAS VERY SIMPLE AND NOT VERY FORMAL. 


| OBJECTED THAT SUCH A CHANGE MADE TITLE LONGER AND SAID 


THERE WAS VIRTUE IN SIMPLICITY. FULL SUBJECT WAS ALREADY STATED 
IN GPENING PARAGRAPH. HOWEVER, AFTER SOME DISCUSSION | AGREED 
TO USE FULL TITLE AS GIVEN IN CHINESE TEXT. 

AT WANG'S REQUEST | INITIALED CHANGES INKED IN ON CARBON 
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COPY SEPTEMBER 6 DRAFT AND HE FURNISHED ME WITH CLEAN COPY 
CHINESE ANNOUNCEMENT. HE THEN SAID, "HAVE WE REACHED FORMAL 


AGREEMENT?" 
| REPLIED 8WE HAVE NOW AGREED TO RELEASE THE ANNOUNCEMENT". 


WANG ASKED IF WE COULD RELEASE IT SIMULTANEOUSLY AT 5 PM 
GENEVA TIME, AS THAT WAS MOST CONVENIENT FOR PEIPING. | SAID 
| WAS PREPARED AGREE EARLIER HOUR BUT 5 PM ACCEPTABLE. 


WANB THEN READ FROM A PREPARED STATEMENT. HE SAID HE WAS 
GLAD WE HAD FINALLY REACHED AGREEMENT AT OUR J4TH MEETING 


_ AFTER LONG DISCUSSION. IN ACCORDANCE WITH HIS EARLIER STATEMENTS 


HE WISHED TO ADVISE ME OF THE RESULTS OF THE REVIEWS OF CASES 
OF AMERICANS WHO HAD COMMITTED CRIMES: FIRST, HIS GOVERNMENT 
HAD DECIDED UPON THE EARLY RELEASE PRIOR TO COMPLETION OF 

TERMS OF THEIR SENTENCES OF THREE AMERICANS: HAROLD W. RIGNEY, 
WALTER A. RICKETT, LEV! Awe LOVEGREN. SECOND, FOLLOWING SEVEN 
AMERICANS WOULD BE DEPORTED: LAWRENCE ROBERT BUOL, FREDERICK 
D. GORDON, JOSEPH EUGENE HYDE, JAMES GERALD JOYCE, DILMUS T. 
KANADY, DOROTHY MIDDLETON; SARAH PERKINS. THESE 10 AMERICANS 
WHO HAD VIOLATED LAWS OF CHINA WOULD BE DEPORTED TO HONG KONG 


WITHIN A_FEW DAYS. 


HE CONTINUED THAT, WITH RESPECT TO OTHER AMERICAN CIVILIANS, 
CASES WOULD BE INDIVIDUALLY REVIEWED IN CONSIDERATION OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT AND WITH REGARD TO CRIMES COMMITTED BY EACH ONE. 
WE WOULD BE ADVISED FROM TIME TO TIME OF RESULTS THESE REVIEWS 
THROUGH OFFICE OF CHARGE D'AFFAIRES OF UK IN CHINA. 


| THANKED HIM FOR THIS INFORMATION AND SAID | HOPED IN ACCORD- 
ANCE WITH ANNOUNCEMENT OTHER CASES WOULD BE EXPEDITIOUSLY 
HANDLED AND SETTLED. | HOPED THAT IN ADDITION TO INFORMING 
CHARGE OF UK, WANG WOULD ALSO INFORM ME HERE DURING COURSE OF 


OUR TALKS. 
a HE REPLIED 
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HE REPLIED THEY WERE PREPARED INFORM US THROUGH UK. HE 

ADDED HE HOPED US GOVERNMENT WOULD HELP CHINESE IN US OVERCOME 
DIFFICULTIES AND DEPART. 


| SAID | PREPARED TELL HIM AT THESE MEETINGS STEPS WE TOOK 
TO IMPLEMENT ANNOUNCEMENT. 


HE REPLIED HE HAPPY AGREEMENT COMPLETED AND THEY WERE PREPARED 


FAITHFULLY TO IMPLEMENT. HE HOPED FROM NOW ON NATIONALS 


OF BOTH SIDES WOULD IN FACT ENLOY RIGHT OF RETURN TO THEIR 
HOMELANDS,. 


AFTER CLOSE MEETING HE FERVENTLY SHOOK MY HAND WHILE 
EXPRESSING PLEASURE WE HAD REACHED AGREEMENT. 
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Request names and cther information Americans imprisoned 
Communist China from whom no letters received, no acknowledgment 
packages delivered, end no other data on health or whereabouts: 
Relieve if I am able cite specific cases indicating failure 
Communists provide even these most elementary facts despite 
their promises of yesr ago, J will have additional argument 
support my requests complete information Americans still 
imprisoned and press for their right to communicate and their 
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Dear Alex: 


Congratulations om your achievement in bringing off the screed 
Announsement in a form so acceptable to us. It was a nasterly piece of 
negotiation om your pert. Averyone working on the subject here is 
full of praise for you. The imprisoned Americans and their relatives 
will certainly feel that they are permasently indebted to you. It is 
an accomplighnent in whieh you cm justly take an im-ense satisfaction. 
I wanted te tell you this cver the phens on Saturday, tut as you no 

| doubt tndurstecd, we felt that if the conversation were being monitored 
we would not want the extent of our elation to be clearly apparent. 

Seidey and Saturday were days of furious activity. The stage ves 
all get by the eloge of business on Friday. “ were concerned by the 
extent of the press leaks here which we feared night actually jeopardise 
the iesuense of the Agreed Annowsenent. John Hightower of the A.?, 
hed pra tieally the entire story on the ticker at noon on Friday. ie 
obviously had deem in toush with someone who hed read all o vistually 
all of the telegrams, We are baffled and troubled by these leaks. 
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We are taking steps to reduse the distribution of the telecrems to and 
from you. They have had entirely too wide distribution, up to now 


having 








—————————————————————— 
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having gane not only all over the Departzent but all over the Goverment. 
denceforth I would recommend that you mark all of your telegrams other 
than completely non-sensitive routine factual ones “limited distribution". 

Suydam’s baekgroand briefing of the press went well. Ths points 
were effectively made ami registered with the correspomients. Net 
all of the ascounte reflected this triefing but a number of influential 
papers carried accounts whish did, 

We ave meeting at 11:5 to consider instrustions for your next 
meeting on Wednesday. This undoutedly will be a tough ons, as will 
succeeding onss. I doubt if Sang actually expects to get much if 
anything in the way of real substantive gains under Item Two from these 
Anbaseedorial talks, but he undoubtedly is guing to jrees very forcefully 
for immediate entry inte Item Two. ie will try hard te raise a mmber 
of subjects whieh are high on their pricrity list. ie will want te gt 
hie debating pointe in tho resard ani he will went to lay the grouniverk 
for wing 4 later nesting at a still hignwr level. 
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The disposition here still is to refuse te enter inte any discussions 
even o: the topies which might be suitedle for congideration under Iten 
Two until all the Americans are out. As set forth in ay lest letter, 
it is the view that there is ample grist far the mill om the izplenentation 
of Item Ons, for the Wednesday meeting and the on after that. We 
will supply you with more information on the steps we have taken both 





as to publicity for the Agreed Anncunsement, measures to assist the 


Inties Goverment in dissharging ite function, and the movenents of 
Chinese who have mnifested a desire to return. It is tros that it takes 
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two to carry on a discussion and if Wang is absolutely adamant in 
refusing to ssy or listen to anything more on Item One, we would be 
face to face with an impasse. iow to avoid a possible treaiciown of 
the discussions if bs takes an absolute rigid negative position is a poser. 
We hope it will not come to this. “e are relying heavily on your 
negotiating skill'on a probable Communist analysis that it is not in 
their iuterest to take an absolute intransigent position im this stage 
witich might lead to a rupture, and on the dood Lerd. 

Good wishes and assurances of every mipport we can extend you. 
We know you will need both. 


of the United States 


Sincerely, 


Walter P. McConmghy 
P.S. Enclosed is a docusent on Charles Miner's difficulties at Shanghai, 


which tas left with me on September 9 by Mort Zosse. This is 
far your background infornation. I do not mow that you will 
want to get down to sush details ae this in the talks, but you 
are free te use it im your déseretion in any way you wish. 
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Your 715 me 
Following are detained Americans from whom so far as we aware no E been 
, O ay 
! received in United States despite assurances June 10 195) Communists w d . rey ps 
iF ty QO "; 
| arrange for exchange mail through Red Cross: coy, 
| e . t 
| Dr. Rxautsakx Bradshaw © 
| | GON L 
| Clifford 4B apg? | amen 
° | btn Vae aes 
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Redmond. adie Be 


FYI Defense affirms Downey Fesgteau been heard from END FYI. ot 


of the United States 
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Despite many US requests through Geneva contact no specific information a 


. gril 
| as to health these persons. Red Cross parcels been addressed to all Shese : we base 
















LL persons but no acknowledgment from them. No response to US Bed Cross request, $- ae 
, that Chinese Communist Red Cross confirm delivery other than perfunctory reply: " oa 
"? it is a 
| "packages delivered to proper department" from Communist Red Cross. . a ee aoe 
; via al « 
em Bo, 


No pertinent information above persons subsequent to material you have. = 
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. Instructions for September 14 meeting. HOOK 
; 1. Basic position remains as stated second paragraph DEPTEL ene : a $ 
3 2. While discussion concerning Item Two should be postponed if . : 
& possible until Item 1 completed and in any event should not be engaged : 
5 @ in until it xs clear that Agreed Announcement initiated tm good faith, o a 
cS to 
b Fy ttxin important tm bear in mind necessity sf avoiding breakdown uf talks. > 4 
2s 3. It appears to us here that avoidance mf Item II topics can O: 
ip best be accomplished by taking g@ positive position that urgent necessity <3 
2° exists for detailing tm numerous steps called for on both sides in | re 3 
S ~ implementation afiickimg Agreed Announcement. Progress in effectuating Ol 
: Dit Item 1 xx necessary preperation fax discussion Item 2. or 
3 on 4. You may make am extensive statement on US implementation ef 
2 s/ ” xis responsibilities it has assumed under its announcement. You will be O 
L - given mm enumeration of US steps by separate telegram. Y) 
r. — ~—, 
5. You should call for & corresponding detailed account 8% steps > 
taken by PRC 28 fulfgll its responsibilities. This might include report 
on invitation zm office of UK Charge, listing s& measures xm facilitate 
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Gontact af American citizens with him, itemization ¢£ steps taken i@ 
assure widespread publicity for Announcement in places where it will 
become known to all detained Americans, whereabouts @f all Americans who 
wish to leave, welfare af jailed Americans, progress @f 9 Americans 
already granted exit permits, status af 3 other Americans not in jail 

who do not yet have exit permits, and movements and approved travel routes 
fax Americans enroute out of kim country or preparing %g@ depart. 

6. There is no objection to a recess if desired by Wang, in which 
case it should be by agreed announcement. 

7. If Wang endeavors obtain priority for his proposed Item Two 
topics by prematurely presenting a list to you at next meeting you should 
counter by telling him that you have Item Two topic in your pocket also 
(FYI missing American servicemen), but you are not presenting it yet — 
because time is not yet ripe and same restraint expected from him, 


8. Meetings should not be oftener than twice a week. 
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'  dmnouncemente 
1. On September 11 Indian Ministry External Affairs informed of 


Enbass 
Agreed Announcement by knbassaior American EUR New Delhi and 





| in€ormed September 10. 


Department 1:00 PM EDT September 10. Press corps Washington apecsalig 


of the United States 


assembled receive announcement and explanation thereof same hour, 


3. Announcement carried in full by all major US wire services 


aes 
. ' 
a 
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Following is enumeration of US steps in implementation Agreed | a 


tormally invited assume described role. indian Ambassador Washington | 
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fices including AP, UP, and INS. “A : 
ly: : ; saat 
| 4, Announcement constituted leading news item Stpamker September 11/2) « 
papers all over US. Circulation American papers ay far greater i ~s 
| ll US. VCirculat Am Sunday f ter thm 
| morning O , 
any other xkagx of week. Announcement prominently carried US Sunday OD . 
) newspapers numbering nearly 500 with circulation of over 5 million. S 
| Yerbatim text announcement carried in major newspapers. Substantially a 
| ‘ 
‘f | all Monday newspapers, numbering over 1,860, with circulation of over 
ls ee A i 3 | Telegraphic transmission and 7" 
any “lk onaurn; ikb assiffcation approved by: 
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Classification 


g Sh million, also gave wide publicity to announcement. See DEPTEL 714 ae 
for further particulars on US press coverage. 
5. Agreed Announcement prominently carried all nation wide radio 
news broadcasts evening Saturday Sepik September 10 and all day September 
11. Annouhcement also prominently featured television news programs 
September 10 and ll. 
6. It has been specifically verified that announcement was 
prominently carried all newspapers a all US cities containing large 
Chinese population, namely New York, San Francisco, Chicago, Washington 
and Boston. Announcement obtained wide coverage in US areas where 


Chinese students chiefly concentrated, namely Pacific Coast, Mid West, 


and New Enzland,. 


of the United States 


7. - he Immigration and Naturalization Service, Department of Justice, 
has been specifically apprised of the Announcement and arrangements made 
for district directors of all I & NS districts throughout the US be 


informed of Announcement and of the right of Chinese who express desire 
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return mainland China to communicate with Indian Enbassy if they wish 
to dO SO. 
8. +he Indian Government of course is aware that it is always free 
disseminate any type public information it may desire in US inclwing 
information 


full genfixrmation concerning its function under Agreed Announcement, without 


reference to US Government. 





~ 


{ ry VY | das ITLA F 
OFFICTAL US 


11013 Classification 








osteo: _—— 
= 


oneal at ° “," rer ie SS) a he a ~~ 
eo Te ey —, j we ‘ 30 ~~ . . a oe ihe oa ey “~ ; ,. 
4 or maw’ ? e ‘ : ms oe . rs w, $ ee” Phan Sond: tat, cri, + Lena <n 
ui , - P “ A. - a wl gon & = 7 ¢ & - _* 
. AAS Pe ere 8 atm PT evant aed 


















- ltGRam - Department of State ACTION COPY 
























q 

f ; Action Assigned to/_1) 72 

Lb<B CONFIDENTIAL . ; — 2 3 

tion Control Actigggtaxen > z 

Rec'd: :  , ° 5 

Php, _ SEPTEMBER 14, 1955 28 

oe FROM: GENEVA rorré-Acie 3 
10: Secretary of State Date of Action 0.  @ 


RMR 


Beusnj9, 
t 


NO: 722, SEPTEMBER 14, 1 P.M, Action Office Syibei... 


Name of Office? -...... 
Direction to Be/R 






NIACT 
FROM JOHNSON 


1) | OPENED THIS MORNING'S MEETING WITH A PREPARED STATEMENT 

ALONG LINES OF DEPTEL 718 CLOSING WITH HOPE WANG WOULD GIVE 

ME SIMILAR DETAILED INFORMATION ON IMPLEMENTATION ANNOUNCEMENT. HE 
REPLIED WITH SOME GENERAL STATEMENTS THAT WIDE PUBLICITY GIVEN IN 
CHINA AND PROPOSED US "PRESENT OFFICIAL TEXT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 

TO UK" AND THEY WOULD DO LIKEWISE WITH INDIA "WHICH WOULD COMPLETE 
OFFICIAL PROCEDURES AFTER WHICH PRC WOULD FORMALLY NOTIFY UK | 
CHARGE IN PEKING". 


/c6°tt9 


of the United States 


2) | REPLIED BY ASKING SERIES QUESTIONS ON METHOD WHEREBY AMERICANSO 
IN CHINA UNABLE TO READ CHINESE WOULD OBTAIN INFORMATION ON ANNOUNCES 
MENT, HOW THOSE IN JAIL WOULD BE INFORMED, FACILITIES FOR THOSE IN 
JAIL COMMUNICATE WITH UK CHARGE (PARTICULARLY CONCERNED THIS POINT 
AS STILL 4 PERSONS IN JAIL FROM WHOM NO LETTERS WHATSOEVER RECEIVED )gy 
ARRANGEMENTS FOR UK CHARGE INTERVIEW AMERICANS IN JAIL WHEN IN 
ACCORDANCE ANNOUNCEMENT US DESIRES FACTS BE INVESTIGATED, MEANING 
"PRESCRIBED PERIOD" WITHIN WHICH FATHERS GORDON, HYDE AND JOYCE 
ORDERED TO LEAVE, DATE AND TIME 10 AMERICANS NOTIFIED LAST 

MEETING WILL ARRIVE HONG KONG, AND SPECIFIC INFORMATION ON HEALTH 


Srl 
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AND WELFARE EACH AMERICAN IN JAIL NOT YET RELEASED. @ 
g 
3) WANG REPLIED FULL TEXT ANNOUNCEMENT WOULD BE CARRIED IN BS 
ENGLISH LANGUAGE PUBLICATIONS IN PRC, THOSE IN JAIL WOULOHAVE [3] 
Cc 


vr 
—_ 


FREEDOM PRISONERS COMMUNICATE WITH UK CHARGE, SAID INVESTBAT ONS © 
BY-CHAR@E WOULD BE "IN ACCORDANCE WITH TERMS OF ANNOUNCEMENT 
em, WOPLD SUBSEQUENTLY INFORM ME OF ANTICIPATED DATES OF ARRIVAL 


te ih HOM KONG RELEASED AMERICANS AND ON HEALTH AND WELFARE THOSE ori 


a 
aw de 


ANNOUNCEMENT TRANSLATED AND READ TO THEM. DID NOT REPLY ®N Be 
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os 
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-2~ 722, SEPTEMSZR 14, 1 P.M., FROM GENEVA 


IMPRISONED. HE THEN RETURNED TO HIS PROPOSAL FORMAL TEXT ANNOUNCE- 
MENT BE GIVEN UK BY US AND INDIA BY PRC. PRC WILL THEN GIVE 

FULL INFORMATION TO UK ON THEIR RESPONSIBILITIES "ENTRUSTED" TO 
THEM BY US. 


4) HE THEN ASKED mY ASSENT TO HIS SPEAKING, ON WHICH | INDICATED 
| HAD NOTHING FURTHER TO SAY THIS MORNING AND INDICATED NO 
OBJECTION. HE THEN PULLED OUT AND READ A LONG PREPARED 

STATEMENT TO EFFECT NOW THAT-"AGREEMENT” REACHED ON ITEM 1 SHOULD 
'URN TO ITEM 2 UNDER WHICH DESIRED RAISE TWO POINTS: US ECONOMIC 
BLOCKADE AD EMBARGO AND PREPARATION FOR "NEGOTIATIONS AT A 
HIGHER LEVEL ON EASING AND ELIMINATION OF TENSIONS IN THE TAIWAN 


AREA". ALSO ASKED WHAT | THOUGHT SHOULD BE DISCUSSED UNDER 
ITEM 2. 


5) AT CLOSE HIS STATEMENT | SAID | HAD "NOTED IT" AND STATED THAT 

' ALSO HAD MATTERS WHICH | WISHED TO DISCUSS UNDER ITEM 2 "AT THE 
PROPER TIME" BUT FELT IT WAS PREMATURE. "I CANNOT CONSIDER ITEM 1 
FINALLY DISPOSED OF UNTIL ALL AMERICANS IN PRC WHO DESIRE RETURN ARE 
ABLE TO DO SO." "AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT REPRESENTED ADVANCE BUT WAY IN 
WHICH CARRIED OUT CANNOT BUT HELP INFLUENCE ATMOSPHERE IN WHICH 


DISCUSSION ITEM 2 CARRIED ON." HOPED WE COULD QUICKLY GET TO 
ITEM 2, 


of the United States 


&) WANG APPARENTLY SURPRISED AND NOT PREPARED FOR MY POSITION 

HICH HE CHARACTERIZED AS VERY STRANGE AND REGRETTABIL.E. IN MUCH 
INCONCLUSIVE GIVE AND TAKE ALONG THESE LINES, | POINTED OUT ITEM 1 
CCULD HAVE BEEN QUICKLY AND COMPLETELY RESOLVED IF THEY HAD 
P=RMITTED ALL AMERICANS RETURN BUT 19 AMERICANS STILL DETAINED, ETC. 
I!) REPLY SPECIFIC QUESTION AS TO WHEN | WOULD CONSIDER IT "PROPER 
rIM=" PROCFED ITEM 2, | STATED "WHEN IT IS CLEAR THE TERMS AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT BEING FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENTED." 
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7) AT END OF MEETING WHEN USUAL QUESTION AROSE AS TO WHAT TO SAY 
10 PRESS, HE SAID "I WILL INFORM PRESS OF .THE TWO ITEMS | HAVE 
RAISED AND YOU ARE FREE TO TELL THEM WHAT YOU WISH". | MISUNDER-= 
STOOD AND INTERPRETED HIS STATEMENT AS MEANING ONLY THAT HE 

VAS GOING TO TELL THE PRESS WE HAD DISCUSSED AGENDA ITEMS 1 AND 2, 
AND PEPLIZD THAT | WAS GOING TO INFORM PRESS SIMPLY THAT WE HAD 
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-3- 722, SEPTEMBER 14, 1 P.M., FROM GENEVA 


EXCHANGED INFORMATION ON IMPLEMENTATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. ON 
COMPARING NOTES MY ADVISORS AFTER MEETING | AM NOW CLEAR THAT WHAT 
HE MEANT WAS THAT HE WAS GOING TO INFORM PRESS TWO SUBJECTS 

RAISED HIS PREPARED STATEMENT THIS MORNING WHICH HE HAS DONE. 
REGRET | DID NOT REALIZE THIS WAS HIS INTENTION OR | WOULD HAVE 
PROTESTED AS CONTRARY SPIRIT OUR AGREEMENT ON PRIVATE NATURE TALKS. 


8) NEXT MEETING TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 20. 


GOWEN 


Note: Mr. Waddell's office (FE) notified 9/14/55 10:53 a.m. 
EMB (CWO) 


of the United States 
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aca LIMITED DISTRIBUTION oO 
SCS Ol 
COMMENTS TODAY'S MEETING: > 
1. THERE WAS NO PRACTICABLE WAY | COULD PREVENT WANG MAKING = 
HIS STATEMENT ON ITEM TWO THIS MORNING'S MEETING. h 
Ol 
2. WHILE AS STATED PARA 7 MYTEL 722 REGRET THAT BECAUSE MIS- Oo 
UNDERSTOOD | DID NOT FPROVEST WANG'S UNILATERAL PUBLIC STATEMENT 
ON ITEM TwO, AM CONVINCED HE WAS UNDER INSTRUCTIONS AND 
DETERMINED DO SO iN ANY CVENT AND MY PROTEST WOULD NOT HAVE 
BEEN EFFECTIVE EXCEPT FOR RECORD. BELIEVE FINAL RESULT MAY 
HAVE BEEN USEFUL AS IT ENABLED ME MAKE STATEMENT HERE AND THUS 
SERVE PUBLICLY CLARIFY ISSUE UPON WHICH THERE HAVE BEEN = = -, 
MANY CONFLICTING PRESS REPORTS AND MUCH MISUNDERSTAND ING as 
IN VIEW ALL CIRCUMSTANCES WOULD NOT PLAN DIRECTL*-RAISE ASSUE> 
DURING COURSE NEXT MEETING BUT AT CLOSE MEETING WHEN USUAL * 
QUESTION OF WHAT PRESS WILL BE TOLD ARISES WILL DEBATE ¥® 
EXTENT SEEMS NECESSARY ISSUE OF PRIVATE NATURE OF TALKSm = = - 
— -. 9 
3. ALSO QUITE CLEAR AT THIS MORNiiG'S MEETING THAT IN = in ‘A> 
PRECISE WORDING AGREED ANIIOUNCEMD''T WANG STILL AR TEMPTING MAEN= | a, 
TAIN POSITION INDIA TO BE “INVITES” BY PRC TO WHICH U.S. @™ ‘3 
HAS AGREED, SAME POSITION MUTATIS MUTANDIS WITH RESPECT UK. 4 
| HAD MADE IT VERY CLEAR IN MY OPENING PREPARED STATEMFNT © J 
WE HAD ALREADY "INVITED" INDIA AND EXPECTED THEY WOULD DO ‘5 ~4 
SAME WITH RESPECT UK, AND SINCE HE WAS NOT TOO WELL PREPARED 3 @ “sa 
ON SUBJECT, | DELIBERATELY DID NOT PURSUE CEBATE WITH THOUGHTS 1 
xg wn WOULD REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
Gye : Bi SECKET COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 
PERMANENT a =f PROHIBITED > 


RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 
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WOULD WAIT AND SEE WHAT PRC IN FACT DOES THIS REGARD BY 
NEXT MEETING AND, IF NOT ACCORDANCE TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 
WOULD BE USEFUL SUBJECT NEXT MEETING. 


4. WANG'S ATTITUDE AT TODAY'S MEETING WAS THAT OF ENTIRE WILLING- 
NESS EXCHANGE INFORMATION ON tMPLEMENTATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
BUT AT SAME TIME INABILITY SEE REASON WE SHOULD NOT ALSO 

PROCEED WITH DISCUSSION ITEM TWO. 


52 HE WILL UNDOUBTEDLY HAVE STRONG PREPARED STATEMENT ON 
ENTIRE SUBJECT AT NEXT MEETING AND IT WILL BE IMPORTANT | 

BE WELL PREPARED TO COUNTER. | CAN AGAIN AS | DID TODAY KEEP 
HIM ENGAGED FOR PERIOD ON IMPLEMENTATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
BUT THIS DOES NOT STOP HIM FROM RAISING ISSUE BETWEEN US 

ON TIMING DISCUSSION ITEM TWO. 


6. WILL SUBMIT RECOMMENDATION ON TACTICS FOR NEXT MEETING IN 
SUBSEQUENT MESSAGE. 


GOWEN 


AAL 


Note: Mr. Waddell (FE) notified 9/14/55 5:30 p.m. EH 
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FROM JOHNSON 
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_ - 
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1. AT 15TH MEETING TODAY WHICH LASTED ONE AND HALF HOURS, 
| OPENED WITH PREPARED STATEMENT SAYING THAT AS | HAD TOLD HIM 
LAST MEETING, | WAS PREPARED FULLY REPORT EXACT STEPS MY GOVERN- 
MENT HAD TAKEN TO IMPLEMENT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. | MADE VERY 
DETAILED STATEMENT INCLUDING FOLLOWING POINTS: OFFICIAL PRESS 
RELEASE GIVING FULL TEXT ISSUED BY DEPARTMENT SEPTEMBER 

10 AND WASHINGTON PRESS CORPS ESPECIALLY INVITED TO RECEIVE 

IT. FULL TEXT CARRIED ALL MAJOR US WIRE SERVICES WHICH SERVE 
VIRTUALLY ALL DAILY NEWSPAPERS IN US. IT CONSTITUTED LEADING 
NEWS ITEM SEPTEMBER 11 WHEN CIRCULATION SUNDAY PAPERS FAR 
GREATER THAN ANY OTHER MORNING OF WEEK AND | GAVE CIRCULATION 
FIGURES. STATED ANNOUNCEMENT CARRIED IN RADIO AND TELEVISION 
PROGRAMS TWO DAYS. VERIFIED THAT ANNOUNCEMENT GIVEN WIDE COVER- 
AGE CITIES WITH LARGE CHINESE POPULATIONS AND AREAS. WHERE CHINESE 
STUDENTS CHIEFLY CONCENTRATED. INDIAN AMBASSADOR WASHINGT@N © 
INFORMED SATURDAY AND IN DELHI SUNDAY GO! INFORMED AND IN| TEDS? 
ASSUME FUNCTIONS SET FORTH IN ANNOUNCEMENT. ARRANGEMENTS “MADE © 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZTION SERVICE INFORM DISTRICT DIRECTORS 
RIGHTS CHINESE DESIRING RETURN. CONCLUDED BY SAY!NG HOPED : 
HE ABLE GIVE ME SIMILAR DETAILED INFORMATION STEPS: SEMA IS - a 
GOVERNMENT TO IMPLEMENT STATEMENTS IN AGREED ANNOUNC CEME Ne 7 

| ADDED CORRECTION IN MY STATEMENT SEPTEMBER 6 THAT 83 =m _% 
CHINESE HAVE DEPARTED US BETWEEN JULY 11 AND AUGO8T 31. rity 
ADDITIONAL 90 CHINESE DEPARTED FROM HAWAI! MAKING TOTAL FA3 

HAD NO WAY OF KNOWING HOW MANY OF THESE PEOPLE INTENDED PRPCEED 
CHINA MAINLAND. 


SSv1-6/S6°119 


NOO v4 
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2. WANG 
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2. WANG REPLIED HE NOTCD Mr sTATE MINT REGARDING DISSEMINATION 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND THAT FULL Tex! PUBLISHED ALL NEWSPAPERS 
IN US. SAID LARGE CIRCULATION Si,OW_D GENERAL PUBLIC ALSO GREATLY 
INTERESTED iN TALKS HERE. HE TOO HAD PAID ATTENTION TO ARTICLES 
CARRIED AMERICAN PRESS AND FOUND A NUMBER OF NEWSPAPER 

COMMENTS ON ANNOUNCEMENT wriCH WERE NOT APPROPRIATE. FOR 
INSTANCE, SOME SAID PRC INVITED UK TO TAK CARE OF AMERICAN 
NATIONALS IN CHINA. THIS DID NOT CORRECTLY REFLECT AGREEMENT 
BECAUSE PRC AGREED UK WOULD Be INVITED TO IMPLEMENT A PORTION 

OF AGREEMENT. WANG SAID KE WiSncD INFORM ME FULL TEXT CARRIED 


SPECIFIED TIME AGREED UPON 


ALL MEDIA THROUGHOUT CHINA AT SPC 
AND GIVEN PROMINENT HEADLINES ALL NEWSPAPERS SO HE BELIEVED 


ALL PEOPLE COULD LEARN OF NCWS AND READ ANNOUNCEMENTS; RADIO 
STATIONS BROADCAST Fui.l TEXT IN CHINESE AND ENGLISH. 


3. WANG THEN PROPOSED US GOVERNMENT PRESENT OFFICIAL TEXT 

OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO UK AND HE WOULD PRESENT SAME TO GOI 
THUS COMPLETING OFFICIAL PROCEDURES REGARDING INVITATION OF THIRD 
POWERS. AFTER THESE OFFICIAL PROCEDURES CONCLUDED HIS GOVERN- 
MENT WOULD FORMALLY NOTIFY UK CHARGE IN PEKING. 


4, | REPLIED | NOTED HIS STATEMENT ON PUBLICATIONS ANNOUNCEMENT 
IN CHINESE PRESS AND RAD:O. i ASKED HOW IT WOULD BE BROUGHT 

TO ATTENTION OF AMERICANS MANY OF WHOM DO NOT UNDERSTAND CHINESE. 
WAS THERE ANY ENGLISH LANGUAGC NEWSPAPER WHICH AMERICANS READ? 
ALSO SINCE AMERICANS IN JAiL DO NOT HAVE ACCESS TO NORMAL MEDIA 
OF COMMUNICATION, BY WHAT MEANS WOULD THEY BE INFORMED OF TERMS 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT? WE HAD INFORMED GOI AND INVITED IT 

IN ACCORDANCE WITH TERMS ANNOUNCEMENT TO ASSUME ITS FUNCTIONS 

IN USe APART FROM WHATEVER ACTION WE MAY TAKE WITH REFERENCE 
TO UK, | WAS INTERESTED TO KNOW ACTION HIS GOVERNMENT HAD 

TAKEN TO INVITE UK PERFORM ITS FUNCTIONS UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCE- 
MENT. | REQUESTED INFORMATION ON STEPS TAKEN TO INFORM AMERICANS 
IN JAIL AND PERMIT THEM TO COMMUNICATE FREELY WITH UK CHARGE. 

| PARTICULARLY CONCERNCD ON THIS POINT BECAUSE | UNDERSTOOD 
DURING MEETINGS LAST YEAR THA? HE HAD AGREED ALL AMERICANS IN 


JAIL 
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JAIL WOULD BE PERMITTED SEND AND RECEIVE LETTERS. HOWEVER, 
STILL FOUR IN JAIL FROM WHOM NO LETTERS WHATSOEVER RECEIVED. 

| FOUND IT HARD BELIEVE PERSONS INCARCERATED SO LONG WOULD NOT 
WANT TO WRITE THEIR FRIENDS AND RELATIVES IF GIVEN OPPORTUNITY. 
| ALSO ASKED WHAT ARRANGEMENTS MADE FOR UK CHARGE INTERVIEW 
AMERICANS WHEN CHARGE RECEIVED REQUEST FROM IMPRISONED AMERICAN 
AND MY GOVERNMENT DES!RED FACTS INVESTIGATED. ! ASKED WHAT WAS 
"PRESCRIBED PERIOD" MENTIONED IN NCNA SEPTEMBER 11 ANNOUNCEMENT 
REGARDING RELEASE FATHERS GORDON, HYDE AND JOYCE. | REQUESTED 
DATES AND TIME WHEN 10 AMERICANS RELEASED WOULD ARRIVE IN HONG 
KONG. ALSO REQUESTED SPECIFIC INFORMATION ON HEALTH, WELFARE 
EACH DETAINED AMERICAN NOT YET RELEASED. EXPLAINED THIS QUESTION 
RAISED SEVERAL TIMES IN TALKS DURING PAST YEAR BUT ONLY 
INFORMATION WE RECEIVED WAS THAT ALL WERE IN GOOD HEALTH 


EXCEPT MRS. BRADSHAW. HOWEVER, WE HAD LEARNED SEVERAL PERSONS 
HAD BEEN SERIOUSLY ILL. 


5 WANG SAID HIS GOVERNMENT GAVE AGREEMENT WIDE PUBLICITY TO 
INFORM AMERICANS AND NOT TO PREVENT THEM FROM BEING 


INFORMED. 
PUBLICATIONS IN ENGLISH ARE AVAILABLE TO THEM. IN PRISONS THERE 
WERE PEOPLE WHO WOULD READ NEWSPAPERS TO AMERICANS. ALL PERSONS 


CONCERNED WOULD CERTAINLY BE INFORMED WITHOUT EXCEPTION. 

HE SAID ACCORDING TO CHINESE RED CROSS 2,547 LETTERS AND 277 
SMALL PARCELS HANDLED FOR AMERICANS IN YEAR ENDING JUNE. 

FIGURE INCLUDED LETTERS SENT AND RECEIVED. FURTHERMORE CHINESE 
GOVERNMENT ON MANY OCCASIONS NOTIFIED PERSONS THEY COULD WRITE 
THEIR FAMILIES AND CHINESE RED CROSS ALSO OFFERED DELIVER LETTERS. 
THEREFORE ALL PERSONS HAD FULL FREEDOM SEND MAIL IF THEY WISHED. 


6. WANG SAID INVESTIGATION OF CASES WOULD BE CARRIED OUT ACCORDING 
PROVISIONS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. REGARDING THIRD POWER !IMPLE- 


MENTATION AND FUNCTIONS HE REPEATED HIS PROPOSAL US DELIVER FORMAL 
COMPLETE TEXT TO UK AND PRC THE SAME TO GOI. ADDED. OF COURSE 
H!1S GOVERNMENT WOULD GIVE FULL INFORMATION TO UK CHARGE ON CARRYING 


OUT FUNCTIONS ENTRUSTED TO IT BY US GOVERNMENT IN AGREED ANNOUNCE - 
MENT. PROPOSED FORMAL TEXT BE HANDED PROMPTLY TO THIRD PARTIES. 


7.~ WANG SAID 
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7~ WANG SAID HE WOULD GIVE INFORMATION REGARDING 
TIMES DEPARTURE THO ND PERSONS IN JAIL 


AFTER COMMUNICATING WITH HIS GOVERNMENT. HE THEN ASKED IF 


-_———, 


HE COULD MAKE A STATEMENT. 





8, | REPLIED | HAD NOTHING MORE TO SAY TODAY. 


9. WANG THEN READ PREPARED STATEMENT. (SEE FOLLOWING TEL FOR 
FULL REPORT). 


10. FOLLOWING THIS STATEMENT | REPLIED | HAD NOTED WHAT HE SAID 
AND | TOO WOULD HAVE MATTERS | WISHED DISCUSS WITH HIM AT PRO- 
PER TIME UNDER AGENDA ITEM TWO. | COULD NOT HELP BUT FEEL 

|T PREMATURE ENTER THIS DISCUSSION AT PRESENT MOMENT. ITEM 

ONE CONCERNED RETURN CIVILIANS AND | COULD NOT CONSIDER IT 
FINALLY DISPOSED OF UNTIL ALL AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY WHO 
DESIRED RETURN WERE ABLE TO DO SO. WE HAD ISSUED AGREED ANNOUNCE- 
MENT WHICH HE ASSURED ME WOULD PERMIT THEM RETURN EXPEDITIOUSLY. 
WAY IN WHICH TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT CARRIED OUT COULD NOT 
BUT INFLUENCE ATMOSPHERE IN WHICH WE DISCUSSED QUESTIONS UNDER 
|1TEM TWO OF AGENDA. | HOPED POSSIBLE VERY QUICKLY ESTABLISH 
ATMOSPHERE AND SITUATION IN WHICH WE COULD FRUITFULLY AND HELP- 
FULLY DISCUSS THESE OTHER ITEMS. | CONSIDERED INFORMATION WE 


EXCHANGED THIS MEETING ON IMPLEMENTATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
| VERY USEFUL AND HELPFUL. 


een od 
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11. WANG REPLIED AGENDA PROVIDED TwO ITEMS: ONE, RETURN CIVILIANS; 
TWO, PRACTICAL MATTERS WHICH HE WAS DISCUSSING. THIS AGENDA 

BASED ON ORIGINAL US PROPOSAL. WE HAD SPENT 40 DAYS DISCUSSING 
XIRST ITEM WHICH RESULTED IN ENABLING NUMBER AMERICANS RETURN 

AND ARRANGEMENTS FOR REMAINDER WOULD BE MADE IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
AGREEMENT. NOW ARRANGEMENT REACHED ON FIRST ITEM WE SHOULD 

GO ON TO SECOND. AGREEMENT MUST BE IMPLEMENTED BY BOTH SIDES 

BUT IMPLEMENTATION COULD NOT BE COMPLETED IN A DAY OR A WEEK. 

HE COULD NOT EXPECT CHINESE CIVILIANS AND STUDENTS IN US RETURN 
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IN SUCH SHORT TIME. HE FAILED SEE PURPOSE REMAINING ON FIRST 
|TEM AGENDA AFTER 40 DAYS OF DISCUSSION AND AFTER REACHING 
AGREEMENT. UNDER SECOND ITEM BOTH SIDES COULD RAISE QUESTIONS 


AT ISSUE BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES IN ACCORDANCE ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 
OF US WHICH WAS CONFIRMED AT BEGINNING OF TALKS. 


12. | SAID IT WAS NOT MY CHOICE WE SPENT 40 TO 45 DAYS DISCUSSING 
ITEM ONE. AT OUTSET | SUGGESTED QUICK EXPEDITIOUS WAY RESOLVE 
ITEM ONE WAS PERMIT THOSE WHO WANTED TO RETURN TO RETURN. 

HE DID NOT FIND THAT SUGGESTION ACCEPTABLE AND | ACCEDED TO 

HIS POSITION. OF THOSE AMERICANS ABOUT WHOM WE STARTED OUR 
DSICUSSION AUGUST 2 THERE ARE STILL 19 NOT YET ABLE TO RETURN. 

WE AGREED ON THE AGENDA. | FULLY HONOR THAT AGREMENT AND WAS 
PREPARED ENTER INTO DISCUSSIONS ITEM TWO AT PROPER TIME. 


_——_—— =~ 


13. WANG ASKED WHAT "PROPER TIME" MEANT AND WHEN COULD ITEM 
TWO BE DISCUSSED. 


14. | REPLIED 1T WAS VERY SIMPLE MATTER. !T WOULD BE WHEN IT 

WAS CLEAR TERMS ANNOUNCEMENT WERE BEING FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENTED. 

| STATED ANNOUNCEMENT SAYS "FURTHER APPROPRIATE MEASURES WILL BE 
ADOPTED SO THEY CAN EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN". 
HE HAD INFORMED ME NAMES SOME AMERICANS NOW BEING ENABLED TO 
RETURN AND | HOPED HE WOULD SOON BE ABLE INFORM ME OF OTHERS AS 
WELL. MY GOVERNMENT INTENDED FULLY AND FAITHFULLY CARRY OUT TERMS 
ANNOUNCEMENT AND | WOULD KEEP HIM FULLY INFORMED ON MEASURES 
TAKEN TO THIS END. HE HAD TOLD ME SOME MEASURES HIS GOVERNMENT 
HAD TAKEN. THIS WAS HELPFUL AND USEFUL AND | HOPED NEXT MEETING 
HE COULD GIVE ME FURTHER INFORMATION THIS REGARD. 


15~ WANG INSISTED HE FAILED SEE CONNECTION BETWEEN IMPLEMENTATION 
OF AGREEMENT AND SECOND ITEM OF AGENDA WHICH WE WERE GOING TO 
DISCUSS. HE SAID WE HAVE ALREADY DISCUSSED AT GREAT LENGTH 

MEANS FOR RETURN OF NATIONALS OF BOTH SIDES AND HE COULD NOT 

SEE WHY WE REMAINED ON ITEM ONE AND DID NOT ENTER ON DISCUSSION 
ITEM TWO. DID WE DESIRE RETURN TO OLD GROUND COVERED IN DISCUSSING 


RETURN 
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RETURN CIVILIANS? HE THOUGHT IT WOULD BE MEANINGLESS IF WE RE- 
TURNED TO ARGUMENTS ON ITEM ONE BECAUSE AGREEMENT REACHED AND 
CONSENT OF BOTH GOVERNMENTS HAD RESOLVED AND SETTLED THAT QUESTION. 


HE FAILED TO SEE HOW WE COULD PUT ASIDE ITEM TWO AND RETURN 
TO |!TEM ONE. 


16. | REPLIED | WAS AS INTERESTED AS HE IN ITEM TWO BUT IT 


WAS OF TREMENDOUS IMPORTANCE WE HAVE BEST POSSIBLE ATMOSPHERE 
IN WHICH TO DISCUSS THESE MATTERS. 


172 WANG SAID HE THOUGHT MY LINE OR ARGUMENT VERY PECULIAR 
AND REGRETTABLE. HE WAS DISAPPOINTED AFTER WE REACHED AGREEMENT 


ON ITEM ONE WE SHOULD PUT ASIDE ITEM TWO AND RETURN TO ITEM 
ONE . 


18. | SAID WE WERE NOT RETURNING TO ITEM ONE BUT WE WERE ONLY 
STILL DISCUSSING IT. AGREED STATEMENT REPRESENTED PROGRESS. 
| HAD NO DESIRE GO OVER OLD ARGUMENTS AND NO SUCH INTENTION, 


BUT DISCUSSION OF IMPLEMENTATION WAS VERY USEFUL AND I HAD 
HOPED HE FELT THE SAME. 


19. WANG SAID HE THOUGHT DISCUSSION IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT 
USEFUL BUT SHOULD NOT PREVENT DISCUSSION ITEM TWO. HE HAD 
PRESENTED HIS VIEWS ITEM TWO AND HOPED | WOULD GIVE CONSIDERATION 
HIS VIEWS NEXT TIME. HE ASKED IF WE SHOULD END MEETING. 


20. | SUGGESTED WE MEET AGAIN SEPTEMBER 20 AND ASKED WHAT ANNOUNCE - 
MENT SHOULD BE GIVEN TO PRESS. 


21. WANG REPLIED HE WOULD TELL PRESS HE HAD RAISED TWO TOPICS. 
WE WOULD BE FREE TO TELL THEM WHAT WE WISHED. 


22. | SAID | WOULD TELL PRESS WE HAD EXCHANGED INFORMATION ON 
IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


GOWEN 


AAL 


NOTE: MR WADDELL (FE) NOTIFIED, 9/14/55, 6:50 PM, EH 
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1, REFERENCE PARAGRAPH 9 MYTEL 725, FOLLOWINGpiScSUBS FANCE/ 
PREPARED STATEMENT: 


. @e« NOW HAVING REACHED AGREEMENT ON QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS 

*! BOTH SIDES TO RESPECIVE COUNTRIES ACCORDING TO AGENDA, WE SHOULD 

_ GO ON TO DISCUSSION SETTLEMENT OTHER PRACTICAL MATTERS OF CONCERN 
TO BOTH SIDES. ON BASIS SAME SPIRIT NEGOTIATION AND CONCILIATION 

_, SHOULD BE POSSIBLE REACH AGREEMENT QUICKLY ON THIS ITEM ALSO. 

_ HE PROPOSED EACH SIDE PUT FORWARD QUESTIONS WHICH EACH THOUGHT 

| INVOLVED RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES IN ORDER ALL COULD BE 


CONSIDERED. HE THEN SAID HE WOULD LIKE TO PUT FORWARD TwO 
POINTS. 
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3. FIRST POINT WAS QUESTION OF ECONOMIC BLOCKADE AND EMBARGO 
IMPOSED ON CHINA BY UNITED STATES. THIS WAS A MAJOR FACTOR 
LEADING TO TENSE RELATIONS BETWEEN TwO COUNTRIES. SHORELY = 
AFTER PRC ESTABLISHED US INSTITUTED EMBARGO. OOTBREAKYKOREAN 
WAR WAS SEIZED UPON AS FURTHER PRETEXT TO INTENSIFY E CRINOM | € 
EMBARGO AND BLOCKADE. ‘SUCH A POLICY WAS EXTREMELY UNREASONABLE 
AND UNJUST. NOW THAT KOREAN WAR STOPPED LONG AGO, LESS EXCUSE 
THAN EVER FOR CONTINUATION THIS POLICY WHICH HINDERED ne 


Vd 





iTZ=NOO 


MENT RELATIONS AND CREATED ARTICIAL BARRIERS TORTRADE AN 
NOMIC RELATIONS AMONG NATIONS. FRANKLY RAISING 3FHIS o's 
DID NOT IMPLY EMBARGO CAUSED FORMIDABLE DIFF ICURTIES FOR 
Seq CHINESE, BUT POLICY UNREASONABLE AND UNJUST AND DID NOT a 7” 
} ~ar® FIT FRIENDLY RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR COUNTRIES AND ECONOMIC WELFAREy— 
THEREFORE SHOULD BE REVOKED. SINCE OPENING OF TALKS MANY 
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COUNTRIES EXPRESSED HOPE WE COULD AGREE ON LIFTING EMBARGO. meg 
HE HOPED WE COULD MEET ASPIRATIONS THESE COUNTRIES AND IMPROVE 
RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND US. 


4. SECOND POINT HE WISHED RAISE WAS PREPARATION FOR SINO- bt 
{AMERICAN NEGOTIATIONS AT HIGHER LEVEL. TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA 
KEY QUESTION BETWEEN CHINA AND US. CHINESE GOVERNMENT HAD MADE 
SERIES EFFORTS EASE TENSION TAIWAN AREA, AT BANDUNG CONFERENCE aa" 
CHOU EN-LAI STATED CHINESE AND AMERICAN PEOPLE WERE FRIENDLY , , 
AND CHINESE DID NOT WANT WAR WITH UNITED STATES. HE PROPOSED 
WE SIT DOWN TO NEGOTIATE ELIMINATION TENSIONS TAIWAN AREA, 
DULLES STATED JULY 26 PRESS CONFERNCE WHATEVER DIFFERENCES 
EXISTED SHOULD NOT BE SETTLED BY RECOURSE TO FORCE WHICH MIGHT 
LEAD TO INTERNATIONAL WAR. WANG SAID WE SHOULD PROCEED WITH 
CONCRETE ARRANGEMENTS FOR NEGOTIATIONS TO EASE AND ELIMINATE 
[TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA. OBSTACLES COULD NOT BE RESOLVED IN 
THESE TALKS BUT MUST BE SETTLED IN CONFERENCE AT HIGHT LEVEL 
FOR WHICH OUR TALKS SHOULD AND COULD PREPARE. — 





of the United States 


5 WANG CONCLUDED SAYING EASING TENSION REQUIRED EFFORT BOTH 
SIDES. RESOLTUION THESE TWO QUESTIONS WOULD AID’ GREATLY IN EASING 
TENSIONS. HE WILLING LISTEN MY VIEWS ON THESE TWO AND ALSO ON 
WHAT SHOULD BE DISCUSSED AND SETTLED UNDER AGENDA ITEM TWO. 
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Letter No. 8 





Dear Walter: 


Thank you very mach for your letter of September 12 which 
arrived here yesterday. We get most excellent pouch service on 
your letters to me and they are most timely and helpful. However, 
I am discouraged at the time it seems to take my letters to reach 
you. I fear that most of them are out of date and overtaken by 
events by the time they do arrive. I am going to see what I can 
do from this end, but fear that there isn't much as we are up 
against complicated courier schedules. 


Wang moved yesterday under item 2 much more decisively than 
might have been expected. It is Baym clear that by offering 
only the two topics they hope? to get out of this stage very 
quickly in order’ to pass_ on to the Foreign Ministers’ meeting. 
With the exception of "no force” the two items that we have to 
propose are of a very miniscule nature as far as the length of the 
negotiations here are concerned. Chou's proposal for a Foreign 
Ministers’ meeting is their answer to our "no force” point, and 
they will probably reply to "no force" proposals by saying that 
flhis would be something for the "higher level" and attempt to 
avoid discussion. Of course we can counter by making something 
acceptaple to us in the fielé of "no force" pre-condition for even 
discussion of a higher level meeting. This, of course, carries 
with it the difficulty of the more or less implied commitment to 
a higher level meeting if they come through with anything remotely 
responsive to our request. 





Related to all this, of course, is what we really want and 
expect to get under "no force". I1 would hope to be very clear on 
this before I would start. I find it entirely impossible in my 
own mind to think through to any logical demand on the Communists 
that would have the effect of at least a promise of a cease fire 
in the Formosa area without relating it to what we could ask or 
obtain from the @RC in the same sphere. 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, With the 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State. 
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With the paucity of subjects suggested by the PRC as well as 
the paucity on our side, I wonder how much scope there is actually 
going to be for discussions on what we are going to discuss under 
item 2. We are faced with some real dilemmas. A flat refusal 
even to consider a meeting at a higher level as a subject for 
discussion under item 2 would, it seams to me, not be consistent 
with our tactics. On the other hand, the longer it is left alive 
without challenge, the greater the implication that we may agree 
to it. Eventually we have only two choices: to turn it down; or 
expressedly, or impliedly, agree to it under certain conditions. 
The question is what conditions we would establish. Of course the 
best tactic is to try to prevent it comin; to a head any time in 
the near future, but to do this I will need substance with which 
to work. If we have a clearly defined goal under "no force", we 
could, of course, probably work this vein for a considerable 
period, but our success in this would be considerably dependent 
on whether the Communists saw, or thought they saw, a pot of gold 
of the higher level meeting at the other end. 


The only other vein I see that I could work is the embargo, 
and that is entirely dependemt om decisions takem back there. It 
is my understanding that there was some discussion of this 
subject and, as I urged the Secretary before I left, I think it 
of the highest importance, if any shift in our position is going 
to take place, that the decision be most closely held and given 
to me to trade with here. 


1 forgot to mention in my last letter that Wang had invited 
the four of us to the gala opening of the Peking Opera here. Ke 
was very correct in calling to see whether I would be willing to 
accept the invitation, to which I replied that, although I would 
be glad to see the opera, I could not accept his invitation to 
the opening ani invitational night where he and other officials 
would be present an phere would be inevitable publicity. He 
immediately acceptecdyposition and sent us tickets for the 
following night with the promise that there would be no publicity 
over my presence. We went and he faithfully kept his agreement. 
Incidentally it is an excellent show and magnificent propaganca 
in Europe for them just because there is mo overt propaganda 
whatever in it. 


i am returning the courtesy by sending him tickets for the 
New York Philharmonic Orchestra concert here next week. 


I wanted you and a few others concerned to kuow that I was 
doin, this and doing it very deliberately, with the thought this 


type 
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of thing will help me carry out our objectives im the difficult 
days ahead. I em going to have little cr nothing ip the way of 
substance to give them, but feel that by maintaining a reasonably 
easy personal relationship to which he has been responsive, I can do 
mach to avoid or postpone a break when the going gets tough. I hope 
all of it will also keep them guessing a little without committing 
us to anything. 


if. With reference my remarks on the telephone that Washington 
¢ 
s 


tories were saying we had finished item one, even USIA went way 

out on the limb on this. With our help the USIA man wrote a very 
careful story which some bright boy in Washington saw fit to 

rewrite. I_recommend you take a look at the September 12 radio 
) bulletip which carries a September 11 story under a Geneva date 

‘line which says almost all the wrone things an? is far different from 
the story the USIA man filed from here. After all our struggle on 
the phrase the lead says Americans aregoing to be released "as soon 


as possible”. Then down in the story it makes the flat statement 
"the anmouncement completed the first item of business on their 


two point agenda”. | 4 


I can understand Wang's confusion at yesterday's meeting if, 
as is likely, they had read this in our own official output. 





Sincerely, 






xis Johnson 
Ambassador 
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— 10: Secretary of State Action O2fice Symbo2. = Z 
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Direction to DC/iy 
FROM JOHNSON 
1. ANTICIPATE THAT AT NEXT MEETING WANG WILL INSIST ON OPENING 
TO WHICH | CANNOT OBJECT AS HE DEFERRED TO MY INSISTENCE ON 0) 
- OPENING LAST MEETING. - 
rt mad 
~ 
3 2. HO MAY AS PROMISED AT LAST MEETING ANSWER FEW OF QUESTIONS © 
- | ASKED ON IMPLEMENTATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, DEPENDENT ON Ol 
Pes DEVELOPMENTS AT THAT TIME RAISE QUESTION "INVITATION" TO ~ 
E THIRD COUNTRIES, AND THEN LAUNCH INTO ATTACK ON OUR REFUSAL oO 
» DISCUSS ITEM TWO AT THIS TIME. i 
° Oo 
oa 3. | WILL REITERATE ANY UNANSWERED QUESTIONS ON PRC on 
IMPLEMENTATION, DEAL AS NECESSARY W!ITH QUESTION "INVITATIONS", ol 


GIVE FURTHER INFO ON OUR IMPLEMENTATION, AND THEN DEAL WITH 
QUESTION OF TAKING UP AGENDA ITEM TWO, 


4, | WILL APPRECIATE DEPARTMENT'S SUGGESTION OR INSTRUCTIONS 
ON HOW | HANDLE QUESTIONS OF "INVITATIONS" AND AGENDA ITEM 
TWO. 
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5. ON FIRST QUESTION OF "INVITATIONS" HAVE CHOICE OF SQUARELY 
MEETING ISSUE IF THEY SHOW SIMILAR DISPOSITION OR ATTEMPTING 4 
AVOID DIRECT ISSUE IN MEETING WHILE BEING CAREFUL NOT ACCEPT > 
HIS POSITION. WE HAVE MADE OUR POSITION ENTIRELY CLEAR AT 
LAST MEETING AS WELL AS PUBLICLY, AGREED STATEMENT IS ALSO n 
CLEAR, AND IT MIGHT BE THAT TO ENGAGE IN SHARP DEBATE ON | (71 
THIS WITH WANG WOULD GIVE THEM PRETEXT FAIL IMPLEMENT AGREES “) 
ANNOUNCEMENT PARTICULARLY IN VIEW OUR POSITION ON DISCUSSION, 4 
AGENDA ITEM TWO. | SHOULD BE ABLE AVOID ISSUE BY AVOIDING so © 5 
@ FURTHER USE OF WORD "INVITATION" SIMPLY STATING FACT BOTH © 
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AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, IF THEY HAVE DONE SAME NO REASON 

UNITED KINGDOM AND INDIA SHOULD NOT ASSUME FUNCTIONS. HOWEVER, 
BELIEVE WE CANNOT FINALLY DECIDE HOW HANDLE THIS UNTIL WE 
KNOW WHAT ATTITUDE INDIA IS TAKING WITH RESPECT OUR INVITA- 
TION ON WHICH | HAVE NO INFO HERE. 


6. WITH RESPECT SECOND QUESTION OF TIMING OF DISCUSSION ABOUT 
AGENDA | TEM TWO WILL DESIRE MAKE CAREFULLY PREPARED STATE- 
MENT AND IN THIS REGARD WOULD APPRECIATE DEPARTMENT'S 


INSTRUCTIONS IN LIGHT WHAT | SAID IN LAST MEETING AND MYL 
SUBSEQUENT PUBLIC STATEMENT. 


7~ AM CONFIDENT | CAN AVOID ANY QUESTION OF A BREAK AT NEXT 
MEETING BUT BELIEVE IT IMPORTANT DO MAXIMUM HANDLE MATTER 


SO AS AVOID ULTIMATUM OR CHALLENGE WHICH COULD LEAD TO FREEZING 
POSITIONS. 


GOWEN 


CES 


Mr. Waddell's office (FE) notified 9/16/10:31 a. m. EMB (CWO) 
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Letter Nos lhe A Reviewer Qa Ny Y 

Dear Alex: 


You raise some basic questions in your letter No. 7 of September 7. 
Of course these questions had occurred to us ami had already been given 


¢ some thought. But the answers are not easy and Messrs. Robertson ani 
. Phleger feel I should not write anything on policy questions to you 
. until the Secretary returns ami gives us some guidance. He is due 1 
° back tomorrow the 17th from Duck Island. He leaves after the clossof 
. business on the 19th for the opening of the UNGA Session in New York. 
"| We hope to have some time with him over the week end. The telegran i 


containing the instructions to you for your Tuseday meeting will not 
be drafted until after we get the benefit of the Secretary's thinking. 
I hope to be able to zive you som helpful background thinking in ny 
next, letter of Monday morning the 19th. We have prepared a summary of 
developnrents at Geneva since September 1 for the Secretary to read on 
the plane enroute to Washington so that he will be fairly current when 
he gets here. For your background information the Secretary will return 
to the Department fron New York on Friday, September 23. He will be 
absent again from September 26 through September 26. 
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We have been conserned about inguring that the Americans in 
jail get word of the Agreed Announcement ard can get in touch with 
O'Neill. We are of course caught in a box because we must avoid giving 
the Chinese Communists and the Indian Dabassy access to Chinese in this 
country other than those who express. a wish to return to the Mainland. 
We are considering sending individual letters to each of the 15 Asericans 
still denied permission te leave, signed by Mr. Robertson, for delivery 
by Wang Pingenan with the request that,he affect their delivery to the 
addressees. The letter would read as follows: (attached). 

We have some misgivings about this since it may give “ang an 
opening wedge Sir insisting thet you accept undesirable communications 
from him for delivery in this country. Please give us your resection 
te (1) the idea of direst Departmental commricaticm with the detained 
Americans, (2) the proposed mode of trangittal through Wang Ping-nan 
and (3) the content of the draft letter which is attached. If you xdo: not 
like this proposal we would like your recommeniations for alternative 
means of eatisfying ourselves that all Americans have the word. 

= have: taken up your code clerk problem with smiocr administrative 
people in the Departaent. They asked me to tell you that two regular 
code clerks who have just been assigned to Buropean posts are leaving 
Washington this week end for Gensva. They are assigned elsewhere 
but our instamctions read that they should stay on detail at Gensva 








-j- 
SECRET 





untdl further notice. The intention is to keep them there as long as 
your talks contimie. They ere due to arrive in Geneva on Moniay. 
It is true that these two w.ll merely take the place of two others who 
have been detailed to densva who are going back to their recular posts 
But the aituation will be more stable since you can count on having these 
people as long as you are there. ‘This will zive deneva « total of 
four people in the code rooms staff, and the specialists here my 
that this is enough to give you good service on Saturday and Sunday 
as well as some overtime on rezular working days. ‘The voluas is dom 
@ let sines the Atomis mrerzy Sonferense ended. They think the problem 
is essentially one of overtine rather than heavy volume. They believe 
these four can handle the eseagiomal peaks as well as the overtine. 
Bob Stufflebeam asked me to assure you that the Departsent has not 
dealt lightly with this problem. The sericugmess of it is recognised 
end a special effort hase been mde to solw it. The administrative 
people ere confronted with a chronie shortage of code clerks eainsident 
with an increase in volume in all geographic areas. They feel that 
Gowen has chiefly been worried by the uncertainty of the temporary 
assiguments. That problem is now solved. You may°wish to pass the 
foregoing on to Gowen ae coming from authoritative aduinistretive 
sources here, if he has not already received it by telegran. If your 
| talks are still zoing on around mid-October, you will be more than 
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amply covered for a big influx of code people will be going in in 
preparation for the Foreign Minister's Meeting, October 27. 

The telephone exchange on Wednesday was very satisfactory frm 
our standpoint although we were sorry to have kept you waiting on the 
line so long. You handled Wang's unexpected move well and there is 
no reason to worry about the alight misumerstanding of his intentions 
in the course of the session. I would have expected Ralpp or Doug 
to pass you a note if they sugpected that you did not get the purportéd 
of what Wang intended to ad ae it turned out all right. Under separate 
cover we are sending you the five items you requested in your last 


letter. 

We are instructing Drums to try to record very systemtically the 
stories of all the Amricans who ere now beginning to come out. 

The seus instructions will go to Japan. We are also going back over 
the old records here in an effart to compile @ complete stary of 
the maltreataent of Americans from the begiming. There may be no 
occasion to use it st Geneva but we want to have it in reserve in 
readily useable form in cage it should be needed. 

I take Wang's sudden unilateral public move on the lith as a bad 
augury. I doubt if he would have made a public demand for moving the 
talks to a higher level at that moment wiless a Communist decision had 
been made which depreciated the value of further talks at the Ambassadorial 


level, from their standpoint. It may be increasingly difficult to 
keep the ball rolling. We will give you all the ammunition we can 
before your next meeting. 











2 


Walter P. 


Good luck and warmest regards, 


=... 
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& A FROM JOHNSON panies SP = 
- jjame of Officer © 
£8 1, HAVE JUST RECEIVED LETTER FROM WANG REFERRING 4404 ¢o DO/7 ON 
£2 HIS SEPT. 14 PROPOSAL US "SHOULD FORMALLY ENTRUS: ~ 
cv UK" AND PRC " SHOULD FORMALLY ENTRUST" GO! SO AS ve 
on | "TO COMPLETE PROCEDURES OF ENTRUSTING THIRD POWERS". THEN PRC 5 
oD "SHOULD NOTIFY UK AND US GO! EXTENDING THEIR AGREEMENT TO RESPECTIVE, 
— THIRD POWERS BEING ENTRUSTED ASSUME FUNCTIONS STIPULATED" on 
IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. WANG INSTRUCTED INFORM ME THAT Oo 
= AFTER US "HAS FORMALLY ENTRUSTED UK" PRC "WILL NOTIFY UK 
- OF ITS AGREEMENT TO LATTER'S BEING ENTRUSTED BY USG TO OFFER 
® AMERICANS WHO DESIRE RETURN VARIOUS ASSISTANCE SPECIFIED" 
i IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
= 2. MY NOTIFICATION TO HIM AT SEPT 14 MEETING US HAS INVITED 
2 GOI ASSUME FUNCTIONS CAN ONLY BE INTERPRETED USG AWARE PRC 
"HAS PREVIOUSLY INDICATED: FTS=READINES TO GO! ENTRUST 
INDIA EXTEND ASSISTANCE I.N.MATTER CONCERNING RETURN CHINESE CQ) 
NATIONALS RESIDING IN US"’DURING TALKS " | AGAIN ‘NDICATED © 
TO YOU ON MANY OCCASIONS THAT PRC WOULD ENTRUST GO! EXTEND a 
ASSISTANCE TO CHINESE NATIONALS RESIDING IN US WHO DESIRE, : he 
RETURN; HENCE NOTIFICATION OF USG TO GOI MEANS FORMER'S ~2 & 1 
AGREEMENT TO GOI BEING ENTRUSTED BY PRC ADN PRC IN- & VY Py 
TERPRETS AND UNDERSTAND AU SUCH SEPT. 11 NOTIFICATION OF%SG <4 
TO Gol". ~ a 
ne 
-@, 3+ " IT MUST BE POINTED OUT THAT OUR SIDE HAS TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT! 
Oy OF DIFFICULT POSITION IN DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS IN WHICH fe 
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USG FINDS, AND’ HAS ACCEDED TO YOUR PROPOSED TEXT ON ENTRUSTING 
OF THIRD POWERS IN ITS PRESENT FORM IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
HOWEVER, ON CONCRETE CONTENT WITH REGARD TO PRC'S ENTRUSTING 
GO! AND USG ENTRUSTING UKG BOTH SIDES CANNOT HAVE ANY OTHER 
INTERPRETATION". 


4, "AFTER PUBLICATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AMERICAN PRESS 
INCLUDING USIS INVARIABLY MADE DISTORTED INTERPRETATION AT 
VARIANCE WITH ACTUAL FACT OF TEXT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT REGARDING 
ENTRUSTING OF THIRD POWERS ALLEGING PRC WOULD ENTRUST UKG 

ON ONE HAND AND USG WOULD ENTRUST GOI ON OTHER. USG OUGHT 

NOT AGREE TO SUCH DISTORTED INTERPRETATION". 


5. DESIRE KNOW "IF USG HAS FORMALLY ENTRUSTED UKG AND 

WILL APPRECIATE CONFIRMATION" BY LETTER IF DONE SO WILL BE 
ABLE REPORT HIS GOVERNMENT WHICH WILL INFORM UKG 

oF "ITS AGREEMENT TO LATTER'S BEING ENTRUSTED BY USG". 


6. COMMENTS FOLLOW. 


SHI LLOCK 





MEM 


FE Duty Office notified 9/17/12:53 p. m. EMB (CWO) 
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FROM JOHNSON Name of Officer -~ 

to DC/ 
1, DO NOT BELIZVE | SHOULD SEND WRITTEN REPLY BUY *SfouLD 
HANDLE AT TUESDAY MEETING WHEN | WILL REFER TO HIS LETTER 
AND IF HE REQUESTS GIVE HIM COPY MY PREPARED REMARKS 
ACCORDING TO STANDING ARRANGEMENTS BETWEEN US. 


2. INDIAN ACCEPTANCE (NEW DELHI'S 542, REPEATED GENEVA 36) 
REMOVES WHAT MIGHT HAVE BEEN PROBLEM. | SUSPECT THAT IF GOI 
ALSO RECEIVE "INVITATION" FROM PRC IT HAS MADE IDENTICAL 

REPLY TO PRC. HOWEVER, INTERESTING NOTE NEITHER IN SEPTEMBER 
14 MEETING NOR IN LETTER HAS WANG MADE REFERENCE TO ANY ACTION 
TAKEN BY PRC WITH RESPECT INDIA. IN ANY EVENT MAIN POINTS 

ARE US IMMEDIATELY TOOK EVERY POSSIBLE ACTION IMPLEMENT ANNOUNCE- 
MENT AND WITH RESPECT TO PORTION OF PRINCIPAL PRC INTEREST 

ALL ACTION COMPLETED PERMIT GOI FUNCTION IN US WHILE UK 
APPARENTLY STILL NOT ABLE FUNCTION IN PRC. (IN THIS CONNECTION 
WOULD APPRECIATE MOST RECENT INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM O'NEIL 
PRIOR TUESDAY'S MEETING.) 


SSL1-6/S6°119 
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3. OF COURSE, | HAVE. NOT YET INFORMED WANG OF ACTION WE HAVE 19 
ALSO TAKEN WITH RESPECT UK AS | DID NOT HAVE THAT INFO AT as | 
LAST MEETING. 


4, AS PARENTHETICAL NOTE WITHRESPECT USE OF WORD "ENTRUST" 
iN WANG'S LETTER DEPT WILL RECALL DISCUSSION THIS WORD VERS 
"INVITE" PARTICULARLY PARA 13 MYTEL 661. BELIEVE WANG MAY 


G6l 26 d34 
ve y pa : od 
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HAVE AGREED TO "INVITE" IN ENGLISH TEXT WITHOUT FULLY REAL- 
1ZING IMPLICATIONS AND IS NOW TRYING TO RECOVER LOST GROUND. 
WHILE USE OF WORD "ENTRUST" IN PLACE OF "INVITE" WOULD HAVE 
BEEN SOMEWHAT MORE ADVANTAGEOUS TO PRC POSITION DO NOT SEE 
EVEN THIS INVALIDATES OUR POSITION. 


5 SUGGEST MY REPLY TO WANG BE ALONG FOLLOWING LINES: 


A. AS | INFORMED HIM SEPT 14 USG HAS FORMALLY TRANSMITTED 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO GO! AND INVITED IT UNDERTAKE IN US 
FUNCTIONS SET FORTH IN ANNOUNCEMENT. GOI HAS FORMALLY REPLIED 
ACCEPTING INVITATION. 


B. USG HAS ALSO TRANSMITTED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO UKG 


AND FORMALLY REQUESTED IT UNDERTAKE IN PRC FUNCTIONS SET FORTH 
ANNOUNCEMENT. 


Ce USG HAS THEREFORE TAKEN ALL ACTION REQUIRED OF iT IN 
ORDER THAT THIRD COUNTRIES CONCERNED MAY UNDERTAKE THEIR 
FUNCTIONS. WHAT ACTION HAS PRC TAKEN? 


of the United States 


SH|LLOCK 


BD 


Note: FE duty office notified 3:07 pm 9/17/55 EMB(CWO) 
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FOR JOHNSON bi 4 Pguf se” 
‘ URTEL 732 . 
Following is summary of Chinese language press coverage for Johnson and 


Wang statements of September 103 Reports on 8 RPT 8 of 11 RPT 11 C RBs 5 | 
have been received: ‘| & 


OQ " 
eo 
1. Chinese World, San Francisco, 12 September 1955, published Uni Mie ls 


a 
Press and Associated Press releases in full in both English and Chinese/sections, 








F 
without editorial comment. (AP and UP despatches contained full text of agreed : Ss 
announcement) 3 


2. May Tong, Chinese newscaster over San Francisco Station KSAN broadcast : 
AS. ae SEP | SE 
Oy a 


» Sra hay 
& much condensed version of the communique without comment. ba Re 5 
“yg 


- 


1. ~- 


3. Chinese Pacific Weekly, {* San Francisco, did not publish new release* 





of the United States 


WN a 

permitting any Chinese to leave who wished to do so. , = e | 
& henna 

4. Young China News, San Francisco, published translation of Intern- ! ~ 


@ 

i ° ¢ 

but commented editorially briefly to effect that US for some time had ey (8) 4 
ad 











ie 


te national News Service release without editorial comment. ee QT 
lees ol . 
’ >> New York papers, Chinese Journal, China Tribune, Chinese Nationalis©] " «> ~ 
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Daily, United Journal, carried statements in entirety as carried by United 


Press. 





Spe bs 


6. China Daily News, New York, Communist publication, has representative 





s10/so 


nee 
6: ; 26 “* 
. ‘ 


are 


in Geneva and published entire text as filed by their correspondent. 


7. Chicago papers not heard from yet, Los Angeles weekly Kwang Tai 
not carry item last week. LY stbleg 
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oy PRC with UK Mission in Peiping until you are satisfied that necessary 


facilities accorded, 
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Origin |] 

FOR JOHNSON of ess 

Instructions for Septembef 20 meeting. | ~ 3 ; 
SS | — 

e 1. Department approves your suggested oral reply to question S : 7 Gos 

~ invitation to GOI and UKG, as contained paragraph 5 your 740. While | fi | = 

= question raised by Wang seems trivial and without merit, considering _ - | } 

= a & . 

= explicit language of Agreed Announcement, it would seem desirable for you . @ j 

. w : fos) § 

as to explore fully with him subject of respective communications to GOI am os i a 

c+ . =~ 

p ~, & ; 

~~ UKG. Department expects obtain further information from British Embassy 9 E - 

h Be . £9 

: E later in day regarding ability UK Mission in Peiping to perform agreed iq at é 

U 

2 | 0 o 

re function. Wang should be queried insistently in regard to action taken, (y a3 

s+} ol 

- we 

$ © 

£ 

ae) 

= 

> r 2. Department will send you separate report today on publicity for 

Ww co 

wn h! 

= Agreed Announcement in Chinese language newspapers in U.S. 

1S) 

w « 

- | 36 


Department has received note from Indian Enbassy containing formal 


Pleger) GOI acceptance role assigned to it. Indian Ambassador calling at 


Department September 20 to discuss Indian Government responsibilities under 





Agreed Announcement. UK has orally indicated in answer to our formal 





note that it is prepared to accept function requested. Written confirmagsons i 
aan 5 
m™ OW 


” ofA . Y”) a 
Drafted bye We \ extn We 9/19/5 ) Telegraphic transmission and - Se oat Sel all Ie : : 
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expected shortly. We of course do not object to PRC approaching GOI in 
same vein that we have approached UKG. We consider it mandatary on PRC 


to approach UK as we have approached GOI. 


4. We hope to have additional information for you from I & NS in time 





for tomorrow's meeting on latest departures Chinese for Far East. wr 
5. You are requested to raise question of unilateral public statements. 

You should make it clear to Wang that you are not charging him with act 

of bad faith on September 14, since it now appears that he did give notice 

at last meeting that he intended issue statement. However his statement 

of intention was not clearly understood by you at the time and created 

necessity for you put out unilateral public statement. You should propose 


that both sides get back to original agreement of no unilateral public 


of the United States 


statements without clear understanding or explicit advance notice. 





6. If necessity develops you are authorized inform Wang at Tuesday 
meeting that while Item One has priority on Agenda until implementation 


complete, you will be prepared at following meeting (not before Sept. 2h 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





but preferably following week) begin task of making up Agenda under 

Item Two. You will propose that each side come to following meeting with 
= list of items which it wishes raise under Item Two. Lists would be exchanged 
at that meeting. After interval of about a week in which each side could 


consider items proposed by other, meeting would be scheduled at which 








agreement would be sought on topics to be considered under Item Two. 


At. that meeting effort would be made determine order in which topics 
would be considered, 
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7. You should inform Wang at Tuesday meeting that request which he so 
has publicly made for talks at higher level is procedural and not 
substantive and cannot be considered by us as "practieal matter at issue". 
Request does not fall within agreement regarding Geneva talks represented 
by mutually agreed communique of July 25. It would nullify the agreement 
we now have to discuss "practical problems now at issue" at the Ambassadorial 
level. We are not prepared substitute another forum for this one nor to 
discuss or agree now as to what would happen when current Geneva talks 
concluded which we would hope would be when all practical matters at issue 
disposed of. Both sides should make maximum effort settle "practical 
matters now at issue" at Ambassadorial level as already agreed. 

8. You may remind Wang that during discussion topics for item two 
we will feel free return to implementation Item One which will alwys 
remain in priority position on agenda and Ad. 11 continuously observe such 
implementation. We have taken due note of fact that 7 of 29 imprisoned 
Americans have arrived Hong Konge We confidently anticipate early release 
of remainder as well as 12 Americans previously denied exit permits. 

9. FYI ONLY. Topics we propose raise umer Item Two are following: 
(1) unaccounted for American servicemen from Korean war and (2) renunciation 
of force. We consider proposing(3) "restitution of seized American diplomatic 


and consular property on China mainland" and request your comment on this item. 


[AypQe.» DULLES * 
{L 
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Following is text of note received from Indian Embassy dated 


September 16: 


QUOTE The Ambassador of India presents his compliments to the 


7eq peurmroy og ISMN WSsMhoog SUL 





Secretary of State and has the honour to acknowledge on behalf of: his 





Government the note dated 10th September, 1955, presented to the Ministry 
of External Affairs of the Government of India extending the cordial 
invitation of the Government of the United States to assume the functions 
described in the Agreec Announcement of the Ambassadors of the United 


States of America and the People's Republic of China concerning the 


of the United States 


repatriation from the United States of Chinese nationals who express a 


desire to return to the People's Republic of China. The Ambassador has 


' 
| 


‘ES61-6/S6°119 


» 
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FRE 


ees now been asked by his Government to state that they have agreed to assume 
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these functions. The kmbassy of India has been asked to carry out on 






behalf of the Government of India the responsibilities which ere to be 








discharged in the territory of the United States. 
The *“mbassador wishes to state that he proposed to provide both in 


his “mbassy in Washington, D, ©, and in the two Consulates-General of 
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| nationals wishing to return to China to bring to notice any difficulties | 





which they might encounter. 


The Ambassador of India avails himself of this opportunity to 


renew to the Secretary of State the assurances of his highest consideration. 
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reported about to leave. All now free to leave. «iota 
2. Wang's action today does not appear to call for any change in your instructions 
” (Deptel 745) except possibly in paragraph 5. If you believe that in light Wang's 
~ 
- latest action we go too far in exonerating him from any imputation bad faith, 
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p by Wang's statement. 
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. 3. Immigration has not yet confirmed departure three Chinese, including TSIEN, 
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1. At today's meeting two hours ten NLUNSER 4 of Re t 4 
theory best defense is offensive, W:ng opened with t 
accusing me of violating understanding on private natfre 
talks reaffirming desire to keep talks private. 


2. I replied with statement explaining my misunderstanding 
his intention at last meeting, pointing out his statement 
disclosed substance his remarks therefore required me make 
public substance our position. Regretted his statement 
yesterday, noted I had made no response and hoped "I will 
not have to do so". Glad he agreed meetings should continue 
to be private. This followed by some give and take on whose 
fault but reaffirmation of agreement on private nature talks. 


SSO0¢c-6/26°119 


of the United States 
“ 


3. I then made reply his letter along lines paragraph 5 my 740 
adding only Indian Ambassador today discussing with Department 
responsibilities being assumed. 


4, There was then long give and take with Wang On one hand 

trying twist my remarks into statement we had invited" 

UK and "agreed" to PRC invitation to GOI. I expressed surprise 
Wang's effort make issue out of this, pointed out clear language 
agreed announcement, end emphasized substance of situation, that U 
is, US had immediately taken all action implement agreed announc 


ment with respect to third countries, India now able function in O 
US, UK apparently still not able function in PRC. Said it was | 
imperative they take with UK action similar that US had taken witty 
GOI. Wang said PRC had extended "invitation" to GOI and Nehru ,-3 
had announced in Parliament its acceptance. Towards end + ree ad) 
hard for statement PRC would contact UK Charge Peiping and do ss ¥ 
necessary permit UK immediately start functioning. After umpuk¢ess- 
fully pressing me hard to say we had "invited" UK in accordance, | 
“2 with announcement he apparently chose to accept my statement t “2 
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we had informed UK and requested it undertake functions 

and while avoiding direct reply my insistence that PRC contact 
UK Charge, appeared to indicate they would do necessary permit 
UK function. 


5. I then made statement on publicity agreed announcement 
Chinese press in US and referred to unanswered questions I 
had asked him in last meeting specifically pointing up health 
and welfare each American not released and information on 
agreed announcement to Americans still in jail. 


6. On health and welfare he countered by renewing demand for 
names and addresses all Chinese in US but avoided direct 
reply to my question as to whether he now refusing give me 
information on health and welfare Americans in jail. With 
respect informing Americans in jail he said "I told you last 
meeting what is done and that still holds". 


7. After some additional give and take along these lines 

during which I expressed disappointment he had no information for 
me today on implementation, I made statement accordance paragraph 
7, DEPTEL 745. 


8. Wang made impromptu reply to effect that understanding 
at outset of talks was that either side could bring up any- 
thing it considered be practical matter at issue, not possible 


settle all pr 1 matters at issue these talks, therefore’ 
Lene él meeting necessary. Su by 
"some high _Awerican stTictals". made no reply and he indicted 


nothing further say today suggesting next meeting Friday, 
September 23, to which I agreed. 





9. There was then considerable discussion as to exact wording 
of statement to press. 
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o* RE (A) FOREIGN OFFICE HAS PREPARED FOR MACMILLAN'S SIGNATURE ' 
s° REPLY TO AMBASSADOR'S LETTER OF SEPTCMBER 13 (EMBTEL Ss 
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US 15 TO INVITE BOTH UK AND INDIA TO ASSUME THEIR RESPECT- C) 
ivi FUNCTIONS, ALTHOUGH AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WAS FAR FROM O 
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$3 1. Do EF © 
Sc) MUCH MORE BRUSQUE AND IN GENERAL HARDER THAN AT ANY -PREVTOUS nN) 
=~ MEELING. THIS CHANGE _IN ATTITUDE WAS PARTICULARLY MARKED IN O 
25 COMPARISON WITH LAST MEETNG_WITH RESPECT Ol 
TO HIS REFUSAL TO GIVE US FURTHER INFO ON AMERICANS AND IMPLE- Ol 
s* MENTATION ANNOUNCEMENT. HAD FEELING HE WAS ACTING UNDER : 
= DEFINITE INSTRUCTIONS REGARDING HIS TONE AND THAT AT LAST MEETING 
= HE HAD PROMISED MORE THAN PEIPING WILLING DELIVER WITH RESPECT 
- INFORMATION ON AMERICANS. 
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9 BELIEVE THIS CHANGE DERIVES FROM A) OUR ATTITUDE ON PROCEEDING 
S TO AGENDA ITEM TWO; B) OUR ATTITUDE ON "INVITATION" UNDER 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT (POSSIBLE WANG IS IN TROUBLE WITH CHOU 
OVER THIS POINT); AND C) OUR IMMEDIATE AND SHARP REACTION TO 
H!1S SEPTEMBER 14 PUBLIC STATEMENT. ¥ 


2. ALTHOUGH HE CONTINUED PRESS ME THROUGHOUT MEETING START i 
DISCUSSION AGENDA !TEM TWO THERE WAS NO MOVE ON HIS PART TO “ 
BRING MATTERS TO A HEAD AND | FELT NO NECESSITY OF USING <\ "a 





AUTHORITY GIVEN ME IN PARAS 6 AND 8 DEPTEL 745. ALSO MY ABPLI } 
MAKE STATEMENT CONTAINED PARA 7 DEPTEL 745 WAS OF GREAT ‘*, 4 
ASSISTANCE IN KEEPING SITUATION FLUID. MY THOUGHT IN PERMI ZI “4 
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HIM FOR FIRS’ TIME IN SEVERAL MEETINGS 10 SUGGEST DATE FOR NEXT 
MEETING WAS TO TEST HIS ANXIETY TO MOVE ON AND, IN 
AGREEING TO HIS SUGGESTION OF SEPTEMBER 23, TO USE AUTHVRITY 


IN PARAS 6 AND 8 DEPTEL 745 AT THAT MEETING IF IT SEEMS DESIRABLE 
DO SO. 


3. FELT | WAS COMPLETELY ON TOP OF "INVITATION" SITUATION TODAY 
AND THAT WANG FULLY REALIZED WEAKNESS HIS POSTION. NOTABLE 

THAT TODAY HE ENTIRELY AVOIDED USE OF WORD "ENTRUST" WHICH 

SO HEAVILY EMPLOYED HIS LETTER. DOUBT HE WILL TAKE FURTHER 
INTIATIVE THIS REGARD BUT WE MAY WANT DO SO DEPENDENT ON DEVEL- 








77) 

c 

2) 

a 

© 

‘ov 

laa 

= 

@ OPMENTS WITH UK CHARGE PEIPING BY NEXT MEETING. 

5 3 

u + 

© 

ss SH!ILLOCK 

ey RWN 

‘- + 

~ re 

oc 

a 

-— @& 

2a = 

s+} 

Qa. 

qe 

& © 

£ 

wo 

wy 

- 

w 

7) 

Ls) 

‘v 

fe8) 

am] 
e n 
-t © c 
¢ a ve 


7 eee 





waste be 


Pe reels e > | By 











@, 


S), 


- 


\COMING TELEGRAM Department of State 








3 CONFIDENTIAL 9/26/55, 1 p.m. 


! Corrected Co 

a Co : « 

i" Rec'd: September 2 1955 
FROM: Geneva 2:54 p.m. = 









wa 


w/da 


setts 
ansog Stal 


Fes 0089 


| 1 Secretary of State 
NO: 748, September 20, 1 p.m. 





FROM JOHNSON 
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¢ ke teicon with Robertson, regret necessity replacing either Clough 
cr Forman at this time. Both have done excellent work and are very, ° 
1elpful to me. Had hoped when replacement made he could have had (98 | } 
advantage intimate association over a period with Departmental work ONE * 
om these talks. However, realize pressure work in GA may make ~5 B 
earlier action imperative. Balancing all considerations, including —— 
Department's needs and new phase talks entering here, believe best » I .. 
Clough return. Hope whoever sent will be given maximum opportunity A) . 
familiarize self with Department's thinking. O 
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P 1. AT 16TH MEETING TODAY WANG ASKED IF HE COULD MAKE ¢ Ol 

SCA FIRST STATEMENT. HE SAID THAT AT OUTSET OF TALKS WE AGREED o 

SCS ABSTAIN FROM MAKING PUBLIC STATEMENTS REGARDING PROCEEDINGS : 
TO PRESS WITHOUT PRIOR NOTIFICATION OR AGREEMENT. HE ASKED nN) 
IF WE CONSIDERED THIS AGREEMENT STILL VALID AND SAID | HAD oO 
GIVEN TO PRESS A STATEMENT REGARDING DISPUTED POINTS OUR LAST a 


MEETING AND HAD EVEN GIVEN A DISTORTED INTERPRETATION. 


AFTER GIVING MATTER CONSIDERABLE THOUGHT HE BELIEVED HE COULD 
NOT REMAIN SILENT AND THEREFORE ISSUED STATEMENT ON SEPTEMBER 
19. CONCLUDED BY SAYING HE HOPED WE WOULD RETURN TO ORIGINAL 
AGREEMENT REGARDING PRESS RELEASES. 


2. | REPLIED | WAS GLAD HE MENTIONED SUBJECT AS | HAD ALSO 
INTENEDD TO DO SO. AT CLOSE OF LAST MEETING HE INFORMED ME 
HE INTENDED MAKING STATEMENT TO PRESS REGARDING TWO 
QUESTIONS RAISED AT MEETING. | DID NOT UNDERSTAND HE 'e 
INTENDED REVEAL SUBSTANCE HIS REMARKS ON TWO POINTS HE HAD O 
INTRODUCED. FRANKLY WHAT | THOUGHT HE SAID WAS THAT WE HAD i 
DISCUSSED ITEMS ONE AND TWO OF AGENDA. HOWEVER, WHEN | LEARNED F { 
OF HIS STATEMENT AFTER MEETING IT SEEMED TO ME VERY (J 
DEFINITELY TO GO INTO SUBSTANCE HIS REMARKS AND THIS NECESSITATED) 
MY ALSO RELEASING STATEMENT GOING INTO SUBSTANCE OUR om : 
POSITION. | DID THIS IN PRESS RELEASE WHICH | MADE AS BR) Ei 
AND NON-CONTROVERS!AL AS POSSIBLE. | WAS NOT ALLEGING HE 5 | 
DID NOT INFORM ME BUT SIMPLY THAT | DID NOT UNDERSTAND HB Y (1 
INTENT. | REGRETTED HE CONSIDERED IT NECESSARY MAKE A SBROND “y 
. STATEMENT TO PRESS. | HAD MADE NO RESPONSE AND HOPED | WOULD #4 


NOT » 
OT HAVE San ve 
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NOT HAVE TO DO SO. 1! WAS GLAD TO KNOW HE SHARED MY FEELING 
THAT OUR PRACTICE IN PAST OF NOT ISSUING PRESS RELEASES 

ON SUBSTANCE OR TALKS HERE WAS RIGHT. OUR ABILITY KEEP 
THESE MATTERS PRIVATE HAS BEEN BENEFICIAL BOTH PARTIES AND 
TO PROGRESS OUR TALKS. ! WOULD BE ENTIRELY WILLING AND 
HOPED HE WOULD AGREE TO PROCEED ON SAME BASIS WE HAVE IN 
PAST AND NOT DISCUSS SUBSTANCE OUR MEETINGS WITH PRESS BY 
UNILATERAL PUBLIC STATEMENTS. 


3. WANG REPLIED HE COULD NOT AGREE MY EXPLANATION THIS 
REGARD. AT LAST MEETING WE AGREED ON RELEASE, HIS STATEMENT 
HAD BEEN CLEAR AND THERE COULD HAVE BEEN NO MISUNDERSANDING. 


H!S STATEMENT HAD BEEN IN CONFORMITY WITH OUR AGREEMENT 

AND HE HAD MAVE PRIOR NOTIFICATION. WHAT HE SAID TO PRESS 

DID NOT GQ BEYOND SCOPE OF WHAT HE TOLD ME IN MEETING HE 

WOULD SAY. BUT MY S,:ATEMENT WAS NOT IN CONFORMITY WITH AGREE- 
MENT. '!F US STILL DESIRED KEEP SITUATION AS IT WAS BEFORE, 
THEN HE HOPED THERE WOULD BE NO RECURRENCE SUCH ACTION. 

HOPED IN FUTURE WE WOULD ADHERE TO AGREEMENT REGARDING 
RELEASES TO PRESS. 


4. | SAID | COULD NOT AGREE MY STATEMENT HAD BEEN IN VIOLATION 
OUR AGREEMENT ON PRIVATE NATURE OF TALKS. | TOLD HIM | 

DID NOT UNDERSTAND HIS INTENTION AND, IF | HAD, THEN |! WOULD 
HAVE OBJECTED BECAUSE HIS RELEASE WENT INTO SUBSTANCE HIS 
REMARKS AND | WOULD HAVE TO MAKE REPLY. FURTHERMORE, | 
REMINDED HIM THAT WHEN | HAD PROPOSED PRIVATE NATURE OF 

TALKS | HAD ALSO SUGGESTED THAT PRIOR NOTICE OF UNILATERAL 
STATEMENTS SHOULD BE REASONABLE IN TIME, FOR EXAMPLE A 

DAY OR TWO BEFORE RELEASE. |! WOULD GIVE HIM SUCH ADVANCE 
NOTICE IF | MADE A STATEMENT. |! DID NOT BELIEVE USEFUL PURPOSE 
SERVED PURSUE THIS SUBJECT FURTHER AND, HOPED HE AGREED ABIDE 

BY UNDERSTANDING IN FUTURE AS | INTENDED SO TO DO. 


5- WANG SAID. HE HAD NOTHING MORE TO SAY EXCEPT THAT FACTS 

SPOKE FOR THEMSELVES AND COULD NOT BE REFIUTED. HE THEN 

SUGGESTED WE DISCUSS ITEM TWO AND SAID HE WOULD BE HAPPY TO 

HEAR MY COMMENTS ON TWO POINTS HE RAISED LAST TIME. ALSO IN 

REFERRING MY EARLIER INDICATION | HAD REPLY HIS SEPTEMBER 16 
LETTER 
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LETTER, SAID HE WOULD BE GLAD RECEIVE REPLY. 


6. | REPLIED WITH PREPARED STATEMENT !N WHICH | SAID | 

HAD INFORMED HIM SEPTEMBER 14 THAT US GOVERNMENT HAD FORMALLY 
TRANSMITTED TO GOI TERMS OF AGREEC ANNOUNCEMENT AND HAD 
INVITED GOI UNDERTAKE IN US FUNCT!IONS SET FORTH IN AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. US GOVERNMENT HAD RECEIVED FORMAL REPLY FROM 
GO! SAYING IT PLEASED ACCEPT INVITATION. ARRANGEMENTS MADE 
TO DISCUSS TODAY WITH !NDIAN AMBASSADOR WASHINGTON CARRYING 
OUT RESPONSIBILITIES ASSUMED BY GOI UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
US GOVERNMENT ALSO TRANSMITTED TO GOVERNMENT UK TERMS 

AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND FORMALLY REQUESTED UK UNDERTAKE ON 
BEHALF AMERICAN NATIONALS IN PRC FUNCTIONS SET FORTHe UK 
INDICATED |!T WAS PREPARED UNDERTAKE THESE FUNCTIONS. US 
GOVERNMENT HAD THEREFORE TAKEN ALL ACTION REQUIRED IN ORDER 
THIRD POWERS MIGHT UNDERTAKE THEIR FUNCTIONS. | SAID ! 


WOULD APPRECIATE BEING !NFORMED WHAT ACT!ON PRC HAD TAKEN 
THIS REGARD. 


{fe WANG SAID HE NOTED MY STATEMENT US GOVERNMENT HAD 

INVITED GOI. HE COULD NOT AGREE, BECAUSE GO! WAS BEING 
INVITED BY PRC AND NOT BY US. CLEARLY PROVIDED IN AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT THAT PRC SHOULD INVITE INDIA TAKE CARE CHINESE 
NATIONALS IN US. IF PRC INVITED GOI THEN US SHOULD ACCEPT 
THIS ARRANGEMENT AND CONFIRM THAT GOI ASSUME FUNCTIONS. 

1T WAS NOT A QUESTION OF GOI BEING INVITED BY US. IN SAME 
WAY COULD NOT SAY PRC SHOULD INVITE. '}K. PRC COULD ONLY AGREE 
TO UK BEING INVITED BY US TO CARRY OUT FUNCTIONS SET FORTH 

IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. IN OUR DISCUSSION AND IN TEXT AGREE 


ANNOUNCEMENT THIS POINT VERY CLEAR AND ALLOWED OF NO MIS-~ 
INTERPRETATION. 
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. 8. HE STATED US PRESS AND OFFICIAL USIS MISREPRESENTED 


3 AND MISINTERPRETED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, ALLEGING US WILL 
UE. INVITE GO! AND PRC WILL INVITE UKe HE COULD NOT AGREE TO SUCH 
ens DISTORTED INTERPRETATION, 


9. HE CONTINUED BY SAYING PRC HAD FORMALLY INVITED GOI TAKE 
CARE WELFARE OF CHINESE NATIONALS IN USe NEHRU IN STATMENT 
MADE |INDIAN PARLIAMENT HAD SAID INDIA HAD ACCEPTED THIS 
INVITATION FROM PRC. IF US GOVERNMENT HAS COMPLETED ITS 
FORMAL INVITATION TO UK, THEN PRC CAN INFORM UK IT AGREES TO 
UK PERFORMING FUNCTIONS SET FORTH REGARDING AMER! CAN 
NATIONALS. HOWEVER, PRC HAD MADE NO FORMAL CONTACT WITH UK 
BECAUSE DID NOT KNOW IF US HAD COMPLETED FORMAL INVITATION TO 
UK « 


10. | SAID | WAS GENUINELY PUZZLED BY HIS STATEMENT AND 

HAD NO INTENTION OF REOPENING, AS HE APPEARED TO DESIRE, 

WHOLE QUESTION OUR NEGOTIATIONS ON TEXT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 

LATTER 1S CLEAR AS CAN BE ON THIS SUBJECT AND US GOVERNMENT 

HAS DONE EVERYTHING WHICH COULD BE REQUIRED OF IT IN ORDER 

AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT COULD BE PUT INTO EFFECT. HERE | 

QUOTED PERTINENT SECTIONS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ADDING | 

DID NOT WANT TO ENGAGE IN SEMANTIC ARGUMENT OVER TEXT BUT 

RATHER LOOK AT SUBSTANCE OF ARRANGEMENT. AT VERY OUTSET OF 

TALKS HE INDICATED PRC WANTED GO! ASSUME CERTAIN FUNCTIONS 

REGARDING CHINESE IN US WHO DESIRE RETURN. WE HAD AGREED IN 

ANNOUNCEMENT WHAT THESE FUNCTIONS SHOULD BE AND THEY WERE 

ONES WHICH HAD TO BE UNDERTAKEN IN THE US. WE HAD IMMEDIATELY 

TAKEN ALL ACTION NECESSARY TO PERMIT GO! UNDERTAKE THESE 
FUNCTIONS « REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
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rUNCTIONS. THAT WAS SUBSTANCE OF SITUATION. WE HAD 

DONE EVERYTHING WE COULD TO PERMIT GOI UNDERTAKE FUNCTIONS 

HIS GOVERNMENT WANTED AND INDIAN AMBASSADOR WAS TODAY DISCUSSING 
IMPLEMENTATION ANNOUNCEMENT IN US. IN CONTRAST WITH US 

ACTION, ! UNDERSTOOD FROM HIM THAT UK STILL WAS NOT IN POSITION 
UNDERTAKE FUNCTIONS AGREED ANNOUNCEMNT IN PRC. IMPERATIVE 
WHATEVER WORDS MIGHT BE USED, HIS GOVERNMENT TAKE SAME ACTION 
WITH RESPECT UK AS WE TOOK WITH RESPECT TO INDIA SO THAT UK 

CAN UNDERTAKE FUNCTIONS UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 






gn Relations 


11. WANG ASKED WHETHER UK WAS “INV!TED" BY US. 


12. | REPEATED THAT UK HAD BEEN FORMALLY REQUESTED UNDERTAKE 
FUNCTIONS SET FORTH AND THIS DONE EVEN BEFORE OUR LAST MEETING 
AND VERY PROMPTLY, AS WITH OTHER MATTERS RELATING AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. 1! DID NOT KNOW OF THIS ACTION AT TIME OF 

LAST MEETING OR | WOULD HAVE INFORMED HIM THEN. 


13. WANG SAID, “DO | UNDERSTAND US INVITED UK AND AGREED 
TO INVITATION GO! BY PRC". 





of the United States 


14, | SAID THAT WAS NOT WHAT | HAD SAID. 


152 WANG ASKED IF WHAT | MEANT WAS PRC HAD INVITED GOI AND 
US HAD INVITED UK, OR WAS THERE DIFFERENCE OF OPINION 


BETWEEN US. 
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16. | SAID | THOUGHT IT IMPORTANT TO GET INTO SUBSTANCE 
SITUATION WHICH WAS THAT US HAD DONE EVERYTHING PERMIT GOI 
UNDERTAKE ITS FUNCTIONS IN USe | UNDERSTOOD THAT WAS WHAT HE 
WAS INTERESTED IN, AND THAT HAD BEEN DONE. 


17- WANG SAID HE CONCERNED WITH TWO POINTS : ONE WAS 
INVITATION TO THIRD GOVERNMENT, AND THE OTHER WAS AGREEMENT 

TO THIS INVITATION. HE WAS READY AGREE MY STATEMENT THAT UK 
INVITED BY US BUT HE WANTED BE CLEAR WHETHER GO! BEING INVITED 
BY PRC OR US. 


18, | SAID !T WAS OUR CLEAR UNDERSTANDING OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT THAT WE SHOULD INVITE GOI PERFORM FUNCTIONS. 
AT SAME 
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AT SAME TIME ! HAD NO OBJECTION HIS GOVERNEMENT TAKING WHATEVER 
ACTION IT DESIRED WITH RESPECT GOI, AND WHATEVER WORDS THEY 
USED BETWEEN THEM WAS UP TO HIM. HIS GOVERNMENT HAD SUGGESTED 
GO! UNDERTAKE FUNCTIONS IN US, BUT, AS WE HAD DISCUSSED IN 
PREVIOUS MEETINGS,. THIRD PARTIES COULD UNDERTAKE FUNCTIONS 
ONLY IF AUTHORIZED. ESSENTIAL ELEMENT IS THAT EACH GOVERNMENT 
PERMIT FUNCTIONS BE UNDERTAKEN WITHIN OWN TERRITORY. IF 

WE INVITED SOMEONE TO DO SOMETHING OF COURSE WE AGREE TO THEIR 
DOING |T AND WOULD ASSIST THEM. 


19. WANG SAID "TO AGREE" AND "TO INVITE" WERE TO DIFFERENT 
THINGS. IF US HAD INVITED GOI, THEN !T APPEARED US HAD INVITED 
BOTH UK AND GOI. PRC HAD NEVER INVITED UK TO DO ANYTHING. 
MERELY SAID THEY WOULD AGREE TO UK PERFORMING FUNCTIONS AND 
ASSIST THEM. HE HAD INDICATED WHEN UK INVITED BY US, THEN 

PRC WOULD AGREE AND ASSIST. THERE WOULD BE NO DIFFERENCES 

OF OPINION IF | MEANT GO! INVITED BY PRC AND US WOULD AGREE 

AND ASSIST, BUT IF | MEANT-GO* WAS INVITED BY US, THEN HE 

WOULD HAVE TO CONSIDER STATEMENT WAS INTENTIONAL DISTORTION 

AND MISREPRESENTATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. IF BY MY STATEMENT 
THAT US FORMALLY INFORMED UK | MEANT US HAD FORMALLY INVITED 
UK, AND IF | FORMALLY DECLEARED THIS TO BE SO IN THIS MEETING, 
THEN HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD CONTACT UK AND EXPRESS AGREEMENT IT 
ASSUME FUNCTIONS SET FORTH IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WITH 
ASSISTANCE PRC. 


20. | SAID WE HAD FORMALLY NOTIFIED BOTH UK AND GOI 
IMMEDIATELY AND WONDER WHAT MORE WE COULD DO TO PUT AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT INTO EFFECT. 


21. WANG REPLIED IF MY STATEMENT TODAY MEANT THAT | WAS 
FORMALLY NOTIFYING HIM US HAD COMPLETED INVITATION UK, 
THEN PRC WOULD CONTACT UK AND GIVE ASSISTANCE. 


22. | ASKED IF, WHATEVER WORD WAS USED BY HIS GOVERNMENT, 
HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD PROMPTLY TAKE ACTION WITH RESPECT UK 


SO THAT IT COULD PROMPTLY UNDERTAKE FUNCTIONS UNDER AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT . 


23. WANG SAID IF WE HAD COMPLETED INVITATION PROCESS PRC 


WOULD 
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WOULD CERTAINLY DO ITS PART AND THAT WHAT HE MEANT WAS IF US 
HAD TRANSMITTED FORMAL TEXT TO UK. 
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.” 24, | SAID THIS HAD BEEN DONE. Baseetion to.2 
P 
qo 25. WANG SAID, VERY WELL, THAT MEANT We HAD INVITED UK AND THAT 
S08 = PRC HAD NOT, BUT THAT PRC HAD ONLY AGREED. | 
26. | ASKED IF PRC WOULD CONTACT OFFICE OF UK CHARGE IN PEIPING. 
27. HE SAID AS A MATTER OF COURSE THEY WOULD DO WHATEVER WAS 
REQUIRED UNDER THE AGREEMENT. 
‘28. | THEN TOLD HIM | WOULD LIKE TO INFORM HIM ABOUT THE | 
PUBLICITY CARRIED IN CHINESE LANGUAGE PRESS IN US REGARDING 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. | SAID IN NEW YORK FULL TEXT ANNOUNCEMENT 
CARRIED IN FIVE CHINESE PAPERS, AND GAVE NAMES. IN SAN FRANCISCO 
TEXT CARRIED IN CHINESE WORLD WHILE NEWS AND EDITORIALS CARRIED 
TWO OTHER PAPERS. SINCE THESE PUBLICATIONS CIRCULATE FREELY 
THROUGHOUT US 1T WAS ASSURED EVEN CHINESE IN US WHO DID NOT 
UNDERSTAND ENGLISH COULD HAVE ACCESS TEXT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
29. | SAID AT LAST MEETING | HAD RAISED SEVERAL QUESTIONS 
REGARDING IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WITH RESPECT 
TO AMERICANS ON CH!NA MAINLAND. | WOULD APPRECIATE IT IF HE 
COULD GIVE ME FULLER ANSWERS TO MY QUESTIONS THAN HE HAO BEEN 
ABLE TO LAST TIME. 
30. WANG SAID HE HAD NOTH!NG TO TELL ME BEYOND WHAT HE HAD r 
SAID IN THE LAST MEETING BECAUSE AT THAT TIME HE. TOLD ME ALL © 
HE WAS ABLE TO. 
31. | SAID | PARTICULARLY WANTED SPECIFIC INFORMATION 
te THE HEALTH WerROQUCTION FROM THI 
PERMANENT Bs <- FEER 
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‘HE HEALTH AND WELFARE OF AMERICANS NOT YET RELEASED. 


32. WANG SAID HE HAD NOTHING NEW TO TELL ME. REPORTING ON THE 
CONDITION OF AMERICANS IN CHINA WAS RELATED TO INFORMATION ON 
CHINESE IN US ON WHICH HE HAD RECEIVED NO INFORMATION. HE 

SAiD HE WOULD APPRECIATE IT IF | COULD PROVIDE THIS INFORMATION, 
AND FIRST OF ALL PROVIDE A LIST OF THEIR NAMES AND 

ADDRESSES. IF | WOULD GIVE HIM INFORMATION ON CHINESE NATIONALS 
THEN HE WOULD ALSO GIVE ME INFORMATION ON AMERICANS IN CHINA. 


33. ! ASKED WHAT NATIONALS HE WANTED INFORMATION ABOUT. AS 
FAR AS | KNEW NO CHINESE NATIONALS IN THE US WERE IN JAIL. 


34. WANG SNAPPED THAT HE WANTED INFORMATION ON ALL HIS NATIONALS 
IN THE US INCLUDING THEIR NAMES AND ADRESSES. 


35- | ASKED IF &t UNDERSTOOD HiM TO SAY THAT HIS GOVERNMENT WAS 
UNWILLING TO GIVE US INFORMATION ON THE HEALTH AND WELFARE 

OF AMERICANS IN JAIL FOR WHICH HIS GOVERNMENT HAD A SPECIAL 
RESPONSIBILITY AND WHOSE NAMES | HAD GIVEN HIM. | CONSIDERED 
THIS VERY IMPORTANT. AT LAST MEETING | HAD ASKED HIM HOW 

THE AMERICANS IN JAIL WHO DID NOT HAVE ACCESS USUAL FORMS OF 
COMMUNICATION WOULD BE INFORMED OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. | 
UNDERSTOOD FROM HIM THEY WOULD BE INFORMED BY PERSONS READING 
AND TRANSLATING NEWSPAPERS FCR.THEM IF THEY DID NOT UNDERSTAND 
CHINESE LANGUAGE. WAS HE ABLE TO ASSURE ME THIS HAD BEEN DONE? 


“. WANG REPLIED THIS WAS AN INTERNAL MATTER OF CONCERN TO HIS 
GOVERNMENT. HE HAD ALREADY TOLD ME WHAT WAS DONE AND WHAT HE 

SAID STILL HOLDS. HE ADDED THAT HEALTH CONDITIONS OF PRISONERS 
HAD ALREADY BEEN DISCUSSED DURING THE TALKS BETWEEN CONSULAR 
ROPRESENTATIVESe ALSO HE HAD INFORMED ME REGARDING IMPLEMENTATION 
OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND NOTIFYING PERSONS CONCERNED AND HE 
WOULD NOT REPEAT HIS REMARKS. HE HOPED | WOULD GIVE HIM MY 


OPINION ON THE TWO ITEMS HE HAD PUT FORWARD UNDER AGENDA ITEM 
TWO. 


37. | SAID OUR FIRST ORDER OF BUINESS WAS THE RETURN OF NATIONALS 


_AND THAT | STILL CONSIDERED IT SO. | HAD ATTEMPTED FULLY, 


FRANKLY 


CONF IDENT IAL 

















Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 








CONF 1 DENT IAL. 
-3- 751, SEPTEMBER 20, 10 F M, FROM GENEVA (SEC 3 OF 3) 


FRANKLY AND !MMEDIATELY iNFORM HIM WHAT WE HAD DONE TO |MPLE- 

MENT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. ONLY BY ITS IMPLEMENTATION COULD WE 
COMPLETELY DISPOSE OF FIRST ORDER OF BUSINESS WE CAME HERE TO 
DISCUSS. | HAD HOPED HE COULD GIVE ME INFORMATION ON IMPLEMENTATION 
AS HE DID AT LAST MEETING. | WAS DISAPPOINTED HE HAD NOT GIVEN 
FURTHER INFORMATION TO ME TODAY. AS HE WAS UNABLE TO DO 

SO, | SAID | WISHED REFER BRIEFLY TO THAT PORTION HIS STATEMENT 

AT LAST MEETING AND HIS PUBLIC STATEMENT REGARDING TALKS AT 

HIGHER LEVEL. | THEN READ FROM PREPARED STATEMENT AS FOLLOWS: 


38. A. "i SIMPLY WANT TO SAY MY GOVERNMENT CONSIDERS THIS TO 
BE A PROCEDURAL RATHER THAN A SUBSTANTIVE MATTER. THEREFC._, 
IT CONSIDERS THAT 1T CANNOT BE PROPERLY INCLUDED AS 

A 'PRACTICAL MATTER AT ISSUE BETWEEN THE TWO SIDES* UNDER 
THE MUTUALLY AGREED COMMUNIQUE ISSUED BY OUR TwO GOVERNMENTS 
ON JULY 25, AND OUR AGREED AGENDA. 


B. | CANNOT BUT CONSIDER THAT SUCH A PROPOSAL WOULD NULLIFY 
THE AGREEMENT WE NOW HAVE 70 DISCUSS AT THE AMBASSADOR I AL 
LEVEL PRACTICAL PROBLEMS AT ISSUE BETWEEN OUR TWO GOVERNMENTS. 


C. MY GOVERNMENT IS NOT PREPARED TO SUBSTITUTE ANOTI1ER FORUM 

FOR THIS ONE. NEITHER 1S MY GOVERNMENT PREPARED NOW TO DISCUSS 

OR AGREE AS TO WHAT WILL HAPPEN AFTER OUR TALKS HERE HAVE BEEN 
CONCLUDED. WE WOULD HOPE THIS WOULD BE WHEN ALL PRACTICAL MATTERS 
AT |SSUE HAD BEEN DISPOSED OF. WE FEEL THAT BOTH SIDES SHOULD , 
MAKE A MAXIMUM EFFORT TO SETTLE 'PRACTICAL MATTERS AT ISSUE! 

IN OUR TALKS HERE AS ALREADY AGREED RATHER THAN PROPOSE ANOTHER 
FORUM EVEN BEFORE THE TWO OF US HAVE UNDERTAKEN DISCUSSION OF 

THE SECOND ITEM OF OUR AGENDA." 


39. WANG COUNTERED THAT ACCORDING TO THE AGREEMENT AT THE OUTSET 
OF OUR TALKS AND WITH RESPECT TO H!S STATEMENT AT THE LAST MEETING 
HE BELIEVED EACH SIDE COULD RAISE !SSUES IT CONSIDERED SHOULD 

BE DISCUSSED UNDER ITEM TWO. HE HAD SUGGESTED "NEY" TWO PROBLEMS: 
EMBARGO; HECOND, © PREPARAT!ONS FOR SiNO-AMER!CAN NEGOTIATIONS AT 


A HIGHER LEVEL. # | TALKS WAS _IMPR NT 
RELATIONS COUN] ND EASING OF TENSIONS IN FAR EAST. THERE- 
FORE, PRC DID NOT CONS!DER THAT ALL PRACTICAL ISSUES BETWEEN US 


AND CHINA 
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( _—_— AND CHINA COULD BE SETTLED IN THESE AMBASSADORIAL TALKS. HE 
THOUGHT IT WOULD BE MORE SIGNIFICANT TO REFER THESE .ISSUES TO 
A MEETING AT A HIGHER LEVEL. TH'S PROPOSAL NOT ONLY CONFORMED 
WITH DESIRE WO PEOPLES AND WORLD PUBLIC OPINION BUT ALSO 
CONFORMED WITH DESIRE SOME HIGH OFFICIALS IN US GOVERNMENT. 
OF COURSE THIS WAS HIS OPINION REGARDING AGENDA ITEM TWO AND HE 
|. WAS PREPARED TO LISTEN TO ANYTHING I WISHED TO PUT FORWARD. 


40. SAID I HAD NOTHING FURTHER TO SAY THIS MORNING. 


41. WANG SAID HE HAD NOTHING FURTHER TO SAY. HE SUGGESTED 
WE MEET AGAIN SEPTEMBER 23. 


42, IN DISCUSSING RELEASE TO PRESS WANG SUGGESTED WE ISSUE 
STATEMENT SAYTNG WE HAD DISCUSSED (A) IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT AND (B) ITEM TWO, ) 





= 
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A 
Ly 43, I S'GGESTED WE SAY WE "DISCUSSED POINTS OF VIEW WITH 
a RESPECT TO ITEM TWO". 
£2 
te 44. WE FINALLY AGREED ON TEXT MYTEL 743. 
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oo 4 Name second Chinese listed apparently incomplete as received. | 
s) Confirm whether it Lee Cheng-Wu (repeat Lee Cheng-Wu). ./ ; ‘ 
ae Total number Chinese who departéd US (repeat us) on Cleveland ; 
2s September 17 would be useful to me for next meeting if ' 
se available. 
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LIMITED DISTRIBUTION 


Direcvic.. - 
FROM JOHNSON 





1. RE PARA 9 DEPTEL 745. FOLLOWING APPEAR TO SOME OF 
CONSIDERATIONS TO BE TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT WITH RESPECT LISTING 
RESTITUTION SEIZED DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR PROPERTY: 


A. LISTING ITEM WILL INEVITABLY BE INTERPRETED BY CHICOMS 
» AND OTHERS AS POSSIBLY REMOTE BUT NEVERTHELESS DEFINITE STEP 

IN CONTEMPLATION EVENTUAL RECOGNITION. FROM NARROW STAND- 

POINT CONTINUATION THESE TALKS AND RELEASE AMERICANS THIS 


WOULD BE USEFUL. PRINCIPAL ADVERSE FACTOR TO BE CONSIDERED 
1S EFFECT IN TAIWAN, 


of the United States 


SSl¢c-6/26°119 


B. WHAT LEGAL ASPECTS MAY BE$ THAT IS, CAN MATTER BE HANDLED 


WITHOUT SACRIFICE OUR POSITION ON GRC AS DE JURE GOVERNMENT 
OF CHINA? 


(. CHICOMS MAY COUNTER WITH ITEM ON RELEASE BLOCKED ACCOUNTS 
IN US. 


De CHICOMS MAY ALTERNATIVELY COUNTER WITH POSITION THIS 
NOT "PRACTICAL MATTER" UNLESS AND UNTIL RECOGNITION CONTEM- 
PLATED AT WHICH TIME "WILL BE EASY TO RESOLVE". 


7 

1 

E. IN UNLIKELY EVENT PROPERTIES RESTORED THIS WOULD LEAD 
DIRECTLY TO QUESTION UK REPRESENTATION US. INTERESTS IN PRC =a 
AND RECIPROCAL REPRESENTATION PRC INTERESTS IN US BY GO]. @ 
oO 


. Fe. HAVE IMPERFECT RECOLLECTION CONCERNING OUR RETURNING 


« 


-—- TITLE TO GRC PROPERTIES ACQUIRED UNDER SURPLUS PROPERTY 
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-2- 753, SEPTEMBER 21, 11 A.M., FROM GENEVA 


AGREEMENT FOLLOW!NG WORLD WAR II. AM NOT CLEAR WHAT EFFECT 


TrH#1S WOULD HAVE ON EXTENT RESTITUTION DEMAND WE WOULD MAKE 
ON CHICOMS. 
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LIMITED DISTRIBUTION 


FROM JOHNSON 

e 1. SUBJECT DEPARTMENT'S SUGGESTIONS, AT FRIDAY'S ME 

P | PLAN GIVE WANG ALL FURTHER AVAILABLE INFO ON OUR IMPLEMENTATION 
S 

3 





OF ANNOUNCEMENT INFORM HIM DEPARTURE TSIEN, NUMBERS ADDITIONAL 
CHINESE WHO HAVE DEPARTED, ETC. WOULD HOPE COULD MAKE UNQUALIFIED 
STATEMENT INDIAN EMBASSY ALREADY FUNCTIONING AS ENVISAGED 

AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


2. WILL THEN MAKE CAREFULLY PREPARED AND BALANCED STATEMENT 
NOTING PROGRESS THUS FAR MADE WITH RESPECT PRC IMPLEMENTATION 
ANNOUNCEMENT. BUT WITH NOTE BEING SERIOUS DISSATISFACTION 
WITH RATE OF PROGRESS RELEASE OF AMERICANS IN JAIL. OF 

29 AMERICANS IN JAIL OR UNDER HOUSE ARREST BEGINNING THESE 
TALKS HAVE THUS FAR PROMISED RELEASE 10 OF WHOM 9 OUT AND 

19 STILL REMAIN JAIL WITH NO APPARENT STEPS TAKEN EFFECT 
THEIR RELEASE. THIS IS NOT"EXPEDITIOUSLY." 
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3- WILL ALSO EXPRESS DISSATISFACTION WITH HIS ATTITUDE AT 
LAST MEETING ON MY REQUEST FOR INFO ON HEALTH AND WELFARE 
CF AMERICANS STILL IN JAIL AND UNANSWERED QUESTIONS ON 
IMPLEMENTATION ANNOUNCEMENT. 


0 
4, WILL ALSO CONTRAST OR PROMPT ACTION WITH RESPECT INDIA __ > 
WITH THEIR DILATORINESS WITH RESPECT UK, WORKING IN LATEST 4 a 
AVAILABLE INFORMATION ON THIS SITUATIO.« AT TIME OF MEETING. J, ») 
5+ WILL EXPRESS REGRET THUS FAR BEEN UNABLE TURN TO ITEM @& ™ J 
TWO BECAUSE THEIR SLOWNESS DISPOSING THESE MATTERS AND o J 
a EXPRESS HOPE THEY WILL PROMPTLY REMEDY SITUATION. ON a 
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-2- 75%, SEPTEMBER 21, 4 P.M.e, FROM GENEVA 


TIMING DISCUSSIONS ITEM TWO WOULD MAINTAIN NOTE IN SECOND 


SENTENCE PARA 14 MYTEL 725, THAT IS "WHEN IT WAS CLEAR TERMS 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT BEING FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENTED." 


6. | WOULD NOT PLAN AT THIS MEETING TO USE AUTHORITY 
CONTAINED PARAS 6 AND 8 DEPTEL 745 EXCEPT IN UNLIKELY 

EVENT IT APPEARED NECESSARY PREVENT. BREAK, BUT WOULD CLOSE ON 
NOTE OF CONTINUED DISSATISFACTION AND WAITING FOR THEM TO ACT, 


~~ WANG WILL PROBABLY REACT SHARPLY AND MEETING MAY WELL 


BECOME SOMEWHAT ACRID BUT | FEEL IT MAY BE USEFUL MOVE AT 
THIS TIME. 


6. HOWEVER IN EVENT THAT HE INFORMS ME AT MEETING OF 
RELEASE ADDITIONAL AMERICANS AND IT ALSO APPEARS ANNOUNCEMENT 
HAS BEEN iMPLEMENTED WITH RESPECT UK FUNCTIONS IN PRC, 
| WOULD RESPOND WITH LINE IN PARAS 6 AND 8 DEPTEL 7!" . 
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ot -— 8 84 Shes be 
by ship ( presumably on Cleveland ) of whom 38 reported destined ° ‘e oma i 
© Cv.) 4. 
mainland China. ™ S. 3 > 
(c) As of September XZ 21, cumulative total of confirmed ae ; 
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destinations during same period is Th. Recommend you ms volunteer } 


latter figure to Wang unless you deem it has utility overriding 
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undesirable implication that Chicoms have legitimate interest in 


i movements all Chinese to other parts of world. End FYI, 
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and talked with him until 11:5 a.m., at which time a party of several peopl¥ 
arrived to see him by appointment. There was ample time, however, for a complete 
review and discussion of the Geneva talks. I opened the conversation by saying 
that the Secretary had wanted me to come down to see him, to bring him up to date 
on the progress of the Johnson-Wang talks, to explain the strategy we had followe@) 
and planned to follow, to answer any questions he might have in mind, anito ({ 
receive any suggestions he cared to make. 


és 


I reviewed in some detail the situation with respect to Chinese students in 
this country and of American nationals in China. Apparently, he had not been 
pee clear as to the facts of either situation and was obviously interested 

in obtaining accurate information. 


I reviewed the negotiations to date, calling his attention to the fact that, 
despite Chou En-lai's public statement that the repatriation of civilians co 
quickly be settled because of the fact that so few Americans were involved it had 
taken six weeks and fourteen meetings of dogged insistence to get the Reds? udlic 
commitment to release all civilians who desired to go home. 


Senator George had not seen the full text of the September 10 a oy 
and read carefully, the copy I handed him, He was very pleased with — = 










the Reds should have taken six weeks to agree to_the release of our honed a 
two weeks should have sufficed. 
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I then explained the respective positions of the Chinese Reds and ourselves 
with respect to Item 2 of the agenda, I pointed out that the subjects likely to 
be discussed under Item 2 would almost certainly generate emotional outbursts . 
and prolonged deadlocks. We therefore felt that we should not proceed to the 
discussion of other matters until we were satisfied that the public commitment 
to free all Americans desiring to come home was being implemented in good faith. 
Otherwise, their release might be long delayed and conceivably jeopardized alto- 
gether, Senator George agreed. He said we were entirely correct, in our long 
six weeks of negotiations, to accept nothing less than a public agreement to free 
all Americans and, further, that in his opinion we should not now proceed with 
other discussions until we were certain that the 19 imprisoned Americans had 
been notified of their rights under the agreement and that the British Chargé 
had been given access to the prisoners. 


I then referred to the Red Chinese proposal that plans for negotiations at 
a higher level be a subject for discussion under Item 2 of the agenda. This 
presented a good opening to refer to the Gonzales (United Press) story in the 
“Washington Post" of September 12 in which Senator George was quoted as renewing 
"his call for a Foreign Ministers meeting between the United States and Red 
China later this year." Upon reading the clipping I handed him, Senator George 
remarked that as usual the reporter had reported only part of what he had said. 
I also informed him of Wang's statement (at the September 20 meeting) justifying - 
his request for a-high-level meeting on the ground that such meeting was also f 
desired by "some high American officials." We both agreed Wang was probably 
referring to the Gonzales story. 


. I explained our position that as Wang's request for talks at a higher level 
was procedural, not substantive, we could not consider ita practical matter at 
issue’ falling within the agreement for the Geneva talks represented by our 
mutually agreed communique of July 25, that we are not prepared to mullify the 
agreement we now haveg to discuss "practical matters at issue" at the ambassadorial 
level, by substituting another forum for this one, and further that maximum effort 
should now be made to settle "practical matters at issue” at the ambassadorial 


level without prior commitment as to what would happen when the current talks are 
concluded, 


I informed Senator George of the two jects we would push for discussion. 
He did not recall that military personnel still unaccounted for and agreed 
that we should press for an accounting. 


I reviewed the Red Chinese armistice violations in North Korea, their covert 
activities in Indochina, and the war-like preparations on the mainland of China 
opposite Formosa, as reasons why it seemed to us that the "Remnciation of Force" 
was a sine qua non for present discussions in Geneva. 


Senator George heartily agreed that we should press for a renunciation of 
force at the Ambassadorial level and stated further that, unless the Commnists 
would agree to renounce force in the settlement of the Formosa problem, we should 
not consider kerkag a conference at the foreign ministers level, 
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discussions he was friendly, intensely interested and thoroughly cooperative in 

his attitude. He did not express a single dissent from the positions we had 

taken or propose to take. As I left, he sent his warm regards to the Secretary 

and asked me to assure him of his entire approval of the course he was following. - 
It am certain that Senator George means to be helpful. However, he is aging 

fast, has a poor memory and is an easy target for enterprising reporters seeking 

a story. I do not believe he realizes that his telephone interview with Gonzales 

was a violation of the promise he made the Secretary some months ago to stop &" 

making public statementson delicate matters of foreign policy. Probably the best ~ /—¥i 

way to minimize his getting off the track is to keep in constant contact with oda 
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Transmitting Steer’ Meenteed feed hamaananer Wang Ping-nan 


Regarding Implementation of the Agreed Announcement 
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There i8 enclosed a copy of the full text of the translation of a 
letter addressed to me in Chinese by Ambassador Wang Ping-nan on 
The signed original of the Chinese letter was 
accompanied by this translation which was evidently hastily done and 
contains some inaccuracies. 


Chinese text and was found to be correct in its essential substance. 
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September 16, 1955. 


of the United States 


Enclosure: 


Translation of Letter 
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However, it has been checked with the 


U. Alexis Johnson 
American Ambassador 


dated September 16, 1955. 
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| Mr. U. Alexis Johnson: 


; At our September 14 meeting I informed you that the Chinese 

: Government had published the full text of our Agreed Announcement 

at the agreed time. Y aiso proposed that the United States Govern- 
ment should formally entrust the United Kingdom Government on the 
one hand and the Chinese Government should formally entrust the 
Indian Government on the other so as to complete the procedures of 
entrusting the third powers. Then the Chinese Government should 
notify the United Kingdom Government and the United States Govern- 
ment should notify the Indian Government respectively extending 
their agreement to the respective third powers being entrusted to 
assume the functions stipulated in the Agreed Announcement of the 
Ambassadors of China and the United States. 


I am hereby ingetrusted to inform you that after the United 
States Government has formally entrusted the United Kingdom Governe- 
ment the Chinese Government will notify the United Kingdom Govern- 
ment of its agreement to the latter's being entrusted by the United 
States Government to offer the Americans who desire to return the 
various assistance specified in our Agreed Announcement. 


of the United States 


At the September 14 maeting you advised me that the United 
States Embassy in New Delhi had informed the Indian Ministry of 
Externai Affairs on Septamber 11 and formally invited it to assume 
the functions stipulated in the Announcement. This noti ication of 
the United States Government can only be interpreted in .:e follow- 
ing manner: The United States Government is aware that tne Chinese 
Government has previously indicated its readiness to the Indian 
Government to entrust india to extend assistance in the matter 
concerning the return of Chinese nationals residing in the United 
States. During these talks T avgain indicated to you on many 
occasions that the Chine:a Goverment would entrust the Indian 
Government to extend assistance to Chinese nationals residing in 
the United States who desire to return. Hence, the notification of B.. 
the United States Governme).t to the Indian Government means the Ct: 
former's agreement to the Indian Government being entrusted by the 9 
Chinese Government and the Chinese Government interprets and under= ’ ae 
stands as such the September 1] notification of the United States ? Ak. 
Government to the Indian Cov 2nt. rng 


It must be pointed cut that our side has taken into account of 
the difficult pctition in the diplomatic relations in which the 
United States Governvnn? fints, and has acceded to your proposed 
text on the entrusting of third powers in its present form in the 
Agreed Announcement, Howcvar, om the econerete content with regard 
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| to the Chinese Governzent's entrusting the Indian Government and 
| the United States Government'a entrusting t United Kingdom Govern 
ment both sides cannot have any other interpretation. 


| After the publication of our Agreed Announcement the American 
. press including the United States Information Service invariably 
made distorted interpretation at variance with the actual fact of 
the text of the Agreed Announcement regarding the entrusting of the 
third powers, alleging that the Chinese Government would entrust 
the United Kingdom Govermment on the one hand and the United States 
Government would entrust the Indian Government on the other. The 


United States Government ouciit not tu agree to such a distorted 
interpretation. 


We desire to knew if the United States Government has formally 
entrusted the United Xingdow Government and will appreciate a 
confirmation in a repiy letter to this effect if it has already 
done so, so that I will be able to report promptly to my Government. 
Then my Covernment will inform the United Kingdom Government of its 


agreement to the latter's >eine entrusted by the United States 
Government. 


(Signed) Wang Ping-nan 


of the United States 
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1. Your general course of action for September 23 meeting as proposed 


REFTEL approved. 
2. Department strongly endorses your intention make vigorous 













representations regarding slow PRC implementation Agreed Announcement, 


0 
totally unsatisfactory status PRC arrangements for performance UK functi os p 5 = 
In fact such arrangements non-existent so far as US Government aware. Oo B 
should be severely taxed with PRC non-compliance this obligation. It should a 
be put to Wang that it pressingly incumbent upon PRC afford conclusive © 
evidence American nationals, including those in jail, have been informed S 
their rights under ‘Agreed Announcement and that Office of UK Chargé has © ss : 
been given necessary advice and facilities by PRC. As to those in jail, : “i 
we should insist that UK Chargé be given access to them, since they have oI 


no access to him. US Government does not care whether PRC calls this Y 
approach to UK Government invitation, notification or request. US Government) 
unable see that-this is more than mere quibble. Essential objective is ” 


inform Americans and enable UK Chargé to act. We will not allow this 
question 





Walter S. Robertson 
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Classification 
question rest until satisfaction afforded. od 
3. Department requesting kmbassy London inform you by direct cable if possible 
in time for tomorrow's meeting whether written Foreign Office reply yet 
received to our note of September 12, and whether any word yet received by 


Foreign Office from PRC as VAduA'K 2 ii ts for performance UK function. 


-4S5 


Our reply to London's 10 from day to day in anticipation 


early word from Peiping. Keplies to London's 1034 and 1119 will be repeated 


ign Relations 


you in any event before tomorrow's meeting. 


_—— 


4. Re paragraph 5 reftel concur most unlikely that discussion anything 
in regard to Item Two can appropriately take place at next meeting in view 


scope and seriousness our unanswered questions on implementation Agreed 


of the United States 


Announcement. 
5. Indian Ambassador called at Department September 20 to discuss 


Indian role. He reaffirmed Indian acceptance and satisfactorily cleared 
up all questions of interpretation which had occurred to him. Expressed 


appreciation for US assurances full cooperation. Said discharge Indian 


function will begin promptly. 
6. FYI. We are working on draft letter from you to Wang requesting 
accounting for 450 missing American servicemen, and on renunciation force 


study. These are for possible introduction next week or later. 
7. wii 
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7. 32%. Re your 753, Subject Secretary's approval we have discarded 
idea of raising subject seized US Government properties on China mainland 
in course these talks. EMP FII 


= 


8. Department believes we should concentrate efforts and attention on 


implementation Agreed Announcement. We question advisability devoting 
emphasis to demands for reports on health and welfare jailed Americans 


gn Relations 


about which we could do nothing. Wost constructive approach problem health 
and welfare prisoners would be their release. However, you may wish seek 
reason why Kanady has not yet departed and why Sister Dugay apparently 
unable leave Shanghai on SS HUNAN (Hong Kong's 630). We are suggesting 

to liaryknoll Mission that it repeat its orders to Bishop Walsh (your 761) 


of the United States 


apply for exit permit. 
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Ken 


Declassified for Publication in Forei 





11623 Fisstillsesios 











“ONT 





Department of State 








(ELEC AR arte 095960" 
'NDICATE. | ' COLLECT ptt Ot si ~ 3 8 a 
" ] CHARGE TO . —— = i iol  @ ft De t 
Classification 1929 SEP . "PL, 7.59 
| ors | 
Vie | 

DC/T “8 2 yt, 

SENT TO: Amembassy LONDON /@-F a ed 
RPT INFO: Amconsul GENEVA FOR JOHNSON 7 72 Te? 









| 








q 7059 | bees 
Your 1119. | Department consider it mere Chinese Communist € a , 
quibble +5 “="whether GOI and UK should be "invited", "notified" or Ss ’ | 
"requested" to perform allotted functions. Department naturally te : a Ff , 


communicated with both GOI and UKG in regard @& U. 8, interest in 
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4 O'Neill should have access to detained Americans if they are not given | E 
© 
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SUBJECT: U.S.-Red China Geneva Talks ' 2 im ger 
PARTICIPANTS: Congressman James P, Richards o 
Walter S. Robertson, Assistant Secretary of State for t 
Far Eastern Affairs pees! 
ot af | 
wm ‘3 
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FE - (2 cc) =— .. 
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Congressman Richards had luncheon today with me at the Carlton Hotel. a. N a 
briefed him at length on the status of our talks with the Red Chinese in Geneva, Oi ° 
explaining the strategy we had followed in the negotiations to date, would foll as 


for the present and intended following in the future, along substantially the 
same lines as reported in my conversation with Senator George in Vienna, Georgia 
on yesterday, September 21st. 


Congressman Richards heartily approved our position, recommended that we 
be unyielding in insisting that the British Charge in Peiping be permitted 
personal contact with our imprisoned citizens before discussing any subjects 
under Item 2 of the agenda and further that we insist upon the Communists 
carrying out the agreement to discuss "practical matters" at the Ambassadorial 
level without any commitment from us as to a later conference at the foreign 
ministers level. 

aeln 


oe 


Congressman Richards repeatedly emphasized that while he could not 


for the Senate that the House would give overwhelming approval to a firm 
at this time. 
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Congressman Richards expressed deep appreciation for our courtesy in bringing 
him up to date on our Geneva discussions and said that we could count upon his 
full support. in the course we were now following. He expressed fear, however, 
that pressure upon the President by some of our allies and certain groups in this 
country would be such that we would be tempted to weaken on the strong ee 
we had heretofore taken on trade, recognition and UN membership. 
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Dear Walter: 


First, let me thank you and all the others concerned 
for the instructions contained in Deptel 745. They were 
a model of clarity and gave me enough latitude and alter- 
native positions so that, on entering the meeting, I 
felt completely confident of being able to meet any 
situation that might arise. 


Next, I refer to the suggestion contained in your 
letter of September 16 that individual letters signed by 
Mr. Robertson be sent to each of the remaining Americans. 

( I have serious doubts of the wisdom of this, largely 
for the reason set forth in your letter. If I thought 
that by so doing we might advance even by a single day 
the release of any of the individuals, it would a some- 
what different matter. However, I do not see how it 
would do so and the only value might be in whatever lift 
it would give to their morale. I intend to keep hammering 
at Wang on this subject and we will see what the results 
will be. In the meantime my alternative thought is that 
we suggest to each of the relatives who write to the 
prisoners that they send them a copy of the Agreed Anncunce-~ 
ment with one of their letters if they have not already 
done so. We might send to each of them a mimeographed 
text for the purpose, but, in order not to prejudice its 
delivery, would suggest that the relative not mention 
this was being done at the Department's instigation. 
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The code clerk problem is now very satisfactorily 
resolved through your help as well as that of Mr. Carpenter 
with whom I raised the problem when he was through here 
last week. Please thank Bob Stufflebeam for me. I know 
the problem that he faces. 


I agree 
Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State. 
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I agree with the analysis that Wang's unilateral 
public move on the l4th probably means that the Communists 
have made the decision that further talks at this level 
have little or no value to them, and it will, therefore, 
become increasingly difficult to keep the ball rolling 
unless I am in a position to introduce something that has 
even a Slight substantive value from their standpoint. 

All of this, of course, is related as well to the speed 
with which we obtain the release of the remaining 
Americans. 


I noted the policy information statement to USIA 
(Department's CA-2241, September 16) cautioned against 
the use of the term "agenda". Although this is a new 
thought to me, I see the Department's point. However, 
at least Wang and I have talked so much about agenda 
item one and agenda item two, and have also used the 
term in our routine communiques of meetings, that the 
vocabulary has been well established and it seems to me 
now difficult to avoid the use of the term. 


With kindest regards to all, 
Sincerely, 


7N 


V ke yexis Johnson 
American Ambassador 


SECRET 








Department of State 





uy 





Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 


CONF IDENT IAL 





Rec'd: SEPTEMBER 23, cm 


FROM: GENEVA 9:50 AM 


10: Secretary of State 
NO: 767, SEPTEMBER 23, 


NIACT Jig ¢ 
LIMITED DISTRIBUTION a 


FROM JOHNSON 


1. AS EXPECTED TODAY'S MEETING BECAME VERY ACRID. | OPENED 

WITH LONG STATEMENT ALONG LINES MY 758, CLOSING WITH STATEMENT 
WHEN PRC HAS "BY ITS ACTION, DEMONSTRATED THAT IT US EXPEDITIOUSLY 
CARRYING OUT TERMS OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, WAY WILL BE CLEARED 

FOR DISCUSSION ISSUES EACH SIDE WISHES BRING UP UNDER ITEM 


TWO", HOPED PRC WILL ACT PROMPTLY SO CAN QUICKLY PROCEED TO 
THOSE DISCUSSIONS. 


2. WANG REPLIED BY "FORMALLY INFORMING"ME THAT ON SEPTEMBER 

22 NOTE WAS SENT TO UK CHARGE PEIPING IN REPLY TO NOTE RECEIVED 
FROM HIM STATEING "UK HAD ACCEPTED US INVITATION® AND WAY 
THEREFORE CLEARED FOR UK ACT IN PRC. 


3 IGNORED REMAINDER MY QUESTIONS, GENERAL LINE BEING ALL 
THESE MATTERS NOW FOR THIRD POWER, AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT DISPOSED 
AGENDA ITEM ONE, PRC WILL FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENT, AND LAUNCHED 
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INTO STRONG ATTACK ON MY MENTION OF 19, NO AMERICANS DETAINED, () 
ONLY CRIMINALS IN JAO, HAVE ADMITTED CRIMES OF ESPIONAGE AND O 
SUBVERSION, DO ALIENS IN US HAVE FREEDOM CARRY OUT SUB- a 
VERSIVE ACTIVITIES, ETCe, ETCe, AND THEN AT SOME LENGTH FLATLY {74 
ACCUSED US OF RAISING THESE ISSUES DELIBERATELY IN ORDER TQ oy 
STALL ON DISCUSSION ITEM TWO, DIFFICULT UNDERSTAND SINCE USS vq ttl > 
HAD MADE ORIGINAL JULY 25 PROPOSAL, ETC. - aa 

38 4 

~aq ‘t+ HE THEN CONTINUED WITH STATEMENT REPLYING TO MY a A 
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CONF IDENT IAL 
-2- 767, SEPTEMBER 23, 1 PM, FROM GENEVA 


STATEMENT LAST MEETING ON HIGHER LEVEL MEETING (TEXT BY SEPARATE 
TEL). THERE WAS THEN MUCH VIGOROUS GIVE AND TAKE DURING WHICH 


| IGNORED HIS REPLY ON HIGHER LEVEL MEETING AND WHILE ACKNOWLEDGING 


H!S STATEMENT UK NOW FINALLY ABLE FUNCTION, CONCENTRATED 
ENTIRELY ON OUR DISSATISFACTION WITH IMPLEMENTATION ANNOUNCE- 
MENT. OF 29 AMERICANS IN JAIL WHEN THESE TALKS BEGAN 19 STILL 
THERE, THIS NOT "EXPEDITIOUS"RELEASE, NO REPLIES OUR REQUEST 
FOR SPECIFIC ASSURANCE EACH AMERICAN IN JAIL HAD BEEN INFORMED 
OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, FREEDOM OF COMMUNICATION WITH UK CHARGE, 


AND ABILITY UK INTERVIEW. THESE ALL PROBLEMS OF PRC IMPLEMENTATION 


AND NOT FOR UK CHARGE. STALLING HAD BEEN BY PRC WHICH UNWILLING 
TO ACCEPT OUR ORIGINAL PROPOSAL WAY TO RESOLVE ITEM ONE WAS 
SIMPLY PERMIT CIVILIANS RETURN, 


5. HE EXPRESSED DISSATISFACTION | UNWILLING SAY ANYTHING 

THIS MEETING ON ITEM 2 AND PRESSED ME HARD FOR COMMITTMENT 

TO DISCUSS ITEM 2 NEXT MEETING, TO WHICH | EXPRESSED MY STRONG 
DISSATISFACTION HIS LACK OF REPLIES ON IMPLEMENTATION 
ANNOUNCEMENT AND REFUSED MAKE ANY COMMITMENT ON DISCUSSION {TEM 
TWO. AT CLOSE OF MEETING HE STATED THAT IF AT NEXT MEETING 

WE STILL REFUSED DISCUSS ITEM Two, "THEY WOULD HAVE TO 

CONSIDER MAKING A PUBLIC UNILATERAL STATEMENT". 


6. AGREED ON PRESS COMMUNIQUE IDENTICAL WITH LAST MEETING 
(MYTEL 743) EXCEPT FOR SUBSTITUTION’ "THEY CONTINUED 
TO EXCHANGE INFORMATION" FIRST PORTION SECCND PARAGRAPH. 


7~ NEXT MEETING WEDNESDAY SEPTEMBER 18. 
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1. BELIEVE TODAY'S MEETING VERYUSEFUL- -IN.BRINGING/HOME TO 
PRC DEPTH OUR DISSATISFACTION ON IMPLEMENTATION AGREED — 

ANNOUNCEMENT AND MAKING IT UNMISTAKABLY CLEAR WE CONTINUE 

EXPECT PROMPT ACTION ON REMAINING 19. 


2. AS OF TODAY WANG IS SOMEWHAT IN DOUBT AS TO WHAT EXACTLY 
WE INTEND TO DO WITH RESPECT ITEM TWO. LAST MEETING | DEALT 
WITH SOMETHING THEY HAD RAISED UNDER ITEM TWO, TODAY | REFUSED 
TO DEAL AT ALL WITH ITEM TWO, AND MY REMARKS HAVE BEEN 
SUFFICIENTLY AMBIGUOUS THAT THEY ARE NOW NOT ENTIRELY CLEAR 
AS TO WHETHER OUR INTENT IS FLATLY TO REFUSE DISCUSS ITEM 
TWO UNTIL ALL REMAINING AMERICANS ARE RELEASED OR SOMETHING 
SHORT OF THAT. HOWEVER IT CANNOT BUT BE PERFECTLY CLEAR TO 
THEM THAT WE EXPECT ADDITIONAL PERFORMANCE. |! DID NOT FEEL 
THAT | COULD TODAY DEBATE, HOWEVER LIGHTLY, HIS REPLY TO MY 
STATEMENT AT LAST MEETING ON HIGHER LEVEL TALKS WITHOUT 
WEAKENING IMPRESSION | WAS ATTEMPTING CREATE. 


SS¢ee-6/2S6°119 


7 
> 
3. DO NOT BELIEVE | COULD STATE OUR POSITION ANY MORE * 
FORCEFULLY THAN | DID TODAY WITHOUT GOING TO NEXT STEP OF : 
FLATLY REFUSING ENTER ANY SUBSTANTIVE DISCUSSION ITEM TWO <1 
UNTIL EVERY AMERICAN RELEASED. IN PRESENT ATMOSPHERE | would cy 
HAVE TO QUICKLY REVEAL WHETHER OR NOT WE PREPARED MAINTAIN oy 
SUCH POSITION UP TO POINT OF BREAK. 


re 
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2 | 
4, ALTHOUGH HE TODAY AVOIDED WORD "BREAK" THIS WAS SOMEWHAT ted 
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SECRET 
2-770, SEPTEMBER 23, 5 PM FROM GENEVA 


IMPLIED IN HIS THREAT MAKE PUBLIC STATEMENT IF WE CONTINUE 
THROUGH NEXT MEETING OUR REFUSAL DISCUSS ITEM TWO. DO NOT 
BELIEVE THEIR IMPATIENCE IS FEIGNED AND IT WOULD NOT BE 
POSSIBLE KEEP TALKS GOING SOLELY ON TODAY'S NOTE USEFUL AND 
IMPORTANT THOUGH | FEEL IT HAS BEEN. 


5. QUESTION IS WHAT WE DO IF BY TIME OF NEXT MEETING 

THERE HAS BEEN NO ADDITIONAL PERFORMANCE ON THEIR PART. 
BELIEVE THAT SOME SORT ADDITIONAL REPLY TO HIS STATEMENT 
TODAY ON HIGHER LEVEL MEETING AND LINE IN PARAS 6 AND 8 
DEPTEL 745 WOULD WITH SOME DIFFICULTY CARRY ME THOUGH NEXT 
MEETING OR TWO BUT PROBLEM WILL BE WHERE WE GO FROM THERE. 
WITH OUR HAVING ALREADY REJECTED ONE OF HIS TWO ITEMS AND WE 
APPARENTLY HAVING ONLY TWO ITEMS THERE IS NOT GOING TO BE 
MUCH SCOPE FOR AN AGENDA ARGUMENT. IT WOULD, UNDER THESE 
CIRCUMSTANCES SEEM TO ME TO BE OUR BEST TACTIC TO ATTEMPT 

TO FOCUS ON A SUBSTANTIVE EXCHANGE ON "NO FORCE" FOR AS LONG 
AS WE COULD KEEPING THEIR ITEM OF TRADE EMBARGO ON ICE FOR 
AS LONG AS WE COULD. 


6. %T OCCURS TO ME THAT WE MAY RAISE PROBLEMS BY 

ATTEMPTING TO ARRIVE AT ANY FORMAL AGENDA AGREEMENT ON ITEM 
TWO. FOR EXAMPLE, OUR REJECTION OF A HIGHER LEVEL MEETING 

AS A SUITABLE AGENDA ITEM BUT OUR ACCEPTANCE OF TRADE EMBARGO 
MAY CARRY WITH IT iMPLICATION THAT WE ARE PREPARED TO DO 
SOMETHING, HOWEVER CONDITIONAL, WITH RESPECT TO LATTER. 

TH'S IMPLICATION MIGHT BE AVOIDED IF NO WAS MADE TO ESTABLISH 
FORMAL. AGENDA. THEY !N TURN WILL PROBABLY REJECT OUR 

\1Ci ON PERSONS MISSING FROM KOREAN WAR, OR ACCEPT IT IF WE 
ACCEPT THEIR ITEM ON HIGHER LEVEL MEETING. WITH RESPECT 

TO MISSING PERSONNEL FROM KOREAN WAR | FIND IT DIFFICULT 

TO FORMULATE !T AS AN AGENDA ITEM BUT AM VERY CLEAR THAT «I 
COULD EAS!LY PRESENT SIMPLY AS A LIST OF NAMES AND ASKING 

FOR A CATEGORICAL YES OR NO AS WHETHER ANY ARE ALIVE IN 
TERRITORY UNDER THEIR CONTROL. 


7+ WITH REFERENCE PARA 6 DEPTEL 766 | AM DOUBTFUL DESIRABILITY 


LETTER FROM MYSELF TO WANG. 1! WOULD PREFER.MAKE PRESENTATION 
ON MISSING SERVICEMEN ENTIRELY INFORMAL AND ORAL. WITH 


RESPECT RENUNCIATION FORCE BELIEVE ORAL STATEMENT IN MEETING 








BEST FORM BUT COULD ACCORDANCE OUR STANDING ARRANGEMENT GIVE 
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-3-770, SEPTEMBER 23, 5 PM FROM GENEVA 


HIM COPY MY REMARKS THIS REGARD. 


8. DEPENDING UPON NATURE MY INSTRUCTIONS FOR! NEXT MEETING 
WE SHOULD BE PREPARED FOR POSSIBILITY WANG MAY IMPLEMENT HIS 
THREAT ISSUE PUBLIC STATEMENT ON OUR"STALLING" ON DISCUSSION 
ITEM TWO. | WILL SUBMIT DRAFT FOR DEPARTMENT'S APPROVAL. 
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G 15 Of Action — 
” SP Sy 
S C —- PRIORITY S89 Sa 
: EUR — . 
9 NEA LIMITED DISTRIBUTION iF 
x Sn 0 DC/R i, 
Ly R FROM JOHNSON / on 
fu ?P — 
&S SCA_ 1, AT 1715 MEETING, LASTING ONE HOUR FORTY-FIVE MINUTES, “ 
£5 SCS TODAY | OPENED WITH PREPARED STATEMENT. ‘ 
cv (8) 
£ 2. | INFORMED WANG THAT DR. TSIEN SHUE-SHENHAD DEPARTED OF 
ss LOS ANGELES SEPTEMBER 18, AND 56 OTHER CHINESE HAD © 
52 DEPARTED ON SAME SHIP. 151 OTHERS HAD DEPARTED BY OTHER MEANS, 
e* SO THAT CUMULATIVE TOTAL OF THOSE WHO HAD LEFT FOR FAR EAST N 
= BETWEEN JULY |! AND SEPTEMBER 21 WAS 380. ON 
e on 
3 3. AS | INFORMED HIM AT OUR LAST MEETING, INDIAN AMBASSADOR ol 
. WAS THAT DAY DISCUSSING WITH DEPARTMENT CARRYING OUT IN US 
2 RESPONSIBILITIES OF GOI SET FORTH IN OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
- THOSE DISCUSSIONS WERE QUICKLY AND SUCCESSFULLY CONCLUDED AND 
g AMBASSADOR INFORMED DEPARTMENT THAT EMBASSY OF INDIA WAS 
IMMEDIATELY UNDERTAKING TO DISCHARGE ITS FUNCTIONS IN THIS 
REGARD. 1 
> 
4, | HAD GIVEN HIM FOREGOING INFORMATION AS FURTHER EVIDENCE 2 
THAT MY GOVERNMENT WAS FAITHFULLY CARRYING OUT OBLIGATIONS IT 3% 
ASSUMED IN ISSUING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. AS | HAD TOLD HIM te 
REPEATEDLY, AND AS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT CONFIRMED, ALL CHINESE = 
IN US WHO DESIRED TO LEAVE WERE FREE TO DO SO. rURTHERNORE i 
MY GOVERNMENT PROMPTLY TOOK ALL NECESSARY ACTION SO THAT TO gs hos 
MIGHT UNDERTAKE IN US, AT EARLIEST POSSIBLE DATE, FUNCTIONS © 
PROVIDED FOR UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. MY GOVERNMENT WASTAR ING : 
EVERY POSSIBLE 
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EVERY POSSIBLE ACTION FAITHFULLY AND EXPEDITIOUSLY TO FULFILL 
OBLIGATIONS ASSUMED UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


5~- ON OTHER HAND, | HAD ONLY VERY LIMITED INFORMATION AS TO 
EXTENT HIS GOVERNMENT WAS FULFILLING OBLIGATIONS WHICH IT HAD 
ASSUMED UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. IN FIRST PLACE, ALTHOUGH MY 
GOVERNMENT ACTED IMMEDIATELY TO PERMIT GOI UNDERTAKE IN US ITS 
RESPONSIBILITIES UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCMENT, |! DID NOT HAVE ANY 
INFORMATION WHETHER GOVERNMENT OF THE UK WAS YET ABLE TO CARRY 
OUT ITS RESPONSIBILITIES IN HIS COUNTRY. 1! HOPED HE COULD GIVE 
ME DEFINITE INFORMATION IN THIS REGARD. 


gn Relations 


6. | SAID | WAS ALSO DISTURBED BY FACT THAT AT OUR LAST 
MEETING HE DID NOT GIVE ME ANY ADDITIONAL INFORMATION CONCERNING 
FURTHER APPROPRIATE MEASURES BEING TAKEN BY HIS GOVERNMENT 
SO THAT 19 AMERICANS STILL IN JAIL COULD EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE 
THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN , PRINCIPAL REASON THAT IT TOOK US SO 
LONG TO FORMULATE AND ISSUE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WAS NOT ONLY 
DUE TO FACT THAT HIS GOVERNMENT REFUSED RELEASE ALL AMERICANS 

| DETAINED IN HIS COUTRY, BUT ALSO BECAUSE HE HAD REFUSED EVEN 
TO STATE HOW LONG IT WOULD TAKE BEFORE ALL AMERICANS COULD BE 
RELEASED. HOWEVER, HE HAD SAID THAT IF WE COULD AGREE ON AND 
ISSUE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, IT WOULD NOT ONLY BE POSSIBLE TO 
RELEASE A NUMBER OF AMERICANS IMMEDIATELY, BUT THAT THIS WOULD 
ALSO FACILITATE RELEASE OF THE OTHERS. HE HAD ASSURED ME THAT 
H!S GOVERNMENT WOULD ACT PROMPTLY TO COMPLETE REVIEW OF THESE 
ADDITIONAL CASES. WE HAD AGREED ON WORD "EXPDITIOUSLY" IN 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, CHINESE EQUIVALENT OF WHICH HE EXPLAINED 
MEANT "VERY QUICKLY." ALTHOUGH | HAD NOT BEEN SATISFIED WITH 
LACK OF AN EXPRESS STATEMENT ON WHEN ALL AMERICANS WOULD 
BE ALLOWED TO LEAVE HIS COUNTRY, | FINALLY ACCEPTED HIS 
ASSURANCES THAT TIME WOULD NOT BE LONG. 


of the United States 
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~~ NEARLY TWO WEEKS HAD NOW PASSED SINCE ISSUING OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. OF TWENTY-TWO PEOPLE ON WHOM HE HAD TOLD ME ACTION 


WAS BEING 
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WAS BEING COMPLETED TO PERMIT THEIR DEPARTURE, NINE HAD COME 
OUT, AND WE LOOKED FORWARD TO EARLY ARRIVAL OF THE OTHERS. 
HOWEVER, WITH RESPECT TO 19 OTHERS | HAVE STILL HEARD NOTHING. 
| WAS BEGINMING TO BE CONCERNED OVER HIS GOVERNMENT!S IN- 
TERPRETATION OF WORD “EXPEDITIOUSLY.” NOT ONLY HAD NONE 

OF THESE 19 PERSONS BEEN RELEASED, BUT HE HAD REFUSED TO TELL 
ME ANYTHING ABOUT THEIR PRESENT HEALTH AND WELFARE, TO 
CONFIRM WHETHER THEY HAD BEEN INDIVIDUALLY INFORMED OF TERMS 
OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, TO SAY WHETHER AND HOW LONG THEY WOULD 
BE PERMITTED TO COMMUNICATE WITH BRITISH CHARGE D'AFFAIRES, 
OR TO SAY WHETHER LATTER WOULD BE PERMITTED INTERVIEW THEM. 
H1S REFUSAL THUS FAR GIVE ME THIS INFORMATION REGARDING 
IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT INCREASED MY CONCERN 
OVER THESE 19 AMERICANS AND RAISED SERIOUS QUESTION IN MY 
MIND AS TO WHETHER HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD PERMIT THESE PERSONS 
DEPART "EXPEDITIOUSLY" AS PROVIDED IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


8. | SAID THAT AT OUR 15 TH MEETING HE HAD SAID HE REGARDED 
IT AS "PECULIAR AND REGRETTABLE" THAT | EXPRESSED UNWILLINGNESS 
TO BEGIN DISCUSSION OF ITEM TWO BEFORE IT WAS CLEARLY APPARENT 
THAT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ISSUE UNDER ITEM ONE WAS BEING 
FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENTED. ! COULD NOT AGREE WITH HIM ON THIS. 
1T SEEMED TO ME THAT WHEN TWO PARTIES WERE ATTEMPTING TO 
SETTLE ISSUES BETWEEN THEM, ONLY THE FAITHFUL CARRYING 

OUT OF OBLIGATIONS ASSUMED COULD ESTABLISH ESSENTIAL BASIS 

OF MUTUAL CONFIDENCE FOR GOING ON TO SETTLE OTHER ISSUES. 
SURELY, !T WAS NOT GOING TO BE POSSIBLE FOR US TO SETTLE 
OTHER ISSUES UNTIL EACH OF US WAS SATISFIED THAT OTHER 

PARTLY WAS PROMPTLY AND EFFECTIVELY IMPLEMENTING UNDERTAKINGS 
ARRIVED AT UNDER ITEM ONE OF AGENDA. ONCE HIS GOVERNMENT 

HAD, BY ITS ACTION, DEMONSTRATED THAT IT WAS EXPEDITIOUSLY 
CARRYING OUT TERMS OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT THIS WOULD CLEAR 
PATH FOR DISCUSSION OF ISSUES WHICH EACH SIDE WISHED BRING 

UP UNDER ITEM TWO. |! HOPED THAT HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD PROMPTLY 


ACT WITH 
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ACT WITH REGARD TO THIS MATTER SO THAT WE COULD QUICKLY 
PROCEDD TQ THOSE DISCUSSIONS. 


9. WANG SAID, FIRST HE WISHED FORMALLY INFORM ME THAT IN 
FORMAL NOTE TO HIS GOVERNMENT, GOVERNMENT OF UK HAD SAID IT 
ACCEPTED INVIATION OF GOVERNMENT OF US TO TAKE CARE OF AMERICAN 
NATIONALS IN CHINA. IN FORMAL REPLY TO GOVERNMENT OF UK ON 
SEPTEMBER 22 PRC HAD AGREED THAT UK WOULD ASSUME FUNCIONS IN 
CHINA SET FORTH IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


10. HE SAID AFTER SOME 40 DAYS OF DISCUSSION AGENDA ITEM 

ONE REGARDING RETURN OF CIVILIANS WE FINALLY REACHED AGREEMENT 
AND THIS ITEM HAD NOW BEEN DISPOSED OF. QUESTION NOW BEFORE 
US WAS FAITHFUL IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREEMENT BY BOTH SIDES. 

HIS GOVERNMENT WAS ENTIRELY WILLING TO CARRY OUT AGREEMENT 
FAITHFULLY AND HE HOPED US GOVERNMENT WOULD DO SAME. AFTER 
AGREEMENT HAD BEEN CONCLUDED BOTH SIDES RESPECTIVELY INVITED 
THIRD POWERS PERFORM FUNCTIONS PROVIDED FOR. THEREFORE, FOR 
IMPLEMENTATIN OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT IN FUTURE WE WOULD 


ESPECIALLY RELY ON GOVERNMENT OF THIRD POWERS ENTRUSTED BY 
EACH SIDE. 
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L 11. REFERENCE HAD BEEN MADE IN MY STATEMENT TO THE 19 
10 AMERICANS WHO HAD COMMITTED CRIMES AND TO OTHERS BEING DETAINED 
. IN HIS COUNTRY. HE RESOLUTELY OPPOSED ALLEGATION THAT AMERICANS 


S(t BEING DETAINED. ONLY US GOVERNMENT HAD ILLEGALLY DETAINED 
308 CHINESE IN US. INNOCENT CHINESE NATIONALS HAD BEEN ILLEGALLY 
DETAINED BY US. THIS ACTION WAS VIOLATION OF LEGAL FREEDON OF 
CHINESE NATIONALS AND ALSO VIOLATED PRACTICES UNDER INTER- 
NATIONAL LAWe AS TO AMERICANS IN CHINA HIS SIDE HAD NEVER 
DETAINED ANY OF THEM. THOSE WHO WERE IN PRISON HAD BEEN 
PROSECUTED ACCORDING TO CHINESE LAW BECAUSE THEY HAD VIOLATED 
CHINESE LAW. RECENTLY A NUMBER OF AMERICANS WHO HAD VIOLATED 
CHINESE LAW HAD BEEN RELEASED. HE WAS SURE | WAS WELL AWARE 
OF CRIMES THEY HAD COMMITTED IN HIS COUNTRY BECAUSE THEIR 
ACCOUNT HAD BEEN REPORTED IN NEWSPAPERS. ALL OF THEM HAD ADMITTED 
THEY HAD COMMITTED CRIMES AND ALSO ADMITTED THEY WERE PUNISHED 
LIGHTLY. ACCORDING TO STATEMENTS MADE BY AMERICANS THEMSELVES 
THEY ADMITTED THEY HAD CARRIED OUT ESPIONAGE. HE ASKED IF 

ANY ALIENS IN US HAD RIGHT TO CARRY OUT SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES 
AGAINST US GOVERNMENT. WERE ALL THOSE IN UG JAILS AMERICANS, 
CR WERE THERE ALSO SOME ALIENS? 
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12. HE SAID | HAD PUT FORWARD REPEATED CLAIMS REGARDING THE 
19 AMERICANS AND THAT HE HAD REPEATEDLY MADE CLEAR HIS GOVERNMENT'S 
STAND. HE HAD MADE CLEAR HIS POSITION IN A SPIRIT OF MAXIMUM 
CONCILIATION. HIS GOVERNMENT HAD REVIEWED A NUMBER OF CASES, 
HAD RELEASED A NUMBER AND HAD ADVANCED RELEASE OF A NUMBER WHO 
HAD COMMITTED CRIMES. AS TO REMAINDER, HE HAD MADE CLEAR HIS 
GOVERNMENT'S ATTITUDE ON WAY THEIR CASES WOULD BE HA DLED AND 
THAT HAD BEEN MADE A MATTER OF RECORD IN OUR TALKS. PRC 

| WILLING TO CONDUCT REVIEWS OF CASES IN LIGHT OF AGREEMENT, 
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IN ACCORDANCE WITH DEGREE OF EACH OFFENSE AND ALSO TAKING INTO 
ACCOUNT IMPROVEMENT OF RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES. 
WHEN RESULTS THESE REVIEWS AVAILABLE, HIS SIDE WOULD INFORM 
THIRD POWER CONCERNED. 


13. HE SAID HE HAD MADE VERY CLEAR HIS GOVERNMENT'S POSITION 
ON COUNTLESS QCCASIONS, BUT IN SPITE OF THIS | AGAIN PUT 
FORWARD QUESTION OF 19 AMERICANS. HE RECALLED | HAD ON MORE 
THAN ONE OCCASION STATED | WAS NOT ATTEMPTING INTERFERE INTERNAL 
AFFAIRS OR VIOLATE SOVEREIGNTY OF CHINA. HOWEVER, IT HARD FOR 
HIM TO EXPLAIN WHY | AGAIN BROUGHT FORWARD QUESTION 19 AMERICAN 
IF OUT ws NOT INTERFERENCE IN JURIDICAL PROCESSES AND VIOLATION 
OF SOVEREIGNTY CHINA. © HIS COUNTRY HAD NO DESIRE VIOLATE 
SOVEREIGNTY OTHER STATES BUT ON OTHER HAND HAD NO INTENTION 
PERMIT ANYONE ELSE VIOLATE ITS SOVEREIGNTY. 


14. HE SAID REFERENCE HAD BEEN MADE TO IDEA THAT AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT SHOULD BE IMPLEMENTED IMMEDIATELY WITHOUT REGARD 
FOR FACT THAT NOT ALL CHINESE IN US COULD RETURN IMMEDIATELY TO 
CHINA. THIS INTERPRETATION OF AGREEMENT WAS BEING USED AS PRETEXT 
TO INTENTIONALLY STALL TALKS. THIS INTENTIONAL STALLING WAS 
NOT CONDLUTING TO SUCCESS OF TALKS NOR TO IMPLEMENTATION OF 
AGREEMENT. IT WAS INTENTIONAL STALLING. WE HAD SPENT 40 
DAYS TO REACH AGREEMENT AND AFTER AGREEMENT TWO MORE WEEKS 

A HAD PASSED. IT WOULD NOT CONTRIBUTE TO PROGRESS OF TALKS IF 
WE NOW RETROGRESSED. THIS WAS AN OBSTRUCTION TO OUR ENTERING 
UPON DISCUSSION OF ITEM TWO. (HETHEN MADE STATEMENT ON HIGHER 
LEVEL TALKS CONTAINED IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING TEL.) 
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Se | REPLIED | WAS PLEASED TO NOTE ARRANGEMENT APPARENTLY 
BEING MADE SO THAT UK COULD UNDERTAKE FUNCTIONS IN HIS COUNTRY 
AS SET FORTH IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. a 


16. | HAD TO MAKE IT CLEAR | COULD NOT CONSIDER THAT AGENDA 
|ITEM ONE WAS FINALLY DISPOSED OF UNTIL IT HAD BEEN MADE CLEAR 
ALL AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY WHO DESIRE TO RETURN HAD BEEN 
ENABLED TO DO SQ.w WE HAD ISSUED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH | 
EXPECTED WOULD FACILITATE RESOLUION THIS QUESTION. WE EACH 
UNDER TOOK OBLIGATIONS IN THAT ANNOUNCEMENT. WE EACH AGREED 
THIRD COUNTRIES WOULD HAVE CERTAIN FUNCTIONS IN EACH OF OUR 
COUNTRIES. THIRD COUNTRIES COULD BE OF SOME ASSISTANCE, BUT 
CONF IDENT IAL 
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THERE WERE PORTIONS OF ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH COULD ONLY BE 
IMPLEMENTED BY OUR OWN GOVERNMENTS. 1! HAD FULLY, FRANKLY AND 
COMPLETELY INFORMED HIM IMMEDIATELY OF ACTION WE HAD TAKEN, TO 
IMPLEMENT ANNOUNCEMENT. | THOUGHT IT ENTIRELY REASONABLE * 
THAT We SHOULD EXPECT FROM HIS SIDE INFORMATION REGARDING 
STEPS TAKEN TO IMPLEMENT ANNOUNCEMENT. IN ANNOUNCEMENT EACH 
GOVERNMENT HAD STATED IT WOULD FURTHER ADOPT MEASURES SO THAT 
CHINESE AND AMERICANS WHO DESIRED TO DO SO COULD EXPEDITIOUSLY 
EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN. HE HAD ASKED WHETHER ALL 
CHINESE IN THE US WHO DESIRED TO LEAVE COULD IMMEDIATELY DO SO. 
MY ANSWER WAS, YESe THERE WAS NO ACTION MY GOVERNMENT HAD NOT 
TAKEN WHICH IT COULD BE EXPECTED TO TAKE IN ORDER TO PERMIT 
CHINESE IN THE US TO RETURN. | HAD ALREADY INFORMED HIM OF. THE 
NUMBERS WhO HAD LEFT US FOR FAR EAST. IF ANY CHINESE WERE 
STILL REMAINING IN US TODAY IT WAS ENTIRELY AT THEIR OWN CHOICE. 


17. ALTHOUGH HE HAD SAID HE COULD.NOT. ACCEPT MY STATEMNT THAT 

19 AMERICANS WERE STILL DETAINED IN HIS COUNTRY AND ALTHOUGH ~ 

H& !iAD ACCUSED ME OF AGAIN PUTTING FORWARD QUESTION OF 19 | 

HAD DONE SO AND MUST CONTINUE TO DO SO UNTIL THEY WERE ENABLED 

TO RETURNe WHATEVER REASONS MIGHT BE GIVEN, THERE CERTAINLY 

WAS NO MORE EFFECTIVE MEASURE WHICH COULD BE TAKEN FOR DETAINING 
A PERSON THAN KEEPING HIM IN JAIL. HE HAD SAID | STATED | 

HAD NO INTENION OF INTERFERING WITH HIS LEGAL PROCESSES OR 
SOVEREIGNTY OR OF DICTATING TO HIM WHAT MEASURES. HE SHOULD TAKE, 
AND THAT WAS CORRECT. | REFERRED ONLY TO THAT PORTION OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH CONTAINED A STATEMENT BY HIM ON BEHALF OF 

HIS GOVERNMENT THAT HIS GOVERNMENT HAD ADOPTED AND WOULD FURTHER 
ADOPT MEASURES SO AMERICANS COULD EXPEDITIOUSLY RETURN. | 

WAS NOT ATTEHPTING TO TELL HIM HOW TO IMPLEMENT THE AGREEMENT. 

| WAS MERELY ASKING FOR INFORMATION ON HOW IT WAS BEING 
IMPLEMENTED. 


18. | CONTINUED THAT RELEASE. OF AMERICANS IN JAIL WAS SOMETHING 
OVER WHICH THIRD POWER COULD HAVE NO CONTROL. IT WAS SOMETHING 
WHICH ONLY ACTION BY HIS GOVERNMENT COULD RESOLVE. | HAD ASKED 
HIM FEW, SIMPLE, STRAIGHT FORWARD QUESTIONS ON ASPECTS OF 
IMPLEMENTATION ON willCH | DID NOT CONSIDER | HAD RECEIVED 
SATISFACTORY REPLIESe | HAD ASKED FOR SPECIFIC INFORMATION 


CONF | DENTIAL 








Te 


CONF IDENT! AL 
-4- 772, SEPTEMBER 23, 10 PM (SECTION TWO OF THREE) FROM GENEVA 


WHETHER EACH AMERICAN IN JAIL HAD BEEN INFORMED OF TERMS AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. | UNDERSTOOD THERE WAS GENERAL ARRANGEMENT FOR 
GIVING NEWS TO PEOPLE IN JAIL BY WHICH THEY WOULD NORMALLY HAVE 
BEEN INFORMED. IT CERTAINLY SHOULD BE POSSIBLE FOR HIS GOVERNMENT 
TO LET US KNOW AND CONFIRM WHETHER THIS HAD BEEN DONE WITH 


RESPECT INFORMING AMERICAN PRISONERS OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
| HAD ALSO ASKED FOR 
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PRIORITY 


NEA INFORMATION ON ARRANGEMENTS FOR SUCH PERSONS TO COMMUNICATE 

I, WITH OFFICE UK CHARGE. IT SHOULD CERTAINLY BE POSSIBLE FOR HIM TO 
R TELL ME WHETHER THESE ARRAPS£?'<).TS HAD SEEN MADE, ALSO WHETHER 

P ARRANGEMENTS AD BEEN MADE SO THAT UK CHARGE COULD INTERVIEW 

SCA THESE PERSONS. THESE WERE ALL MATTERS WHICH HE CONSIDERED VERY 
SCS IMPORTANT IN IMPLEMENTATION OF ANNOUNCEMENT. 


19. %¢ THEN SAID HE sAD SPOKEN OF STALLING. WHEN WE CAME HERE 
AUGUST 1, | HAD PROPOSED ARRANGEMENT WHICH WOULD IMMEDIATELY 
AND QUICKLY DISPOSE OF FIRST ITEM SO THAT WE COULD GO ON TO 
SECOND ITEM. 1! PROPOSED SIMPLY THAT HIS GOVERNMENT TAKE SAME 
ACTION AS MY GOVERNMENT: THAT 1S, ANY ACTION NECESSARY PERMIT 
AMERICANS LEAVE. THIS WOULD HAVE BEEN SIMPLE, STRAIGHTFORWARD, 
NATURAL WAY SOLVE THIS PROBLEM. HIS GOVERNMENT DiD NOT SEE FIT 
ACCEP! THIS PROPOSAL. | DID NOT INTEND GO BACK OVER THAT ARGUMENT, 
BUT DELAY WAS DUE ENTIRELY HIS GOVERNMENT'S UNWILLINGNESS 
ACCEPT THAT REASONABLE, SIMPLE PROPOSAL. OF 29 AMERICANS IN 
JAli AUGUST |, WHO WcRE STILL THERE. 
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20. WANG REPLIED SINCE WE NOW HAVE AGREEMENT, QUESTION IS 
IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREEMENT. THERE WAS NO QUESTION ABOUT FACT 
THAT MEASURES WOULD RE FURTHER ADOPTED AS PROVIDED IN AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. HE HAD MADE IT VERY CLEAR ACTIONS AND MEASURES 
HIS SIDE HAD ADOPTED TO IMPLEMENT AGREEMENT, AND THEY SHOWED 
THAT HIS SIDE WAS EARNESTLY IMPLEMENTING AGREEMENT. THIS WAS A 
MATTER OF COMMONSENSE USED IN IMPLEMENTING AGREEMENT. HE WAS 
NOT A MACHINE LIKE A GRAMAPHONE TO PLAY THE SAME RECORD EVERY 
TIME | ASKED. HE WANTED TO POINT OUT CLEARLY THAT THERE WAS NO 
PROVISION IN THE AGREEMEM? THAT ANY PARTICULAR INDIVIDUAL WOULD 
DEPART FROM CHINA AT A CERTIN FIXED YEAR, MONTH, DAY OR HOUR... 
IF WE 
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IF WE HAD BEEN ABLE TO ARRIVE AT AN AGREEMENT PROVIDING FOR A 
PRECISE DATE ANC FOUR ON WH!CH EACH INDIVIDUAL WOULD RETURN, 
WHAT WOULD HAVE BEEN THE USE OF AN AGREEMENT OF THE KIND WE 
CONCLUDED? THIS AGREEMENT HAD CONCERNED CIVILIANS AND NOT 

THE RETURN OF CRIMINALS OR LAW OFFENDERS. HE STATED | HAD 
SAID THAT ALL CHINESE WhO DESIRED RETURN COULD. HOWEVER, HOW 
COULD THEY RETURN IN A MATTER OF WEEKS? HE AGAIN REQUESTED ME 
FOR A COMPLETE LIST OF NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF HIS NATIONALS SQ 
THAT HIS GOVERNMENT COU.vL CONFIRM WHETHER THOSE WHO DESIRED 

TO RETURN CQULD ACTUALLY DO SO, 


21. HE SAID DELAY iN PAST OURING FIRST PHASE OF TALKS WAS 
ENTIRELY DUE MY INSISTENCE ON RETURN THESE CRIMINALS. MY 
INSISTENCE AND DEMANDS CONTAINED AN ELEMENT OF INFRINGEMENT ON 
HIS SOVEREIGNTY. THe IMPLEMENTATION OF THE AGREEMENT ON THE 
RETURN OF CIVILIANS COULD NEVER BE MADe AN OBSTACLE TO THE 
DISCUSSION OF ITEM TWO, HIS SIDE CONSIDERED THIS ARGUMENT 

WAS AN CACUSE AND A PRETEXT WHICK HE INTERPRETED AS AN ATTEMPT 
AT INTENTIONAL STALLING. HE COULD NOT SEE WHY WE SHOULD AGAIN 
RETURN TO OUR REPEATED CICUSSION OF ITEM ONE. 


22. HE SAID We HAD COME HEREC FOR TALKS AS A RESULT PROPOSAL 
INITIATED BY_OUR SIDE. FURTHERMORE HIS SIDE HAD ACCEPTED AN 
AGENDA WHICH HAD BEEN PROPOSED BY OUR SIDE. HE HAD COME TO TALKS 
TO RESOLVE QUESTIONS AND TQ MAKE PROGRESS. HE WAS NOT HERE TO 
FURTHER DISCUSS AGREEMENT CONCLUDED TWO WEEKS AGO, AND HE 

COULD SEE NO REASON FOR OUR STALLING THESE TALKS.e HE HAD PUT 
FORWARD TWO TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION UNDER AGENDA ITEM TWO. 

AT LAST MEETING | KAD GIVEN MY OPINION AND NOW HE HAD COMMENTED 
ON MY OPINION. | HAD SAID |! WOULD DISCUSS PRACTICAL MATTERS 

AT ISSUE BETWEEN THE TWO COUNTRIES AND HE WAS PREPARED 70 DO 
LIKEWISE. 











23. $| REPLIED HE HAD SAID SOMETHING WHICH | WANTED TO Be SURE 
| UNDERSTOOD. WAS |7 CORRECT HE CONSIDERED TERMS OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT DID NOT APPLY TO PERSONS IN PRISON IN KIS COUNTRY? 


24. WANG SAID HE DID NOT SAY THAT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT DID NOT 
APPLY TO PERSONS IN PRISON. AGREEMENT CONCERNED RETURN OF 


CIVILTANS 
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CIVILIANS RATHER THAN RETURN OF PERSONS WHO HAD COMMITTED CRIMES. 
CASES OF LATTER MUST NECESSARILY BE HANDLED ACCORDING TO CHINESE 
LAW. !T WAS A MATTER OF COURSE FOR A SOVEREIGN STATE TO DEAL 

WITH THESE CASES, AS !T ALSO CONFORMED WITH PRACTICE IN 
INTERNATIONAL LAW. ANY DEMAND THAT THESE PERSONS DID NOT COME UNDER 
CHINESE LAW WAS TANTAMOUNT TO AN UNCQUAL TREATY KNOWN AS 
EXTRATERRITORIALITY. A COUNTRY WHICH COULD BE SO HUMILIATED 


HAD PERISHED FOREVER. 






gn Relations 


25. $|| REMARKED | SIMPLY WANTED TO SAY THAT | HAD ASKED WHAT 

| THOUGHT ARE REASONABLE QUESTIONS REGARDING IMPLEMENTATION 

OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT... | WAS SORRY |! COULD NOT SAY REPLIES 

| HAD RECEIVED HAD BEEN SATISFACTORY. |! HAD NOTED UK CHARGE NOW 
BEING ABLE ASSUME HIS FUNCTIONS. 1! HOPED AT NEXT MEETING | 
WOULD HAVE REPLIES TO QUESTIONS | HAD RAISED TODAY. 


On in Forei 
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26. WANG ASKED IF | HAD ANY COMMENT REGARDING HIS PROPOSALS 
FOR TOPICS UNDER ITEM TWO. 


272 |! SAID | HAD NO MORE TO SAY TODAY. 


28. WANG ASKED IF | COULD STATE WHETHER NEXT TIME | WOULD 
BE ABLE TO COMMENT ON HIS PROPOSALS. 
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29. | REPLIED | HAD NOTHING MORE TO SAY THAN WHAT ! HAD 
SAID ALREADY. 


30. WANG SAID HE COULD NOT CONSIDER WAY THESE TALKS ARE BEING 
CONDUCTED AS SATISFACTORY. DID | MEAN TO SAY US WAS NOT WILLING 


TO DISCUSS ITEM TWO? 


31. | STATED | HAD NOT SAID THAT. |! HAD MADE SOME REMARKS 
ON SUBJECT AT LAST MEETING. 


32. WANG ASKED WHETHER THAN | AGREED TO ENTER INTO DISCUSSION 
1TEM TWO AT NEXT MEETING. 


» 33- | ASKED ff HE WOULD AT NEXT MEETING GIVE ME ANSWERS TO 
QUESTIONS | HAD ASKED H!IM TODAY ON IMPLEMENTATION. 


34. WANG 
CONF IDENT i AL 
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34. WANG SAID HE HAD ALREADY REPLIED TO MY QUESTIONS. HE 

HAD TOLD ME THAT UK HAD BEEN FORMALLY NOTIFIED BY HIS GOVERN- 
MENT. THESE TALKS BETWEEN THE TWO COUNTRIES HAD BEEN INITIATED 
BY THE US. COMMUN!QUE ISSUED BY TWO GOVERNMENTS HAD CONFIRMED 
THE TWO ITEMS FOR AGENDA. ON AUGUST | WE HAD AGREED ON THESE 
TWO ITEMS OF AGENDA. AT 14TH MEETING WE HAD REACHED AGREEMENT 
ON FIRST ITEM. TALKS SHOULD IMMED!ATELY PROCEED TO SECOND 
ITEM AFTER AGREEMENT REACHED ON FIRST. AT 15TH MEETING HE 

HAD PUT FORWARD TWO PROPOSALS TO DISCUSS UNDER SECOND ITEM. 
AT 16TH MEETING US SIDE HAD MADE OBSERVATIONS ON ONE OF HIS 
TWO PROPOSALS UNDER SECOND ITEM. TODAY AT 17TH MEETING | 

HAD NOT BEEN WILLING DISCUSS SECOND ITEM AT ALL. IT SEEMED 
SOMEWHAT FARCICAL TO HIM THAT SUCH SERIOUS TALKS BETWEEN 

OUR COUNTRIES SHOULD BE CONDUCTED THIS WAY. IF We WERE TO GO 
ON LIKE THIS HE WOULD HAVE TO CONSIDER IT INTENTIONAL 
STALLING AND WASTING OF TIME ON OUR PART. IF AT NEXT MEETING 
US STILL NOT IN POSITION TO DiSCUSS ITEM TwO, HIS SIDE 

WOULD HAVE TO CONSIDER ISSUING A PUBLIC UNILATERAL STATEMENT 
TO LET PUBLIC OPINION PASS ON THIS MATTER. 





of the United States 


35. 1 SAID | HAD NOTHING MORE TO SAY AND SUGGESTED WE MEET 
AGAIN SEPTEMBER 28. 


36. WE AGREED ON STATEMENT FOR PRESS IDENTICAL WITH ONE 
ISSUED FOLLOWING LAST MEETING WITH ADDITION WORD "CONTINUED" 
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£8. 1. FOLLOWING IS FULL ACCOUNT WANG'S PREPARED STATEMEN - 
“> REFERRED TO IN PARA 4 MYTEL 767. ON 
Sa 
ms 
oo 2. HE SAID HE WAS NOW GOING TO MAKE SOME OBSERVATIONS REGARDING © 
©, TWO POINTS HE HAD RAISED AT 15TH MEETING. HE RECALLED THAT ' 
g= AT LAST MEETING | HAD SAID THAT HIS PROPOSAL REGARDING N 
as PREPARATIONS FOR SINO-AMERICAN NEGOTIATIONS AT A HIGHER LEVEL on 
a WAS A PROCEDURAL AND NOT A SUBSTANTIVE MATTER. HE HAD INDICATED gy 
5° HE COULD NOT AGREE WITH THIS POSITION. NOW HE WISHED TO FURTHER 
na CLARIFY POINT OF VIEW OF HIS SIDE. 
wv 
= 3. HE SAID iT HAD BEEN STATED IN JULY 25 AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
” ON CONVENING OF THESE TALKS THAT THEY WOULD BE CONDUCED "IN 
re ORDER TO SAID IN SETTLING MATTER REPATRIATION CIVILIANS WHO 
© 


DESIRED RETURN THEIR RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES AND TO FACILITATE 

FURTHER DISCUSSIONS AND SETTLEMENT OF CERTAIN OTHER PRACTICAL 
MATERS NOW AT ISSUE BETWEEN BOTH SIDES." AT OUTSET OF TALKS Q 
TWO ITEMS HAD BEEN AGREED UPON FOR AGENDA ON BASIS JULY 25 O 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. OBVIOUSLY ITEM TWO HAD NEVER MEANT TQ. — 
EXCLUDE DISCUSSION AND SETTLING AT CONFERENCE ON HIGHER LEVEL 

THOSE PRACTICAL MATTERS THIS CONFERENCE NOT ABLE TO SOLVE. _., E 


| 


ON THE CONTRARY IT WAS THE FUNCTION OF THESE TALKS TO MAKE ~3 . 
ARRANGEMENT FOR PARCTICAL AND PHYSICAL CHANNELS THROUGH WH FGH Ue 
THESE PRACTICAL MATTERS MIGHT BE SOLVED. . HENCE HIS PROPOSA® + f. 
WAS CONSISTENT WITH BOTH THE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT OF JULY 25 4 
Bae AND THE AGENDA FOR THESE TALKS. IT WAS OF VERY GREAT PRACTICAL [~! 
“= SIGNIFICANCE TO DISCUSS THE REMOVAL OF TENS LON BETWEN CHINA 


—AND US aepropuction FR 
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S IN TAIWAN AREA. IMPORTANCE THIS MATTER RECOGNIZED 
BY GENERAL PUBLIC OPINION AND MANY IMPORTANT LEADERS IN US. IF 





WE HAD ANY CONCRETE OPINIONS ON RELAXING TENSIONS iN TAIWAN AREA 


HE CERTAINLY WOULD BE GLAD TO HEAR THEM. WHEN WE CAME TO A 
DISCUSSION OF AGENDA ITEM TWO EACH SIDE COULD RAISE PROBLEMS 
1T THOUGHT SHOULD BE CONSIDERED AND SO WE WOULD BE FREE TO 
EXCHANGE VIEWS. HE SAID | HAD APPROVED THIS IDEA BUT NOwW 
NEARLY TWO WEEKS HAD PASSED SINCE AGREEMENT REACHED ON AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT AND, WHILE HE HAD PUT FORWARD TWO ITEMS FOR 
DISCUSSION, ! HAD TODAY FAILED TO EXPRES ANY VIEWS ON THEM OR 
TO PUT FORWARD ANY IDEAS OF MY GOVERNMENT. 


4. WANG SAID HE COULD NOT BUT FEEL THAT THIS STATE OF AFFAIRS 
WAS UNSATISFACTORY AND HE HOPED | WOULD PUT FORWARD CONCRETE 
VIEWS WITHOUT FURTHER DELAY. 
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’ as contrary to “unanimous wish of peace-loving people" and Times of India quot Suk 
to effect US stand "may virtually block further progress." US also accused | : bel: 
| | attempting keep item one open to put pressure on Peiping in conduct domestic. “3 
r - - vo ' > 
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Chicom propaganda on entevantheust. obec raes ors past week continued: gt 


4° ~4*. 7% be” ~ 
Communist efforts ease international tensions and gave considerabla eftentien, 
me & en aa 
: s res s 


Geneva talks. Peiping states agreement item one welcomed by world. ‘opinion mags 
"new event in Sino-US relations." Nevertheless regarding Geneva talks, Pesping 


took occasion criticize US on three points. US charged £1) with refusal move on. 


to item two of agenda before implementation of agreement item one; £2) of 9K 






Ss. ce oe 
distorting agreement on item one; amd £3) violating agreement procedure’ reless- 
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# Criticism two maintained US had stated China would invite UK assist return to “7 


of Americans wishing return to US while US would invite Indie. Peiping appeared to 
read into alleged USIS treatment indication US intends not repeat not invite UK and 
charged US with pa a to stall current talks and “obstruct operation of agreement." ? 
In third criticism Peiping claimed US had violated agreement news release when es 
US delegation unilaterally on evening after 15th meeting reportedly released stetement 
on "contents of the talks" together with announcement that Johnson regarded it 
"premature" proceed to item two. Peiping also gave much publicity two topics 
Chicoms introduced fmxexgmmzmu for consideration under item two. 
People's Daily September 19 published article by one Stetson Kennedy, . ~ 
identified as US writer, on "plight" Chinese students "forcibly detained" in US. , 
Article charged students treated "like criminals" through curtailment movement, 
"relentless surveillance” and interrogations. 
Taiwan receded further in background. Chiang reported forming committee for 
return of 6,000 students from US in order gain control over students and prevent 
foreign minister level talks between Chicoms and US. 
NCNA publicized "mass airlift exercise recently" of US Air Division, saying 
US aircraft completed airlift of 18th Fighter-Bomber Wing from Okinawa to “forward 
bases" on Taiwan. 


Same report charged US had earlier increased jet fighter force 


on Taiwan, which now training under "corbat simulated conditions." 


Commenting on UNGA session Ta Kung Pao charged US has compelled UN become tool 





of its “policy of strength." Paper added UN founded on principle “universal member- 


ship" and should be open all countries and that through US “obstruction” 600 million 
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p pettment of State 


TO : The Secretary > ik hes 


FROM : Walter 5, Robertson (Gt 
SUBJECT: Conversations with Senator George and Congressman Ri 

































I visited Senator George at his office in Vienna, Georgia, on 
the 21st and had luncheon with Congressman itichards here in Washington = 
on the 22nd. Memoranda of the conversations are attached, ea 


I briefed them both in detail on the subject of our talks with ON! 
the Red Chinese in Geneva. I explained dp dammm— the positions we - N 
had taken up to the present and planned to take in the future. Both (Oo 
gentlemen expressed unqualified approval of the course we were followimy 
Both stated that in their opinion we should not proceed to a discussiqdy): 
of "practical matters" under item 2 until we were satisfied that our on | 
jailed citizens in China had been notified of their rights under the Gj? : 
agreement of September 10th and further that the British ae in QO} 
Peiping had been allowed personal communication with then. 





Q 
+ 
2) 





mo 





They both agreed that we should insist that the Communists carry © 
out their agreement for the discussion of "practical matters" at iss{g 
at the Ambassadorial level. Both agreed that the remunciation of f 
was a proper suoject for discussion under item 2. 


Senator George emphasized that we should not consider a conference 
between you and Chou En-lai until the Communists had publicly renounced 
the use of force in the settlement of the Formosa problem. I inferred 
from Congressman Richards’ conversation that he did not consider that(f 
a foreign ministers conference was called for under any conditions. 


Attachments - 
MC ~ Senator George and Asst.Sec. Robertson 

















MC - Congressman Richards and Asst. Sec. Robertsone 
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Letter No. 15. 


Dear Alex: 

The threat of hurricane Ione caused the last courier plane to leave 
Washington ahead of schedule and knocked out our September 19 pouch. 
Hence the long interval. 

Despite the uncertainty as to when you will get into the sub- 
stance of Item Two,ve are going ahead with work on our two items. 

Bill Godel and Kelleher of Defense have worked up a draft letter fron 
you to Wang on the 450 missing servicenen$ which they are to submit to 
us for our comuente today. They say it is a forthright and fairly 
strong presentation although it carefully evaids alleging that we have 
evidense that any of the men are presently alive and in Communist hands. 
Enclosed ig a memo on this subject which we received fron Defense on the 
16th. We understand this was drafted by Godel and it does not accard in 


of the United States 
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every respect with what Sal. Monro, the Defense Prisoner Officer, had 


' 


teld us the day before. 

On the “remunciation of force”, we expect to work up a brief study 
with the assistance of Mr. Phleger. It will be based on the thinking 
| oO wy eS eee ea ee ae 
conversations. It was touched on lightly in his UNGA speech yesterday. 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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We will follow this line closely but. will try to elaborate somewhat on 
it. The Secretary read the latter half of your letter No. 7, when we 
briefed nim and received new guidance fromhim at his home on September 18 
right after his return from Duck Island. So the Secretary is aware of bhe 
general nature of your forebodings about the "no force” issue. In general 
we attach more weight than you apparently have so far to the commitment 
we have fram the ORC in the Exchange of Notes of Dec. 10 pursuant to 
the Mutual Defense Treaty. Admittedly this commitasnt has not prevented 
and will not prevent minor sea, air and artillery incidents. ‘ut these 
are mere pin pricks which are going to have to be considered as something 
which must be lived with in the present situation. We must look to. the 
central issue which is major invocation of farce for a general offensive 
purpose. On this we have peetestior. G.commitment from the Mationalists 
which ties in with our own renunciation. We believe this should give 
you a somewhat stronger position than you have recognised. But admittedly 
you would have to develop a tactic for brushing aside the small incidents 
as trivial and inevitable, as not essentially bearing on the central issus. 

iguana wabyireaaie: tor Gearge on Sept. 21 
and had a long luncheon talk with Cong. Riehea.yesterday. Both talks 
were extremely satisfactory. They both eressed the very emphatic 
view that we should not be drawn into any substantive discussions of 
Item Two until all Americans have been informed of their right to return 


and givesccess to the British Charge. Sen. George felt that the position 





Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 





o3< 


on @ Foreign Ministers Conference attributed to him in the newspapers on 
September 12 was inaccurate. He said that he had never unequivocally 
advocated a meeting at the Foreign Minister level in the present situation. 
He felt that the talks should be continued at the 4mbassadorial level 





which is sppropriate for all the pending questions. He felt that in no 
event should a high level meeting be considered so long as the FRC has not 
renounced the use of force. 

It will be a great help to us to get Ralph Clough back here. We 
expect to send his orders as soon es ve can lins up an able officer fron 
Gensva or nearby post to help you on a part tims basia. We would expect 
him to take the notes at the meeting and help draft the reports afterwards. 
We may have to rely on some of our frienis to help us out in view of the 
acute personne] shortage at all our Swiss posts. 

aray ami Defense are working on the Ekvalj problem. They are wondering 
how they can maintain the present basis mush lees improvity the basis. 
But we hope te work it out. 

Your letter No. 8 of Sept. 15 came on the 2lst. Our telegram 715 
would seem to angwer the points raised in the first paragraph on page two 
of your letter. 

I know of no disposition to change the basic trade policy at this 
time. Umioubtedly other countries are goi:., o raise the question of 


multilateral relaxation in the CQ and COCOM meetings next month. | 
Admiral Delaney and Bob Barnett are already in London for a preparatory 





7 SECRET 

| | =. 
discussion. Our position on the mitilateral issu has not yet been 
passed om by the highest level, and there may be a little more flexibility 
bait than on the domestic total embargo policy. 

Our 7R/P are lavking into the matter of the objectionable Sept. 12 
radio bulletin put out by USIA. I don't know how they got off base 
on this, but we intend to find out. I am emlosing a study prepared by 
daccbeon of DBF on "Reactions in Chinese Communistes to the Geneva 
Amouncensnts". 

We were interested in the Peking Opera and the New York Philharmonic 
items. Mr. Robertson read i> enare letter with interest. 
Regards and good wishes, 


Sinserely, 


of the United States 


Enclosures: 


1. Defense Memo on Missing Servicenen. 
2. DBP Memo on Reactions in Chinese Communities 
to Gensva Announsenents. 
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f TO: Secretary of State 
NO: +775, September 26, 5 p.m. 





SENT HONG KONG 7, REPEATED INFORMATION DEPARTMENT 775. 
FROM JOHNSON 


~~ 
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Nicholson, American Red Cross, would appreciate information from 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT IN THE HOPE THAT THIS MIGHT BRING 

ABOUT THE RELEASE OF THE AMERICAN STILL DETAINED IN MAINLAND 

CHINA AND THUS PROVIDE BASIS FOQR_DISCUSSING AND SETTLING 

OTHER PRACTICAL MATTERS AT ISSUE BETWEEN THE TWO SIDES. 

AFTER MORE THAN FIVE WEEKS OF DISCUSSION, AN AGREED ANNOUNCE- 

MENT WAS |SSUED ON SEPTEMBER 10, IN WHICH THE PRC PUBLIC 

ACKNOWLEDGED THAT AMERICANS IN THE PRC WHO DESIRED TO RETURN Ww 
\ TO THE US WERE ENTITLED TO DO SO AND COMMITTED ITSELF TO ADOPT Pry 
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FURTHER -APPROPRIATE MEASURES! SO THAT THESE PERSONS COULD. F 
S EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN*t. IN THE 

“a AME ANNOUNCEMENT, THE PRC ALSO SET FORTH CERTAIN FUNCTIONS 

S\ HICH REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UK IN THE PRC WERE TO UNDERTAKE a, bas 

. \ L ITH RESPECT TO THE DEPARTURE OF AMERICANS WHO DESIRED TO *T) ee 


ETURN TO THE US. r Re 


J oe 
ia 





.. = 
3 “}. "THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT HOPED AND EXPECTED a 
HIS 








a CLEAR COMMITMENT BY. THE PRC WOULD BE PROMPTLY AND=F A H- 
See ULLY IMPLEMENTED AND THAT THE TALKS COULD THEN IMMEDI @tELY 
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SECRET 
~2- 777, SEPTEMBER 26, 5 PM, FROM GENEVA 


PROCEED TO THE DISCUSSION OF THE OTHER PRACTICAL MATTERS IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE STATEMENT OF JULY 25 ISSUED BY THE US 
GOVERNMENT AND PRC. UNFORTUNATELY, ALTHOUGH NEARLY THREE 
WEEKS HAVE PASSED SINCE THE ISSUANCE OF THE AGREED ANNOUNCE-= 
MENT, NINETEEN AMERICANS STILL REMAIN IMPRISONED .IN THE PRC 
AND THE PRC HAS REFUSED TO GIVE ANY INDICATION WHEN THEY 

MAY BE ABLE TO RETURN. THIS RAISES SERIOUS QUESTION AS TO- 
HOW THE PRC INTERPRETS ITS COMMITMENT TO ALLOW THESE PERSONS 
TO *EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN.! 


e 
ne “s 
te . 
. » i. re 4 > 
fa 
oe te S 
“ “sg 
iid 


4. "THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT [S ALSO CONCERNED BECAUSE 

iT HAS NOT BEEN POSSIBLE, UP TO THE PRESENT TIME, EVEN TO 
LEARN WHETHER AND HOW THE PRC IS IMPLEMENTING |1TS UNDERTAKING 
TO ARRANGE FOR THE UNITED KINGDOM TO ASSIST THE RETURN OF 
AMERICANS. !T WAS NOT UNITL SEPTEMBER 23, OR 13 DAYS AFTER 
THE ISSUANCE OF THE ANNOUNCEMENT, THE US WAS INFORMED BY 

THE PRC THAT THE UK HAD BEEN ENABLED TO UNDERTAKE !TS 
FUNCTIONS IN THE PRC. FURTHERMORE, DESPITE CONTINUED REQUEST, 
THE PRC STILL DECLINES TO CONFIRM WHETHER ALL JAILED AMERICANS 
HAVE EVEN BEEN INFORMED OF THE TERMS OF THE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
AND WHETHER THEY WILL BE GRANTED ACCESS TO THE UK REPRESENTATIVE ~~ | 
IN THE PRC. !T IS PARTICULARLY DIFFICULT TO UNDERSTAND THIS 
SITUATION IN THE LIGHT OF MR. CHOU EN=-LAI*S STATEMENT JUST ve 
PRIOR THE OPENING OF THESE TALKS TO THE EFFECT THAT IT WOULD 
BE EASY TO RESOLVE THE PROBLEM OF AMERICANS IN THE PRC. 





5. "THE FACT 1S THAT TODAY= MORE THAN 8 WEEKS SINCE THE 
START OF THE TALKS= ONLY ONE-THIRD OF THE JAILED AMERICANS 
HAVE BEEN RELEASED. 





6. "THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT, FOR ITS PART, NOT ONLY 
REITERATED IN THE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT |TS PREVIOUS ASSURANCE 
THAT CHINESE IN THE US WHO DESIRE TO RETURN TO THE PRC ARE 
FREE TO DO SO, BUT ALSO PROMPTLY ARRANGED FOR THE GO! TO 
UNDERTAKE THE FUNCTIONS SET FORTH IN THE ANNOUNCEMENT. THE 
PRC HAS BEEN KEPT CURRENTLY INFORMED OF ALL STEPS BEING TAKEN 
BY THE US GOVERNMENT IN THIS REGARD. 
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SECRET 
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7.e "THE US CONTINUES TO HOPE THAT THE PRC WILL, FOR ITS 
PART, QUICKLY TAKE STEPS TO IMPLEMENT ITS COMMITMENTS SO THAT 


THESE TALKS MAY PROMPTLY MOVE ON TO THE DISCUSSION OF OTHER 
PRACTICAL MATTERS". 
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PRIORITY 


Lt9O 


SENT PRIORITY GENEVA 4; REPEATED INFORMATION DEPARTMENT DULTE 1. 


FOR JOHNSON. 





. aa 


YOUR 770. FOLLOWING INSTRUCTIONS FOR YOUR SEPTEMBER 28 MEETING 
HAVE BEEN PERSONALLY CLEARED WITH THE SECRETARY IN NEW YORK. 


1. YOU ARE TO CONDUCT DISCUSSIONS SO THAT NO LEGITIMATE BASIS 
GIVEN FOR OTHER SIDE TO BREAK THEM OFF. 


SS9c¢-6/S65° 


2. YOU SHOULD CONTINUE PRESSING IMPLEMENTATION AGENDA ITEM 
ONE, POINTING OUT FAILURE TO GIVE INFORMATION TO AMERICANS, 
ETC., AS DISCLOSED HONG KONG'S 66 TO GENEVA AND LACK ACTION 
REMAINING DETAINED AMERICANS. 

1 
3. WE NOTE WITH SATISFACTION YOUR REFUTATION WANG'S ATTEMPT oO 
CONTEND THAT IMPRISONED AMERICANS NOT INCLUDED AGREED ANNOUNEEM Tey 
ANNOUNCEMENT APPLIES TO ALL (REPEAT ALL) AMERICAN CIVILIANS W&T > 
OUT DISTINCTION AND COMMUNISTS MUST BE HELD ABSOLUTELY TO THE. 


4, AFTER COVERING IMPLEMENTATION ITEM 1 AN 

DISCUSS SUBJECTS FOR LISTING ITEM TWO. “YOU SHOULD NOTE AS on 
SUBJECT WE PROPOSE (A) ACCOUNTING FOR US MILITARY PERSONNEL 
AND (B) RENUNCIATION OF USE OF FORCE IN TAIWAN ARCA. CONTINUE!3 : 








MAINTAIN POSITION HIGH LEVEL TALKS OUT OF ORDER ON GROUNDS (4 \OS 


SET FORTH OUR 745. AFTER DISCUSSION AS TO ITEMS FOR LISTING 


UNTIL NEXT MEETING, SET AS FAR IN FUTURE AS POSSIBLE. 


aN) 

AGENDA ITEM 2 FURTHER CONSIDERATION SHOULD THEN BE PUT OVER "34 Ny 
VW. 
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be 
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SECRET 
-2- DULTE 1, SEPTEMBER 26, 11 PM, FROM NEW YORK 


5. BY SEPARATE TELEGRAM WE ARE SENDING YOU SUBSTANCE STATEMENTS 
ON ACCOUNTING FOR MILITARY PERSONNEL AND RENUNCIATION USE 

OF FORCE. REQUEST YOUR COMMENTS. THESE DESIGNED FOR USE 
SUBSEQUENT MEETINGS BUT COULD BE USED ON’ EMERGENCY BASIS THIS 
MEETING IF YOU BELIEVE BREAK IMMINENT. 


6. WITH RESPECT TO WANG'S ITEM "QUESTION OF EMBARGO", YOU ARE 
AUTHOR! ZED TO ACCEPT IT FOR LISTING, PROVIDED HE ACCEPTS 

OUR ITEMS, AND SUBJECT TO CONDITION THAT ITEM "RENUNCIATION OF 
FORCE” HAS PRIORITY. 
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ce ge Rec'd: SEPTEMBER 27, | 
e—~" FROM: GENEVA 6:16 A.M. ~ 


Info 


‘ TO; Secretary of State 
( 
NO: 779, SEPTEMBER 27, 11 A.M. action Assigned to LE 


Action | 
NIACT . 
t a 
LIMITED DISTRIBUTION ae ob pattie — 
FROM JOHNSON perio oc7fics Symbo Lasse 
\ ; 
warn af Of: 166F 
1. GREATLY APPRECIATE INSTRUCTIONS CONTAINED N K'S 
4 REPEATED DEPT DULTE 1. pircetion +2 DC 


2. WITH RESPECT SECOND SENTENCE PARA 4 SUGGEST "POSSIBLE 
PRESENCE IN PRC OF MISSING US MILITARY PERSONNEL™ FOR LISTING 
MISSING US MILITARY PERSONNEL | TEM. 


SSl2-6/26°119 


of the United States 


3. THIS WOULD BE CONSISTENT WITH FORM PRESENTATION THIS 
SUBJECT | DISCUSSED WHILE IN WASHINGTON AND WITH HAMMARSKJOLD 
(MYTEL 257). 


4, WHILE | HAVE NOT YET RECEIVED STATEMENTS MENTIONED PARA 5, 
NEW YORK'S 4, BELIEVE THAT DEMAND FOR "ACCOUNTING" OPEN 
TO FOLLOWING OBJECTIONS: 
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Ae QUESTION OF "ACCOUNTING" IS PRIMARILY BETWEEN UN AND v 
" COMMUNIST COMMANDS IN KOREA AND THUS SUBJECT FOR MAC. > 


B. RAISING QUESTION AS "ACCOUNTING" GIVES CHICOMS OPPORT— 











7 
UNITY OF REJECTING QUESTION ON FOREGOING GROUNDS AS NoT ~ Aity 
PROPERLY "PRACTICAL QUESTION" INVOLVING ONLY US AND PRC ~ i 

| OR INTRODUCING HERE OUR ACCOUNTING FOR 21,000 CHINESE. 3 U4 

° . wo ity | 

C. OUR RAISING QUESTION AS."ACCOUNTING" IN THESE TALKS TENDS (= 

fa WEAKEN OUR POSITION ON UN CHARACTER COMMAND IN KOREA AND $e 

a BY MAKING ONE ASPECT KOREAN ARMISTICE IMPLEMENTATION SUBJECT 

4b _ fim SECRET OF US-PRC REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
t-2 COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 
PERMANGWE ISS PROHIBITED 
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c- (| 9, SEPTEMBER 2:, 11 AeMe FROM GENEVA 


US-FeC BILATERAL CONVERSATIONS. 


Se IT SEEMS TO M™ TrPL OF PRESENTATION | HAVE IN MIND WHICH 


iS FORECAST BY FOR” | PROPOSE FOR LISTING NOT SUBJECT FORE- 
SO;NG OBJECTIONS. 


©. WiTH SFFORENCE PARA 6 NEW YORK'S 4 IT WILL BE DIFFICULT 
rOR “’ MA:NIAIN FOSITION PRIORITY FOR BOTH OUR SUBJECTS 
OVER ONLY F&C SUBJECT WE WILLING ACCEPT. WHILE | WOULD 
OF COURSE DO SO IN INIT!AL PRESENTATION.DO NOT SEE HOW | 
WILL BE ABLE MA!NTAIN PRIORITY FOR "RENUNCIATON OF FORCE” 


OVER “EMBARGO UNLESS | CONCEDE LOWER POSITION TO "MISSING 
MILITARY PERSONNEL", 


(.4?WOULD APPRYZ!ATE DEPARTMENT'S COMMENTS AND INSTRUCTION 
PR FOR 1O TOMORROW'S MEETING.» 
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CONF IDENT LAL /2 2 
Control: 14119 / 


Rec'd : ten, Saal 1955 


FROM: GENEVA ae 8:31 A 
TO; Secretary of State 
NO: 780, SEPTEMBER 27, NOON 


FROM JOHNSON 


1. NICHOLSON N AMREDCROSS WHO IS HERE FOR LEAGUE EXECUTIVE 
COMMITTEE MEETING CALLED ON ME YESTERDAY. HE SAID CHICOMS 

AS WELL AS SOVIET BLOC DELEGATIONS WERE HERE IN FULL FORCE 
EXUDING SWEETNESS AND LIGHT. SOVIET DELEGATION WAS ATTEMPTING 
"TEAM UP" WITH US GROUP AND SUGGESTING CLOSE COOPERATION". 


2e HE MENTIONED TO ME POSSIBILITY SOME RESOLUTION ON COMMIE 
HOLDING PRISONERS AS POLITICAL HOSTAGES. TOLD HIM [I COULD 
NOT SPEAK FOR DEPARTMENT ON GENERAL SUBJECT BUT 

WITH RESPECT CHICOMS SUGGESTED MOST USEFUL LINE FOR HIM IN 
AND QUT OF MEETINGS WOULD BE CONCENTRATE ON WELFARE ASPECTS 
SUCH AS PACKAGES, MAIL ETC.e, WHERE CHICOM PERFORMANCE VERY 
UNSATISFACTORY AND MATTER WAS DIRECT AND IMMEDIATE RED 
CROSS CONCERNe EXPLAINED TO HIM WHY [ HAD NOT DONE SO«e 
THOUGHT [T WOULD BE USEFUL FOR HIM DO SO BOTH FROM STANDPOINT 
IMPROVING PLIGHT REMAINING PRISONERS AND OFFSETTING PIOUS 
EXPRESSIONS BY CHICOM RED CROSS GROUP. 


3-2 ALSO SPOKE TO HIM CONCERNING CZECH ATTITUDE TOWARD US 
ON DISTRIBUTION FLOOD RELIEF GRAIN LAST YEAR. 


}, HE EXPRESSED APPRECIATION MY OFFER SEE AND CONSULT WITH, . 
HIM AS HE CONSIDERED DESIRABLE} 


-_ton Assigned to ti. 
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FROM: 
TO: 
NO: 


Geneva 


Secretary of State 
784, September 27, 4 p.m. 


SOily jeyuaD Y/INY ey 


PeuNya 


SENT DEPARTMENT 784, REPEATED INFORMATION LONDON 558 
FROM JOHNSON 


l. Frederic C. Harnden, Shanghai representative, First National 
City Bank of New York is as far as I know only remaining 
foreigner Communist China prevented from leaving at least in 
part because of unsettled Communist claims against American 
company. _ 


L9 





If Department approves, I believe it might strengthen Harnden's 
chances of receiving an exit permit if I mentioned his case to 
Wang during a meeting in near future when atmosphere is reason- 
ably good. 


2. I would point out that cases of a number of American business- 

men had been settled recently, permitting their departure; that 

while he was a British subject and therefore not strictly our 

responsibility, he represented an American bank and we felt 

a certain obligation to bring his case to the attention of the 

fog and that it was hoped he might be shown the same consideration 
n speedy handling of his case as others had received in recent 

atu. I would add I did not expect that Wang and I should get 

into a discussion of details of case, but would hope he could 

simply convey our interest to his government. 


3. I have received a second request to take up Harnden's case 
from Carl Hayden, Vice President of the First National City Bank 
in London. Suggest Department consult UK ee Py tga me on 
action it believes I should take... | 7 
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FROM: New York 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
RMR TO: Department of State 








secretary of Stat 





NO: DULTE 3, September 27, 6 p.m. 


NIACT 


Regarding Geneva 790 following is proposed as NIACT cable to 
Johnson: 


BEGIN TEXT 
FOR JOHNSON 





Text statement sent you 790 about request for accounting US 
Military personnel was drafted by Defense, and has not been 
cleared by Department. Opening paragraph reciting that 
Department cleared is in error. Statement will require further 
consideration and conferences with Defense and draft sent you 
should not (repeat not) be used. You should propose "accounting 
for US Military personnel" as one of subjects for listing Agenda Ol 
item 2 leaving until later meeting more precise formulation 


regarding which we will further advise you. Request your 
comments Defense draft. 


L2-6/26°4\V9 
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of the United States 
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it é Nae AO es ane | 
g New York's ‘ paragraph 5. Following is text of statnent on 
” renunciation use of force: sl ike yaa as eee. , a ee 
é "One of the practical matters fer discussion between us ie that ve. eis es ee 
wv should reciprocally renounce the use of farce to ‘achieve our policies ee ‘2 i 
: they conflict. The U. 5, and the ERE PRC confront an other with polietes * 
2 g which are in certain respects incompatible. This fact need spars however, © 
dea mean armed conflict, and the mest important single thing we can “do ae jive. Sag, 
2 first of all to be sure that it will not lead to armed conflicts - Oe, ° 4 ( a: : 
ce Athen and only then can other disee csusing enchen betusen te 4 aR .- 
‘. parties in the Taiwan area and the Far East be hopefully discussed. © 3 Xo 
: Flt is not suggested that either of us should renounce any policy _ : |  s o 
ins objectives which we consider we are legitimately entitled to achieve, ts 4 A i 
E E only that we renounce the use of force to implement these baa ves Be, | a are rt 
A | #tleither of us wants to negotiate under the threat of force. The free hot 
| | domdnes differences, and their fair ani equitable solution, become ©). i. 
. Lee! ~imppseible under the overhanging threat that force may be resorted to when of OT 
| | myn one}party does not agree with the other, Be % pa. ed “ 
o Le ‘\/The United States as a member of the United Nations has agreed to of ka t 
Mf. 












































ikb classification epproved by: Walter Ss R } " ‘s , a 

: J <4 : ae ; ad ae x : 

Statement revised and approved by The Secretary. cans) os - : . 5 One 
Stes CR © reproduction From Tis Q-’ 
2: ~ COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 2. 

110628 - CONPEDENPEAL. ABS y) PROHIBITED. aes * 
ZA yao . Classification M, ay ve 
ee SECRE : 
= 
: “eat yr Be ' i. = & pag > Fae a A ee eee ee ei 


J “-e- ow x + ma: 
Te a © — eS S ~ inks om « “a 
I oni S  «" 2a oe - aes £34, oe + Fy ~*~ ys 
’ ‘ . * - Pf an , ’ . 


- 
laPes: Oe Bree 


- . ° q oa tn 



















‘Page 2 of telegram to__Ameonsul GENEVA NIACT FOR JOHNSON 


commpann: SEC KET 


Classification 








Ss refrain in its international relations fran the threat or use of force. - ees ; . 
This has been its policy for many years and is its guiding principle <3: ig a - “ . 
conduct in the Far East, as throughout the world. ) nak | 

PThe use of force to achieve national objectives does not accord with £ 7 a 
accepted standards of conduct under international law. : 

2The Government of the League of Nations, the Kellogg-Briand Treaties, 
and the Charter of the United Nations reflect the universal view of the 


civilized community of nations that the use of force as an instrument of 





national policy violates international law, constitutes athreat to inter- 


national peace, amd prejudices the interests of the entire world community, — 





fThere are in the world today mahy situations which tempt those who have al — 


of the United States 


force to use it to achieve what they believe to be legitimate policy 
objectives. Many countries are abnormally divided or contain what some 





consider to be abnormal imst intrusions. Nevertheless, the responsible 


governments of the world have in each of these cases renounced the use of 
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force to achieve what they believe to be legitimate and even urgent goals, 
9It is an essential foundation and preliminary to the success of the 





discussions under Item 2 that it first be made clear that the parties to these ~ a 
discussions renounce the use of force to make the policies of either prevail 
over those of the other. That particularly applies to the Taiwan area, we 


}tThe acceptance of this principle does not involve third parties, or 





the justice or injustice of conflicting claimss It-only involves recognizing 


j 
j 
and agreeing to abide by accepted standards of international conduct, + , 
; We ask . a 
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been cleared with Defense regarding unaccounted for American military persomel si 3 Nye: 
os 
"On July 16, 1952, the Foreign Minister of the PRC notified the, ! Sas: 


Government that the Goverment of the PRC had decided to recognize t 
Geneva Conventions of 199 on Treatment of Prisoners of War, $ : 


Sea 
Korea signed the Armistice Agreement which resulted in the, cessation a of 5 
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aa 
of war, including the specific requirement of each side to furnish a full milo 
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complete accounting on all prisoners of war and deceased combatants of ‘which: oe oh. x 
by yeaa “ oe 


hostilities in Korea and provided clear agreenent on ‘the handling of priso 
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either side had any knowledge. 7 Bf ag be | 
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wed "The terms of the Geneva Convention on Prisoners of War and the solemn ihe %, 
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accordance with the provisions of the Armistice Agreement and the srcikdiatia és ns 
of the Geneva Conventions on priseners of war has rendered a full axemmitugx | 
accounting of all prisoners of war and deceased combatants of which it has 
knowledge. Your Government, however, has continued to hold personnel who 
were so captured. 

"I hand you herewith a list of 50 names comprised exclusively of persons 
who have spoken over the communist radio, have been referred to in communist | 





broadcasting, have been actually listed by the communist side as — 





captives, have written letters from communist prison EEAMp camps, 


have been seen in communist prisons, or have been seen in communist territry, 
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either in China or in North Korea. Fam $ 





of the United States 


"I therefore reiterate the previous demands made upon your 
goverment to render an accounting forthwith of American military personnel 
on this list and of any others known to you." 


New York note that any changes which Secretary ani Phleger may wish to 
make should be wired NIACT direct JOHNSON. 
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Change last clause in first sentence, paragraph two to read 
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1. WANG OPENED THIS MORNING'S MEETING WITH LONG FREPARED 
STATEMENT TO EFFECT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT COMPLETED AGENDA 
ITEM ONE, WE WERE ENTANGLING AGENDA ITEMS ONE AND TWO, 

IF OUR INTENT WAS DELAY DISCUSSION AGENDA !TEM TWO UNTIL 

LL REMAINING AMERICANS RELEASED "THIS SURE TO FAIL", WILL 
NOT SUBMIT TO THREATS, ETC., ETC., SUGGESTED IF WE HAD ANY 
"SPECIFIC OPINION” ON IMPLEMENTATION ANNOUNCEMENT PRC 
WILLING GIVE CONSIDERATION AND THAT DISCUSSION THEREOF BE 
REFERRED TO ASSISTANTS. WILL INFORM UK RESULTS OF REVIEWS 
AS COMPLETED. CRITICISM US IMPLEMENTATION, 76 WHO APPLIED 
FOR DEPARTURE WHOSE NAMES WE PREVIOUSLY GAVE HIM 42 NOT YET 
RETURNED, NONE HAS RETURNED WHO LEFT SINCE BEGINNING OF 
TALKS, KNOWS OF NO ONE WHO HAS LEFT US TO RETURN TO CHINA 
EXCEPT TSIEN, STUDENTS FEARFUL TO APPLY FOR DEPARTURE, 

ETC. OUR ATTITUDE WILL "IMPAIR THE IMPROVEMENT OF SINO- 
AMERICAN RELATIONS AND IS BOUND TO HAVE A BAD EFFECT ON 
i OUR LENIENT WAY OF SOLVING THE PROBLEM REMAINING AMERICANS", 
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2. 1! REPLIED WITH LONG STATEMENT STATING NO NEED SPEND MUCH 
TIME ON THESE SUBJECTS IF HE WOULD GIVE ME STRAIGHTF’ ) 
ANSWERS TO MY STRAIGHTFORWARD AND SIMPLE QUESTIONS Ci 
IMPLEMENTATION, UNLESS WERE WILLING TO KEEP EACH OTHER FULLY 
INFORMED ON IMPLEMENTATION WILL BE DIFFICULT TO MAKE PRO- 
GRESS DISCUSSION OTHER MATTERS, IMPLEMENTATION TOO IMPORTANT po) 

“3 TO LEAVE TO ASSISTANTS, THEN REFUTED HIS STATEMENTS ON, “<a 

o 
i ion pase THIS tp 
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CONF IDENT IAL 
gy -2- 790, SEPTEMBER 28, 4 P.M. FROM GENEVA. : 


STUDENTS IN US, WELCOMED STATEMENT THEY WILLING GIVE CON- 
SIDERATION SUGGESTIONS ON IMPLEMENTATION, POINTED OUT MY 
REPEATED QUESTIONS THIS REGARD, REPEATED THEM AND ALSO RE- 
FRAMED AS SUGGESTIONS ASKING FOR SPECIFIC REPLIES, IN REFERRING 
STATEMENT ON THREATS SAID | COULD NOT UNDERSTAND HOw MY 
QUESTIONS ON IMPLEMENTATION COULD BE INTERPRETED AS THREATS, 
HE COULD BE CERTAIN WE WOULD NOT RESPOND TO THREATS, PRC 
SHOULD BE ABSOLUTELY CLEAR WE NOT WILLING TRADE FATE RE- 
MAINING FERSONS FOR POLITICAL CONCESSIONS. THREE WEEKS 
SINCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND NOT ONE OF 19 YET RELEASED, 
OUR CONCERN INCREASES WITH PASSAGE OF TiME NO INFORMATION 
ON THIS VITAL POINT, ONLY PROMPT FULL AND FAITHFUL IMPLE- 
MENTATION ANNOUNCEMENT CAN DISPOSE AGENDA ITEM ONE, ONLY 
IMPLEMENTATION WORDS OF ANNOUNCEMENT CAN DISPOSE OF PROBLEM 
RETURN OF AMERICANS, UNTIL THIS ACCOMPLISHED FIRST ITEM OF 
AGENDA REMAINS FIRST ORDER OF BUSINESS, HAVE RETURNED TO 

T TODAY AND WILL CONTINUE TO RETURN TO IT AS LONG AS 
QUESTIONS REMAIN, ” 





> t@ 
7) 
ait oe" 
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3. © THEN TOOK NOTE OF FACT 10 IMPRISONED AMERICANS ARRIVED 
iN HONG KONG AND SOME OF 12 HAD ALSO ARRIVED AND IN EXPECT-~ 
ATION PRC WILL ACT EXPEDITIOUSLY WITH REMAINING 19 AND 
FURTHER EFFORT DEMONSTRATE OUR DESIRE TALKS SHOULD PROGRESS, 
DES !RED DISCUSS WiTH HIM TODAY TOPICS WHICH WE SHOULD DIS- 
CUSS UNDER AGENDA ITEM TWO. REFERRED MY REJECTION OF HIGHER 
LEVEL MEETING AND PUT FORWARD TWO SUBJECTS "RENUNCIATION 
OF USE OF FORCE FOR ACHIEVEMENT NATIONAL OBJECTIVES" AND 
ACCOUNTING FOR US PERSONNEL". CONSIDER RENUNCIATION OF 
FORCE OF FUNDAMENTAL IMPORTANCE TO DISCUSSION AGENDA ITEM 
| TWO, SHOULD THEREFORE BE DISCUSSED BEFORE ECONOMIC EMBARGO, 
P THEREFORE SUGGESTED SUBJECTS IN ORDER OF (A) ACCCUNTING US 
PERSONNEL (8) RENUNCIATION OF FORCE AND (C) ECONOMIC EMBARGO. 
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4. IN REPLY WANG REITERATED PREVIOUS POINTS ON IMPULEMENTATION 

[AND THEN REFERRING MY SUGGESTION RENUNCIATION OF FORCE AS ' 
TOPIC READ SHORT PREPARED STATEMENT WHICH ‘WAS’LARGELY NON) 

SEQUITUR IN TERMS OF WHAT ! HAD SAID BUT REPEATED USUAL | 
COMMUNIST LINE "NOT WANTING WAR WITH US, PRC HAD RENOUNCE 
FORCE IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, TENSION IN FORMOSA STRAITS 
) CAUSED BY PRESENCE US FORCES" ETC. ALL THIS COULD BE RESOLVED 
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ONLY BY HIGHER LEVEL MEETING. EXPRESSED PUZZLEMENT BY WHAT 
| MEANT UNDER SUBJECT “ACCOUNTING FOR US PERSONNEL", SAID 
THOUGHT THIS TAKEN CARE OF UNDER AGENDA !TEM ONE. 


5. IN REPLY | RETURNED TO IMPLEMENTATION REPEATING MY QUESTIONS 
AND AGAIN ALSO REFRAMING AS SUGGESTIONS ASKING FOR REPLY 

NEXT MEETING. THEN BRIEFLY DISCUSSED HIGHER LEVEL MEETING 
REPEATING PREVIOUS POSITION AND ADDING HIS PROPOSAL INDICATED 
PESSIMISM WHICH | DID NOT SHARE ON WHAT TWO OF US SHOULD BE 

ABLE TO ACCOMPLISH. POINTED OUT | HAD PRESENTED OUR TWO 

ITEMS IN AS NEUTRAL TERMS AS POSSIBLE AND WOULD BE PREPARED 
SUBSEQUENTLY DISCUSS THEM. 


6. HE THEN STATED PREPARED TO CONTINUE DISCUSSION NEXT 
MEETING BUT WANTED TO MAKE CLEAR HAD NOT COMMITTED HIMSELF 
ON SUBJECTS OR THEIR ORDER. | AGREED AND HE ACCEPTED MY 
PROPOSAL FOR WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 5 FOR NEXT MEETING. 


7. HE TRIED HARD OBTAIN PRESS COMMUNIQUE OMITTING REFERENCE 
TO DISCUSSION IMPLEMENTATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT BUT WE 
FINALLY AGREED UPON COMMUNIQUE IDENTICAL WITH THAT OF LAST 
MEETING. HE SAID WOULD NOT REGARD THIS AS PRECEDENT. FOR 
COMMUN! QUE NEXT MEETING. 


GOWEN 


BD 
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LIMITED DISTRIBUTION 
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yrame of orficer -— 


mareetion to MGs A< 
1. TODAY'S MEETING LEFT SITUATION IN VERY SATI$FACTORILY 
CONFUSED STATE WITH RESPECT AGENDA ITEM TWO WHICH SHOULD PROVIDE 
CONSIDERABLE SCOPE FOR FURTHER DISCUSSION. WANG WAS NOT PREPARED 
FOR TYPE OF APPROACH | MADE TO SUBJECT AND WAS OBVIOUSLY CONFUSED 
AS TO WHAT | MEANT BY ITEM ON "ACCOUNTING FOR US PERSONNEL." 


(PART OF DIFFICULT WAS THERE IS NO SATISFACTORY CHINESE TERM 
FOR "ACCOUNTING" IN SENSE WE HAVE USED ITTHERE.) 


of the United States 


G¢SG¢8z-6/2S6°119 


@. IN ABSENCE DECISION ON OUR PART CONCERNING FORM OF 
PRESENTATION THIS SUBJECT | AVOIDED ANY EFFORT ENLIGHTEN HIM 
WHICH WOULD HAVE REQUIRED MY ENTERING INTO SUBSTANTIVE ASPECTS. 

| SIMPLY SAID IT WAS QUITE DIFFERENT FROM WHAT WE HAD BEEN 
DISCUSSING UNDER AGENDA ITEM ONE ANDHE DID NOT PRESS ME FURTHER. ~ 
HOWEVER, BY NEXT MEETING HE WILL BE CERTAIN TO HAVE CONNECTED 


THIS WITH OUR PREVIOUS PUBLIC STATEMENTS ON SUBJECT AND BE 
PREPARED TO HANDLE. 


- 
m7 
Ww 
43. HE WAS PREPARED TO HANDLE STATEMENT FROM ME ON RENUNCIATION 
OF FQRCE WHICH INCLUDED AN ATTACK ON CHICOM POLICIES, WAS = 


SOMEWHAT NONPLUSSED THAT | DID NOT MAKE ANY SUCH STATEMENT 
| FELT HE HAD TO SAY SOMETHING. 


Vd 
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4. AS SIDELIGHT NCNA CORRESPONDENT TOLD OTHER CORRESPONDENTS 
WHILE MEETING WAS GOING ON THAT "IF THERE WAS NO PROGRESS" 
CHICOMS WOULD, HAVE PUBLIC STATEMENT ANDUUS WOULD PROBABLY ALSO 
HAVE ONE. THUS APPEARS THEY WERE FULLY PREPARED FOR PUBLIC 
DEBATE ALTHOUGH PROBSB!.Y NOT BREAK AND WERE FORESTALLED BY 

OM THETIC. re phages pen be 
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5e WILL SUBSQUENTLY SUBMIT RECOMMENDATIONS FOR HANDLING 
NEXT MEETING. 
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NOTE: ADVANCE COPY TO MR. MCCONAUGHY (CA) 12:30 P.M. 
9/28/55 cWO/FED. 
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ee 


1. | AM STRONGLY OPPOSED TO GENERAL APPROACH AS WELL AS 

ENTIRE TONE OF DRAFT STATEMENT CONTAINED DEPTEL 790. IT MIGHT 

BE USEFUL AS PUBLIC PROPAGANDA DOCUMENT, 1! MIGHT WELL USE 

SOME OF THE MATERIAL IT CONTAINS IN THE: GIVE AND TAKE OF 

DEBATE, BUT AS AN INITIAL APPROACH TO SUBJECT IT CANNOT PRODUCE 
, ANY FAVOARBLE RESULTS. IT COULD ONLY RESULT IN A RETROGRESSION 

TO PANMUNJOM RHETORIC WHICH | HAVE THUS FAR BEEN SUCCESSFUL 


IN AVOIDING HERE AND PREJUDICE ATTAINMENT OF OUR OTHER 
OBJECTIVES IN THESE TALKS. : 





SS8c-6/2S6°1LI9 


of the United States 


2. AS SUGGESTED PARA 4 wre, ab IT SEEMS TO ME THAT TO BASE | a 
OUR APPROACH PRIMARILY ON IMPLEMENTATION OF ARMISTICE LOGICALLY — 
LEADS OPENING OTHER ASPECTS OF ARMISTICE AND STARTING US DOWN = 


A ROAD ON WHICH ARMISTICE TENDS BECOME BILATERAL PRC-US MATTER 
RATHER THAN UN MATTER. 
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3. SUBJECT IS AT BEST DIFFICULT HANDLE CONSTRUCTIVELY BUT IT om 
SEEMS TO ME THAT TYPE OF APPROACH | HAVE HAD IN MIND LESS 2 
SUBJECT TO FOREGOING DIFFICULTIES. WE KNOW SOME OF 450 AS WELL | 

"AS OTHERS SUBSEQUENTLY RELEASED AT PANMUNJOM WERE AT ONE TIME 
IN PRC, WE KNOW DOWNEY AND FECTEAU WERE PRODUCED AFTER LONG =Car 

MONTHS OF SILENCE, IT IS PERFECTLY NATURAL AND CLEARLY iy «| ee 

BILATERAL PRC-US MATTER TO ASK WHETHER ANY OF 450 ARE NOW 


TERRITORY UNDER THEIR CONTROL OR WHETHER THEY KNOW ANYTHIN 
ABOUT THEM. 


To) 
ol 
wo 
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LIMITED DISTRIBUTION FROM JOHNSON Direction to DC/R . 
1. I feel statement on renunciation of force contained 

DEPTEL 789 is truly outstanding and if Department agrees 

would like hand Wang copy when it is made. 


2. Presume Department recognizes that in context at moment 
reference to "other matters’ in last sentence will insofar 
as PRC concerned suggest economic embargo. While we have 
' rejected discussion higher level meeting it may nevertheless 
carry some implication in this regard as well. Am not suggest- 
ing any change but only pointing out implication I believe 
Statement will carry for PRC. 
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of the United States 


3. Depending on outcome our discussion on order subjects 
under agenda item two first portion first sentence last 
paragraph might require slight revision. 


4, Although I will subsequently submit suggestions on 
handling next meeting my present inclination is to take 
advantage of any opportunity I might have at that meeting 
to make this statement in context of supporting priority 
tor discussion thig -8Subd ject. 


5. For my background only would appreciate being info ed _ | x 
whether Tepartarct envisions suggested assurances wm 7 UR ‘ 
follow pattern opt ouvis fons suggested | a RY > ie. 
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1. AT 18TH MEETING LASTING ONE HOUR 20 MINUTES TODAY 

W'NG OPENED WITH LONG, PREPARED STATEMENT. HE SAID THAT AFTER 
REACHING AGREEMENT ON FIRST ITEM OF AGENDA MORE THAN HALF 
MONTH HAD PASSED. IN ACCORDANCE WITH SUGGESTION OUR SIDE HE 
HAD TABLED TWO SUBJECTS FOR DISCUSSION UNDER AGENDA ITEM TWO: 
1) QUESTION OF EMBARGO; 2) PREPARATIONS FOR SINO-AMERICAN 
NEGOTIATIONS AT A HIGHER LEVEL. HOWEVER, OUR SIDE WAS STILL 
TENTANGLING™ TALKS ON AGENDA ITEM ONE. WE HAD FAILED PRESENT 
OUR POSITION ON HIS POINTS AND ALSO FAILED PRESENT OUR 
CONCRETE VIEWS ON SUBJECTS TO BE DISCUSSED UNDER "PRACTICAL 


MATTERS." THIS POSITION OF OURS HE CONSIDERED ENTIRELY UN- 
SATISFACTORY. 
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2. HE SAID | HAD MENTIONED AT LAST MEETING PROVISION IN 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT THAT OUR GOVERNMENTS WOULD "ADOPT APPROPRIATE 
MEASURES" TO ENABLE PERSONS RETURN THEIR COUNTRIES. 1! HAD 
) ALSO RAISED QUESTION THOSE AMERICANS WHO HAD VIOLATED L/WS IN 
CHINA. | HAD EXPRESSED HOPE HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD ACT PROMPTLY 
> TO IMPLEMENT THIS PROVISION SO THAT WE COULD IN OUR TALKS —™ 
Ponce PROMPTLY UPON DISCUSSION AGENDA ITEM TWO. HAD | HEA se 


Vd 


Ni IMPLY BY THESE STATEMENTS THAT ONLY WHEN ALL AMERICANS HAD BEE | 
ire RELEASED WOULD WE DISCUSS AND SETTLE THE QUESTIONS UNDER iT 
WO? IF THIS WERE SO, HIS SIDE COULD NOT AGREE TO IT. IN QRSCUSS 
ON RETURN OF CIVILIANS HE HAD REPEATEDLY STATED THAT Saas 
Ag AMERICANS MUST BE DEALT WITH INDIVIDUALLY AND IN ACCORDANCE 


WITH CHINESE 
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WITH CHINESE JURIDICAL PROCESSES TAKING INTO ACCOUNT THE 
SERIOUSNESS OF THE INDIVIDUAL OFFENSES. ONLY IN A STATE OF 
IMPROVED RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES COULD HIS GOVERNMENT 
MAKE ITS LENIENT POLICY TOWARD THE LAW-BREAKING AMERICANS MORE 
LENIENT. HE HAD MADE THESE STATEMENTS FORMALLY AND THEY WERE 

IN THE RECORD OF MEETING AND ONLY AFTER THEY HAD BEEN MADE WAS 
AGREEMENT REACHED ON AGENDA ITEM ONE. FURTHERMORE, DURING 

THE DISCUSSION | HAD "DEMANDED" RELEASE OF ALL AMERICANS IN 

CHINA WITHIN SPECIFIED TIME. HE HAD CATEGORICALLY REJECTED 

TH1S DEMAND AS INFRINGEMENT ON CHINA'S SOVEREIGNTY, THIS HAD 


BEEN FORMALLY ENTERED IN RECORD OF MEETING, AND ONLY AFTER 
THAT HAD AGREEMENT BEEN REACHED, 


3 HE SAID NOW AGREEMENT HAD BEEN REACHED AND NO USE TO GO 
BACK OVER THAT DISCUSSION. HIS SIDE WOULD FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENT 
AGREEMENT. BUT-TO USE IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
AS EXCUSE TO OBSTRUCT DISCUSSION AND SETTLEMENT OF PRACTICAL 
MATTERS UNDER AGENDA ITEM TWO WOULD NOT RESULT IN ANY GOOD, 

BUT RATHER DO HARM. PEOPLES REPUBLIC OF CHINA WAS NOT GOING 


TO BE BROUGHT INTO SUBMISSION BY WHATEVER THREAT WE MIGHT 
MAKE . 


4. AGREEMENT ON ITEM ONE HAD BEEN REACHED AND AT THAT TIME 

HE HAD PROVIDED SPECIFIC INFORMATION ON AMERICANS WHO WOULD BE 
PERMITTED TO LEAVE AND ON LAW VIOLATORS WHOSE CASES HAD BEEN 
REVIEWED. THOSE AMERICANS PERMITTED TO DEPART HAD PERSONAL 
AFFAIRS TO ATTEND TO AND THEY COULD LEAVE AT THEIR DISCRETION, 
AS SOME HAD ALREADY LEFT. ALL 10 WHO HAD VIOLATED LAWS AND 
WERE TO HAVE BEEN SENT OUT OF THE COUNTRY HAD LEFT. SINCE 
BEGINNING OF TALKS 33 AMERICANS HAD RETURNED OR WERE GOING TO 
RETURN AS RESULT ACTION HIS SIDE. REMAINING HANDFUL AMERICANS 
WHO HAD VIOLATED LAWS WOULD HAVE THEIR CASES REVIEWED IN LIGHT 
OF AGREEMENT AND WITHIN FRAMEWORK OF CHINESE JURIDICAL PROCEDURE. 
RESULTS OF REVIEW THEIR CASES WOULD BE GIVEN UK. 


5. HE CONTINUED 
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5» HE CONTINUED THAT THERE WAS NO JUSTIFICAION FOR ENTANGLING 
TALKS OVER QUESTION CHINESE IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREEMENT. ON 
CONTRARY OUR SIDE SHOULD MAKE ACTIVE EFFORTS IMPLEMENT AGREEMENT. 
DURING TALKS | HAD GIVEN HIM NAMES 76 CHINESE WHO HAD APPLIED 
DEPART US BUT NOT PERMITTED DO SO. 42 OF THESE HAD NOT YET 
RETURNED. ALTHOUGH OUR SIDE HAD SAID ALL RESTRICTIONS REMOVED, 
NEVERTHELESS HE KNEW OF NO ONE ELSE WHO HAD LEFT US TO RETURN 

TO CHINA EXCEPT TSIEN. | HAD SAID BETWEEN JULY 11 AND SEPTEMBER 
21, 380 CHINESE LEFT US, BUT | HAD FAILED SUBMIT LIST OF NAMES 

SO PRC HAD NO MEANS MAKING CHECK. I! HAD ADMITTED CHINESE STUDENTS 
AFRAID APPLY | AND NS FOR PERMISSION LEAVE US BECAUSE FEARED 
BEING REJECTED. EVIDENTLY MANY CHINESE STILL DO NOT HAVE COURAGE 
APPLY TO DEPART BECAUSE OF LONG PERIOD THREATS AND INTIMIDATION. 
PRC HAD GREAT NUMBER OF NATIONALS IN US AND WHETHER THEY 

COULD EXERCISE RIGHT TO RETURN WOULD BE TEST WHETHER US 
FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENTING AGREEMENT. UP TO NOW PRC HAD NOT 

SEEN ANY ACTUAL OUTCOME FROM ALL MY STATEMENTS. 


6. HE SAID | WAS STILL TRYING ENTANGLE TALKS ON FIRST ITEM 
AND HAMPER DISCUSSION OF SECOND ITEM. FRANKLY, SUCH AN APPROACH 
IMPAIRED IMPROVEMENT OF SINO-AMERICAN RELATIONS AND WAS BOUND 


TO HAVE BAD EFFECT ON LENIENT WAY PRC SOLVING PROBLEM REMAINING 
AMERICANS. 


{+ HE SAID | HAD RAISED DETAILED QUESTIONS LAST MEETING ON 
FUNCTIONS OF THIRD POWERS UNDER AGREEMENT. THESE FUNCTIONS WERE 
CLEARLY SET FORTH IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, BUT IF | WISHED PUT 
FORWARD SPECIFIC OPINIONS ON DETAILS OF FUNCTIONS, AND IF 
OPINIONS REASONABLE, HE WOULD CONSIDER THEM. HE SUGGESTED 

THAT SUCH SPECIFIC OPINIONS ON IMPLEMENTATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
BE RESERVED FOR MEETING OF ASSISTANTS SO AS NOT TO INTERFERE 
WITH DISCUSSION SECOND ITEM IN THESE TALKS. PEOPLE IN ALL 
COUNTRIES IN WORLD UNANIMOUSLY CALLED FOR DISCUSSION SECOND 

ITEM AGENDA IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING AGREEMENT ON FIRST THEREBY 
CONTRIBUTING TO EASING TENSIONS AND IMPROVING RELATIONS BETWEEN 
TWO COUNTRIES. HE HAD PUT FORWARD TWO SUBJECTS FOR DISCUSSION: 


LIFTING OF 
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LIFTING OF EMBARGO WAS DEMAND VOICED BY MANY COUNTRIES, AND 
~PREPARATION FOR SINO-AMERICAN NEGOTIATIONS AT HIGER LEVEL 

WAS DESIRED BY PEOPLE MANY COUNTRIES AS WELL AS BY HIGH OFFICIALS 
OF US. HE HOPED WE COULD ENTER UPON DISCUSSION THESE PROBLEMS 
WITHOUT DELAY AND HE WOULD BE GLAD TO HEAR ANY POSITIVE 

VIEWS | MIGHT PUT FORWARD ON AGENDA ITEM TWO. 








S. | REPLIED | PLEASED NOTE.HIS STATEMENT HE WOULD CONSIDER 

ANY SPECIFIC OPINION WE WISHED PUT FORWARD REGARDING IMPLEMENTATION 
ANNOUNCEMENT. IN PREVIOUS MEETINGS | HAD PUT FORWARD A FEW 
SIMPLE QUESTIONS ON IMPLEMENTATION WH!ICH CARRIED WITH THEM CLEAR 
IMPLICATION OF SUGGESTIONS. | DID NOT WANT ANY IMORE THAN HE 

DID TO SPEND OUR TIME ON THESE SUBJECTS AND | DID NOT THINK WE 
NEED DO SO. QUESTIONS | HAD PREVIOULSY ASKED WERE SIMPLE AND 
STRAIGHTFORWARD AND THEY REQUIRED ONLY SIMPLE AND STRAIGHT- 
FORWARD ANSWERS. UNLESS WE WERE WILLING TO KEEP EACH OTHER FULLY 
AND FRANKLY INFORMED ON STEPS OUR GOVERNMENTS HAD TAKEN 

IT WAS GOING TO BE VERY DIFFICULT TO DISCUSS SUCCESSFULLY 

OTHER MATTERS. | THOUGHT THESE MATTERS TOO IMPORTANT TO BE 
REFERRED TO OUR ASSISTANTS, BUT HOPED WE COULD QUICKLY 

COMPLETE THEIR DISCUSSION BETWEEN THE TWO OF US. 


9. | SAID HE HAD MENTIONED CERTAIN MATTERS REGARDING OUR 
IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT UPON WHICH | WISHED 

TO COMMENT BRIEFLY. HE SAID | HAD ADMITTED STUDENTS IN US 
AFRAID MAKE APPLICATION TO DEPART. | COULD NOT IMAGINE 

WHAT STATEMENT | HAD MADE WHICH COULD BE SO INTERPRETED AND | 
REJECTED THAT IMPLICATION FROM ANY STATEMENTS | MAY HAVE MADE. 
HE STATED SOME STUDENTS DID NOT HAVE COURAGE NOW APPLY DEPART 
BUT | COULD NOT SEE WHAT HE REFFERED TO, BECAUSE IT WAS NOT 
NECESSARY FOR THEM TO MAKE APPLICATON TO ANY GOVERNMENT AGENCY 
TO DEPART. IN ADDITION, ARRANGEMENT WITH INDIAN GOVERNMENT 

IN FULL EFFECT AND ANY STUDENT HAD FULL RIGHT COMMUNICATE 

WITH EMBASSY GOI IF HE THOUGHT HIS RIGHT DEPART BEING INTERFERED 
WITH. HE HAD SPOKEN OF LIST | GAVE HIM OF 76.CH!INESE AGAINST 
WHOM RESTRAINING ORDERS HAD BEEN LISTED AND SAID 42 OF 76 

NOT YET RETURNED. | DID NOT KNOW OF ANY CHINESE IN US WHO 


DESIRED TO 
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DESIRED TO RETURN WHO WAS NOW PREVENTED FROM DOING SO. | 

HAD NO INFORMATION WHETHER ANY OF 42 HAD POSTPONED THEIR 
DEPARTURE OR HAD CHANGED THEIR MINDS. MAYBE, AS HAD BEEN SAID 
IN NCNA BROADCAST SEPTEMBER 20, SOME THESE CHINESE WANTED 
POSTPONE DEPARTURE IN ORDER COMPLETE WORK OR STUDIES IN US. 
WHATEVER REASON, BASIC FACT WAS CHINESE IN US FREE TO DO WHAT 
THEY WISHED. IF THERE WERE OTHER ASPECTS OUR IMPLEMENTATION OF 


ANNOUNCEMENT HE WISHED DISCUSS | WOULD CERTAINLY BE GLAD DISCUSS 
WITH HIM. 





10. | SAID ONE QUESTION | HAD RAISED PREVIOUS MEETING 
CONCERNED ABILITY AMERICANS IMPRISONED TO LEARN OF TERMS AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. | HAD UNDERTOOD FROM HIM THERE WERE ARRANGEMENTS 
FOR READING AND TRANSLATING NEWSPAPERS TO PERSONS IN PRISON 

AND THAT THEY WOULD THUS LEARN OF TERMS OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
| ASKED SIMPLY FOR CONFIRMATION THAT THIS HAD BEEN DONE. MY 
CONCERN THIS REGARD HAD INCREASED BECAUSE LEARNED MOST AMERICANS 
RECENTLY RELEASED EITHER DID NOT HEAR ABOUT OR RECEIVED ONLY 
FRAGMENTARY ACCOUNT OF. TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. ONE AMERICAN 
RECENTLY RELEASED WHO HAD HEARD OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WAS REFUSED 
HIS REQUEST SEE FULL TEXT. THEREFORE, FRAMING MATTER IN 

TERMS HE HAD SUGGESTED THIS MORNING, | WiSHED SUGGEST HIS 
GOVERNMENT CONFIRM TO ME WHETHER OR NOT IN FACT EACH INDIVIDUAL 
AMERICAN IN PRISON HAD BEEN FULLY AND SPECIFICALLY INFORMED 

OF TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
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11. | SAID ANOTHER QUESTION | HAD RAISED WAS SIMPLY WHETHER 
AMERICANS WOULD BE PERMITTED TO COMMUNICATE WITH OR OTHERWISE 
- HAVE ACCESS TO UK CHARGE, AND PARTICULARLY IF HE WOULD BE ABLE 
INTERVIEW THEM IN ACCORDANCE WITH TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
IF MY GOVERNMENT WANTED FACTS IN CASE INVESTIGATED. AGAIN 
FRAMING THIS QUESTION AS SPECIFIC SUGGESTION IN ACCORDANCE 
HIS PROPOSAL, | WANTED SPECIFICALLY ASK THAT THIS BE DONE. 
| HAD HOPED AT THIS MEETING HE WOULD GIVE ME SPECIFIC ANSWERS 
TO THESE TWO QUESTIONS WHICH WERE PERFECTLY SIMPLE AND 
Z STRAIGHTFORWARD. 
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12. 1 SAID MOST IMPORTANT OF ALL | WISHED ASK AGAIN WHAT 
STEPS HIS GOVERNMENT TAKEN TO ENABLE REMAINING 19 IMPRISONED 
AMERICANS EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT RETURN. HE HAD 
SAID HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD NOT BE FORCED INTO TAKING ACTION 

BY MEANS OF THREATS. | DID NOT UNDERSTAND WHY HE INTERPRETED 
MY STATEMENT ON THIS MATTER AS THREAT. 1! HAD NOT DURING 
THESE TALKS EVER MADE ANY THREAT AND | DID NOT INTEND TO DO SO. 
CERTAIN STATEMENTS HAD BEEN MADE IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND | 
WAS MERELY ASKING FOR INFORMATION ON HOW THEY WERE BEING 
IMPLEMENTED. EQUALLY, HE COULD BE CERTAIN THAT | WOULD NOT 
RESPOND TO THREATS. | HAD MADE CLEAR AND WANTED TO REPEAT, 

| WAS NOT WILLING TRADE FATE THESE PERSONS IN PRISON FOR 
POLITICAL CONCESSIONS ON OUR PART. | WANTED MAKE ENTIRELY 
CLEAR THAT ANY THOUGHT ON PART HIS GOVERNMENT OF DELAYING 
RELEASE THESE PRISONERS IN ORDER OBTAIN POLITICAL CONCESSIONS 
WAS DOOMED TO FAILURE. 


13. ADDED THAT_| HAD NEVER SAID THAT ONLY WHEN ALL 











AMERICANS WERE RELEASED WOULD | ENTER INTO DISCUSSION AGENDA 
TEM TWO; | MERELY ASKED HOW AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WAS BETNG 


IMPLEMENTED. IT SEEMED TO ME THAT DELAY BY HIS GOVERNMENT 

IN IMPLEMENTAING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WITH RESPECT RELEASE THESE 
AMERICANS WAS INEVITABLY ENTANGLING THESE TWO SUBJECTS. 

THERE CERTAINLY WAS NO INTENT OR DESIRE ON MY PART TO ENTANGLE 
THEM. NEARLY THREE WEEKS HAD PASSED SINCE ANNOUNCEMENT ISSUED 
AND NOT ONE OF REMAINING 19 PERSONS HAD BEEN RELEASED. 

IT WAS PERFECTLY NATURAL MY GOVERNMENT'S CONCERN INCREASED 
WITH PASSAGE OF TIME AND NO INFORMATION ON THIS VITAL POINT. 


14, | SAID ONLY PROMPT, FULL AND FAITHFUL IMPLEMENTATION 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT COULD DISPOSE OF AGENDA ITEM ONE. SELF 
EYIDENT THAT WORDS OF ANNOUNCEMENT IN THEMSELVES DISPOSE OF 
NOTHING. ONLY IMPLEMENTATION OF WORDS IN ANNOUNCEMENT COULD 
DISPOSE OF PROBLEM RETURN OF AMERICANS. UNTIL THIS 
ACCOMPLISHED | HAD TO CONTINUE CONSIDER THAT FIRST ITEM AGENDA 
REMAINED OUR FIRST ORDER OF BUSINESS. | HAD RETURNED TO IT AND 
WOULD CONTINUE RETURN TO IT AS LONG AS THEIR REMAINED QUESTION 


WITH 
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WITH RESPECT IMPLEMENTATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


15. %§ SAID | HAD, HOWEVER, TAKEN NOTE OF FACT THAT 10 
AMERICANS WHOSE RELEASE HE INFORMED ME OF SEPTEMBER 10 HAD 
ARRIVED HONG KCNG AND THAT SOME OF 12 AMERICANS WHOSE EXIT 
PERMITS HE HAD PROMISED HAD ALSO DEPARTED. THEREFORE, IN 
EXPECTATION HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD ACT EXPEDITIOUSLY ON REMAINING 
19 AMERICANS AND THUS DISPOSE OF AGENDA ITEM ONE, AND IN FURTHER 
EFFORT DEMONSTRATE MY GOVERNMENT'S EARNEST DESIRE THESE TALKS 
SHOULD PROGRESS | DESIRED TODAY TO DISCUSS WITH HIM TOPICS 

WE SHOULD DISCUSS UNDER AGENDA ITEM TWO. 


16. | SAID HE HAD PROPOSED TO SUBJECTS ONE OF WHICH MY 
GOVERNMENT CONSIDERED PROCEDURAL MATTER WHICH COULD NOT BE 
CONSIDERED PRACTICAL MATTER AT ISSUE BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES. 
MY GOVERNMENT DESIRED PUT FORWARD TWO SUBJECTS: ONE WAS 
"RENUNCATION OF USE OF FORCE FOR ACHIEVEMENT OF NATIONAL 
OBJECTIVES" AND OTHER WAS "ACCOUNTING FOR US PERSONNEL." 


17- WANG ASKED FOR REPETITION SUBJECT HEADINGS AND THEN ASKED 
WHAT WE HAD IN MIND UNDER SECOND HEADING. 


18. | REPLIED WE WOULD GET TO THAT WHEN WE DISCUSSED THE 

TOPIC. | THEN CONTINUED BY SAYING MY GOVERNMENT CONS!IDERED 
SUBJECT OF RENUNCIATION FORCE OF FUNDAMENTAL IMPORTANCE TO OUR 
DISCUSSIONS UNDER AGENDA ITEM TWO AND THAT THIS SUBJECT SHOULD 
THEREFORE BE DISCUSSED BEFORE SUBJECT HE TERMED ECONOMIC EMBARGO. 
| SUGGESTED WE AGREE TO DISCUSS SUBJECTS EACH HAD RAISED IN 
FOLLOWING ORDER: (A) ACCOUNTING FOR US PERSONNEL, (B) 
RENUNCIATION USE OF FORCE FOR ACHIEVEMENT NATIONAL OBJECTIVES, 
AND (C) ECONOMIC EMBARGO. 


19. WANG REPLIED HE HAD MADE IT CLEAR MANY TIMES HIS SIDE 
WILLING IMPLEMENT FAITHFULLY AGREEMENT UNDER AGENDA ITEM ONE AND 
HIS SIDE CERTAINLY WOULD DO THINGS ACCORDING TO AGREEMENT. 
IT PROVIDED THAT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SHOULD BE GIVEN WIDE 
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PUBLICITY, OBJECT OF WHICH WAS TO INFORM EVERYONE ABOUT IT, 

AND PRC WAS GIVING WIDE PUBLICITY IN THIS MANNER, IF 1! HAD 
CONCRETE OPINIONS ON AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, PROVIDED THEY WERE 
REASONABLE, HE SUGGESTED ASSISTANTS BOTH SIDES HOLD MEETING 

TO DISCUSS THEM. IN PAST US HAD TAKEN STEPS DETAIN AND OBSTRUCT 
DEPARTURE CHINESE STUDENTS AND THESE MEASURES HAD LEFT’ DEEP 
IMPRESSION ON MINDS OF STUDENTS. THERFORE, IN FUTURE NECESSARY 
US IN FACT FAITHFULY IMPLEMENT PROVISIONS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 

SO THAT THESE PERSONS COULD IN FACT FREELY RETURN TO HOMELAND, 
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20. WANG SAID HE HAD CLEARLY STATED MANY TIMES PRINCIPLES 
GOVERNING HANDLING BY HIS GOVERNMENT OF CASES 19 AMERICANS WHO 
HAD COMMITTED CRIMES. IF US GOVERNMENT REFUSED RESPECT CHINESE 
LAW AND INSISTED ON UNCONDITIONAL RETURN THESE PERSONS THIS 
IDEA DOOMED FAILURE AND WOULD NEVER SUCCEED. 


21. THEN REFERRING FREQUENTLY TO PREPARED STATEMENT WANG 

SAID TOPIC HE SUGGESTED ON PREPARATIONS FOR HIGHER MEETING 

AS NOT PROCEDURAL MATTER RB MOST IMPORTANT MATTER © 

SUBST RELA?'I Oi IES. HE COULD NOT AGREE 
' | TO_REMOVAL OF SUBJECT FROM AGENDA. ARDING OUR PROPOSAL ON 

SO-CALLED RENUNCIATION OF FORCE HE SAID HIS GOVERNMENT FULLY 
ENDORSED PRINCIPLE NO RECOURSE TO FORCE OR THREAT OF FORCE 
IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS. CHINA DID NOT INTEND TO RESORT . 
TO FORCE AGAINST US OR ANY OTHER STATE. STATE OF TENSION IN 
TAIWAN AREA WAS NOT AT ALL CAUSED BY CHINESE THREAT US FORCE 
AGAINST US. TENSION ON CONTRARY WAS CAUSED BY US USE FORCE 
AGAINST CHINESE TERRITORY OF TAIWAN. THEREFORE, IN LINE WITH 
THE PRINCIPLE OF NON-RECOURSE TO FORCE THE POINT IN QUESTION WAS 
NOT ONE TO BE SOLVED BY DECLARATION BY CHINESE NOT TO USE FORCE 
AGAINST ITS OWN TERRITORY, BUT RATHER BY REMOVAL OF US FORCES 
FROM CHINESE TERRITORY, CHINA HAD NOT MADE WITHDRAWAL OF 
AMERICAN FORCES FROM TAIWAN A PREREQUESITE FOR SINO-AMERICAN 
CONVERSATIONS ON EASING TENSIONS IN TAIWAN AREA AS THAT WOULD 
HAVE BLOCKED EFFORTS TO HAVE NEGOTIATIONS; 
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22. HE SAID HE DID NOT DENY THAT TENSE SITUATION IN TAIWAN 
AREA MIGHT LEAD TO EXTREMELY GRAVE DANGER OF CONFLICT BETWEEN : 
CHINA AND US. IT WAS PRECISELY FOR THIS REASON HE HAD PROPOSED ae 
THAT OUR TALKS SHOULD MAKE PREPARATIONS FOR CONVENING CONFERENCE #2 


- AT HIGHER 
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AT HIGHER LEVEL. MAJOR PROBLEM OF EASING AND LIMITING TENSION 
BETWEEN CHINA AND THE US SHOULD BE DISCUSSED AT HIGHER LEVEL. 
IN THIS CONFERENCE AT HIGHER LEVEL BOTH SIDES SHOULD RAISE 
QUESTIONS WHICH COULD BE DISCUSSED TO EASE TENSIONS IN TAIWAN 
AREA. 


23. WANG.SAID MY SECOND SUBJECT OF "ACCOUNTING FOR US 
PERSONNEL" HAD BEEN DEALT WITH UNDER AGENDA ITEM ONE AND, 
THERFORE, THERE WAS NO POINT IN RAISING AGAIN SO-CALLED 
ACCOUNTING FOR AMERICANS. MOREOVER, THEY HAD AT VERY BEGINING 
OF TALKS GIVEN FULL LIST OF ALL AMERICANS IN CHINA SO THERE 
WAS NO POINT AT ALL IN HAVING A CONTINUOUS ACCOUNTING ON 
AMERICANS IN CHINA, 


24. 1 SAID THAT | HAD PUT FORWARD WHAT HE HAD TERMED CONCRETE 
OPINIONS REGARDING THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE ANNOUNCEMENT. 
FIRST SUGGESTION | MADE WAS THAT HE SHOULD CONFIRM THAT 19 
REMAINING AMERICANS BE GIVEN FULL TEXT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT IN 
LANGUAGE THEY UNDERSTOOD. SECOND SUGGESTION WAS THAT WE BE 
ASSURED ARRANGEMENTS ESTABLISHED SO 19 COULD COMMUNICATE OR 
OTHERWISE HAVE ACCESS TO UK CHARGE. TH!RD SUGGESTION WAS THAT, 
IF IN ACCORDANCE TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT US WANTED FACTS 
INVESTIGATED, UK CHARGE WOULD BE PERMITTED INTERVIEW THESE 
AMERICANS WHO DESIRED RETURN. | HOPED AT NEXT MEETING HE 
COULD GIVE ME DEFINITE ANSWERS ON THESE SUGGESTIONS. | 
BELIEVED |T COULD BE DONE QUICKLY AND NEED NOT INVOLVE OUR 
ASSISTANTS. | ADDED IF HE HAD ANY SPECIFIC QUESTIONS OR 
SUGGESTIONS REGARDING US IMPLEMENTATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 

| CERTAINLY WOULD BE GLAD CONSIDER THEM. | HOPED HIS SUGGESTIONS 
WOULD BE CONCRETE AND SPECIF!IC, AS MINE HAD BEEN. 


25- | SAID | FOUND IT DIFFICULT UNDERSTAND HIS POSITION 
REGARDING DISCUSSION OF HIGHER LEVEL MEETING. 1! COULD NOT SEE 
HOW HIGHER LEVEL MEETING IN ITSELF WAS PRACTICAL MATTER 
BETWEEN OUR GOVERNMENTS. BOTH OUR GOVERNMENTS HAD AGREED TO 
HAVE THE TWO OF US MET HERE AS REPRESENTATIVES OF OUR 
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RESPECTIVE GOVERNMENTS TO DISCUSS "PRACTICAL MATTERS"AS 

SECOND PART OUR TALKS. IT SEEMED TO ME HIS SUGGESTION 

MEANT THAT WE HAD DECIDED, EVEN BEFORE WE HAD DISCUSSED THESE 
QUESTIONS, THAT IT WAS NOT POSSIBLE FOR US TO MAKE PROGRESS 
AND THEREFORE HIGHER LEVEL MEETING MUST BE CALLED. |! DID NOT 
SEE WHY WE NEEDED TO BE SO PESSIMISTIC. 1 HAD FAITH AND HOPE 
WHEN | CAME, AND | HOPED HE HAD SAME, THAT TWO OF US AS 
AMBASSADORS REPRESENTING OUR GOVERNMENTS WOULD BE ABLE TO MAKE 
PROGRESS THESE TWO QUESTIONS. | STILL HAD SUCH HOPE AND WOULD 
EARNESTLY STRIVE BEST MY ABILITY REALIZE THAT HOPE. QEUSTION 
HIGHER LEVEL MEETING COULD ARISE ONLY AFTER OR TALKS HERE HAD 
BEEN CONCLUDED. MY GOVERNMENT NOT PREPARED NOW TO DICUSS 

OR AGREE TO WHAT WOULD HAPPEN AFTER OUR MEETINGS HERE HAD 

BEEN COMPLETED. THEREFORE WE DID NOT AGREE HIGHER LEVEL METING 
WAS SUITABLE SUBJECT DISCUSSION ITEM TWO. 


26. | SAID | FRANKLY PUZZLED BY HIS STATEMENT ON MY SUGGESTION 
WE SHOULD INCLUDE RENUNCIATION OF FORCE AS A SUBJECT FOR 
DISCUSSION. | HAD NOT MADE DEMANDS ON HIS GOVERNMENT AND | 

HAD FRAMED SUBJECT FOR DISCUSSION IN JUST AS NEUTRAL TERMS 

AS | COULD. | SIMPLY WANTED CALL ATTENTION FACT SUBJECT FRAMED 
IN SOMEWHAT DIFFERENT MANNER THAN HE IMPLIED IN HIS STATEMENT. 

| SAID | EXPECTED HAVE MORE TO SAY THIS SUBJECT AT NEXT MEETING. 
SIMILARLY, | HAD TRIED TO FRAME SUBJECT OF ACCOUNTING FOR US 
PERSONNEL IN AS NEUTRAL A MANNER AS | COULD. WHAT | HAD IN 

MIND WAS ENTIRELY SEPARATE FROM WHAT WE HAD DISCUSSED UNDER 


AGENDA ITEM ONE. | WOULD BE PREPARED AT OUR NEXT MEETING TO 
DISCUSS !T WITH HIM IN DETAIL. 





















27. WANG SAID HE AGREED TO CONTINUE DISCUSSION THESE 

SUBJECTS AT NEXT MEETING. HE SAID THIS DID NOT MEAN HE AGREED 
TO INCLUSION THESE TWO SUBJECTS UNDER AGENDA ITEM TWO AND HE 
THOUGHT ORDER FOR DISCUSSION OF SUBJECTS STILL OPEN AND NO 
DEFINITE ARRANGEMENT MADE. 


28. | AGREED AND SUGGESTED MEETING WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 5. 


29. IN 
SECRET 














Cr) SECRET 


-4. 795, SEPTEMBER 28, 9 PM, FROM GENEVA (SECTION 2 OF 2) 


29. IN DISCUSSION OVER PRESS RELEASE WANG SUGGESTED 

STATEMENT ELIMINATING ALL MENTION IMPLEMENTATION AGREED . 
ANNOUNCEMENT AND SAYING SIMPLY WE DISCUSSED AGENDA ITEM TWO. 
WHEN | SAID 1T WOULD BE MORE APPROPRIATE USE SAME ANNOUNCEMENT 
USED LAST TIME, HE COUNTERED WITH SUGGESTION WE OMIT ALL 


REFERENCE TO SUBJECTS DISCUSSED AND SIMPLY STATE THAT WE dl 
AND GIVE DATE NEXT MEETING. 


ww wong 
ys” 






30. | STATED IF WE SAID ANYTHING DIFFERENT AT ALL IT WOULD 
AROUSE A GREAT DEAL OF PRESS SPECULATON WHICH WE BOTH 
WANTED TO REDUCE. IF WE USED PREVIOUS STATEMENT, NEWSPAPERS ° 





@ WOULD NOT SPECULATE, AND IT WAS ALSO A FACTUAL STATEMENT. 

© 

» 

: 31. WANG OBJECTED THAT IF WE WENT ON MAKING SAME STATEMANT 

2 PUBLIC WOULD THINK WE WERE MAKING NO- PROGRESS. 

< 

- _ 32. | SAID WE HAD MADE IDENTICAL STATEMENT AFTER EACH MEETING 
3) FOR 40 DAYS AND PUBLIC SAW EVENTUALLY WE HAD MADE PROGRESS. 

ye 

oO 


33. WANG AGREED TO USE SAME STATEMENT BUT ON CONDITION IT 
WOULD NOT BE PRECEDENT FOR USING IT AGA!N AFTER NEXT MEETING. 


Co 
34. 1 SAID WE COULD DISCUSS THAT AT END OF NEXTEMEET INL a 





Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


- = 

~ “S rm x 

> = Port = 

GWEN = Bo: 

so # ¢ 

AAL -— 
4 ul =. 

(#) OMISSION. CORRECTION TO FOLLOW. ry 4 = 


SECRET 
ee oe 





-—— ns —— —— rT ><a , a = 1. oS . . 
aati ieas Silp Knee OE 5 ee ttre nee A ae 
aes — vow, Ne PE ra al inde ” ae ayy g wit yh “ 






























FROM JOHNSON 


mins TELEGRAM =— Department of State” KEG |. 
. : aw s 
=. ohy 
9-29-55 Qa.m. %9 the 
25-L —_——_SECRET ee De ms: b B 
Action ContranaE5} 2S a 
FE Rec'd: September 28, 1955 73 os 
FROM: Geneva 8:23 p.m. aso | 
'nfo ‘ ee — 
. = 10: Secretary of State 1 a a 
- NO: 796, September 28, 10 p.m. Aoi if : 


Department's unnumbered NIACT September 28 correcting text> 
DEPTEL 798 not received until 5 p.m. Geneva time. As will 
be seen from report today's meeting (MYTEL 795 ragraph 6 
I used phraseolo _accounting | or personnel. oug 
T was bothered by omission of "military", there was no time : 
for confirmation. Believe I was successful in skirting ground 
subject and I can pick up matter at next meeting. \ 
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Action Office Symbol_.... a 
Name of Officer 


LIMITED DISTRIBUTION 


FROM JOHNSON Direction to Do/R 
1. Re paragraph 4 my telegram 793. Following is draft of /Lype 


of presentation I feel should be made on subject missing mplitary 
personnel. 


2. I desire to discuss with you today the question of what 
I have termed missing US military personnel. With respect to 
those missing from the Korean War there have been many.dis- 
cussions of the subject in the MAC. I have no desire or intent 
} to repeat or duplicate those discussions with which I assume 
_ you are fully familiar but only to discuss with you those aspects 
+ which clearly come within the category of s practical question 
between the two of us. | — 


SS82-6/S6° 119 


of the United States 
" 


i’ 


4 ° 
“« 
es 
"- 
- % 


3. I simply want to point out the fact the responsible leaders. 
of the forces on your side entered into an armistice agreement 
which clesrly provided that full and complete sccounting be 
provided on sll prisoners of war and deceased combatants of 
which they had knowledge. When the prisoner of war exchange was 
completed there remsined many hundreds of US personnel of the 
United Nations command who it was definitely known or there was 
_ solid reason to believe we at one time prisoners of your side 
but_who were not returned or otherwise accounted for. The , 
military suthorities of my country have by tremendous effort 
predue = accumulated information with Tegere to many of these 
ndividuals so that the number unaccounted for has been gradusall | 


reduced. in some few cases this information was obtained from 

your side or determined upon the basis of bodies returned b 

m your side. However, there remain about 450 persons on whom it U 
bes not been possible to obtain an irm info tion whatever > 

is concerning their fate or present wharesboute, There is no wa 
that the militery suthorities of my country can definitely inf tn 
the families of these men whether they are dead or alive or w a4 
their fete may have been. i Ww ? 


‘ if eo) 
eo 4. In many of these cases their names were st one time listed 


a —ss- prisoners we] 


, 

~*~ 
ast 
Poy 
t 

‘ Br’ 

y 

ie 
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of the United States 


as prisoners of war in publications in your country, the names 

Of others have in various connections been brosdcsest over your_ 
radio, some were actually identified 8s having spoken over the 
radio, some had et one time written Letters from prison cam ag 
and others were known and seen in prison camps by prisoners who 
were subsequently returned. ees 

















5. However, even more important from the standpoint of my dis- 
cussion with you, it is quite possible that some of these persons 
were taken into your country for it is definitely known from ~~ 
prisoners who were subsequently returned thet such movements 

did take place. Furthermore, there-have_been cases of Americans, 
not known to my government to be in your country, and later 
revesled by your government to be held there. 


— a 


7. I therefore, am giving you s list of the names of these. persons. 
with the request that your government conduct a thorough investigation 
to determine whether any of them are in your country or whether 

your government is in the possession of any information whatever 
concerning any of the persons listed. 


8. I am not unmindful of the fact that early in these talks 

you gave me 8 list of various categories of Americens in your 
country, but it is possible that some persons on this list may 

be considered by your suthorities to be in a different category or 
they may otherwise have information with regard to then. 


9. I 8m ofee gvang you 8 list of the names of the 11 Naval 
end Coast Guerd personnel lost off Swatow whom we discussed 
lest year in the hope that since thet time your suthorities 
may have obtsined some information with regard to these men. 


10. I do not ssk that you give me any reply with regerd to 


this matter todey but only that’in due course you inform me 
of the results of your government's investigstion. 


GOWEN 
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; NO: 798, SEPTEMBER 28, 11 P.M. a ae *3 
i Action Office f--% 1- 4 
LIMITED DISTRIBUTION Name of Officor _ : 


Direction to DC/Z~Z 
FROM JOHNSON | 


1. ONE OF QUESTIONS WE FACE FOR NEXT MEETING IS‘WHETHER 
BY THAT TIME THERE HAVE BEEN ANY RELEASES OF REMAINING 19 
AMERICANS AND WHAT WE DO IF THERE ARE NOT. LATER EVEN WILL OF 
COURSE REQUIRE VERY STRONG RENEWAL MY STRESS ON IMPLEMENTATION. 
IF ONE OR MORE RELEASED BEFORE NEXT MEETING PRESENTATION ON 
IMPLEMENTATION COULD BE MILDER AND COULD SHOW MORE DISPOSITON 
MOVE ON TO DISCUSSION TOPICS UNDER TIME TWO. 
| 2. IN ANY EVENT MAJOR SUBJECT WILL UNDOUBTEDLY CONTINUE BE 
HIS INSISTENCE ON INCLUSION HIGHER LEVEL MEETING. IT WILL OF 
| COURSE STICK TO OUR POSITION BUT WOULD APPRECIATE DEPARTMENT'S 


of the United States 


_,S88Z-6/26'119 


“~- 


SUGGESTIONS ON ANY FURTHER DEBATING PO!NTS IT FEELS ! MIGHT 
MAKE. CAN WITHOUT DIFFICULTY KEEP DISCUSSION GOING ON THIS 
SUBJECT FOR AT LEAST NEXT MEETING BUT WE SHOULD BE LOOKING 
AHEAD TO PROBABILITY DEADLOCK WILL DEVELOP OVER THIS POINT. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


3- AS STATED MY TELEGRAM 794 BELIEVE IT MAY BE USEFUL FOR ME MAKE 
Sy ET geal AT NEXT MEETING IF OPPORTUNITY 
oy DEVELOPS. BELIEVE THIS WOULD ASSIST IN KEEPING SITUATION 
r§ et FLUID WITHOUT GIVING AWAY ANYTHING TO CHICOMS, 
NS 


N 4, MY PRESENT PLAN 1S NOT TO GO INTO ANY DETAILED PRESENTATION = th 
\y MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL AT NEXT MEETING BUT ONLY TO TOU@ ie 
u ON IT AS REQUIRED TO SUPPORT ITS INCLUSION AS SUBJECT FOR 

DISCUSSION. = E 


a . —_ 


54 


5 HOPE DEPARTMENT WILL ASSURE | PROMPTLY RECEIVE ANY INFORMATION! ‘.. 4 
“  CHICOMS MAY GIVE O'NEILL ON RELEASES OR OTHER ASPECTS mermaiel. % 


” GOWEN 
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Letter No. 10 


& 1 Keedk Pet. 8 Do 


UNITED STATES RESIDENT DELEGATION 
AND CONSULATE GENERAL 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND 


September 29, 1955 


Dear Walter: 






Alex took off at 4: 
Prague. Since we had worked until 
off yesterday's telegrams, he was unable to wr 
usual weekly letter to you and asked me to get a 
note into the pouch in explanation. He expects to 
leave Prague for the return trip on Sunday, arriving 
here late Monday night. He hopes that you will 
repeat to him in Prague any important telegrams. 


Actually, there is nothing on the substance of 
the talks to be added to yesterday's telegrams. We 
tried to cover the situation as thoroughly as we could. 
The discussion is developing very much as anticipated 
and our principal worry at the moment, as pointed out 
in the telegrams, is how to prevent a complete dead- 
lock from arising over our refusal to admit the 
"higher level conference” as a subject for discussion. 


I am glad to know that arrangements are underway 
for bringing me back to Washington. This has been a 
most interesting and useful experience for me and I 
am, in some ways, reluctant to leave at this point. 
However, as we seem to be moving toward a one meeting 
a week schedule, there really is not enough work 
here to justify keeping two officers away from CA 
when you are so short-handed. 


Bob Ekvall was glad to know that you were consult- 
ing with Defense on trying to improve his position 
here. At the moment, his orders have expired and he 
is technically AWOL, so some action will have to be 
taken rather quickly. 


Doug 
Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, : 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State. 


SECRET 
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are, 


SECRET 
ons 


Doug and I have been reading with interest the 
despatches from Taipei and Hong Kong whicn you have 
been sending. We also appreciate the trouble you took 
in rounding up the collection of documents that we 
had asked you for. They will be helpful to usS as we 
move further into the next phase of the talks. 


Best regards, 


Rater N’ Clough 
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- DEPTEL 789. First ney draft, statement, on _Feumnodation 
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Lv "One of the practical matters for discussion between us is that 
rae) "Gis 
es uf us should renounce the use of force to.sshieve our policies when they 
{ 
oo conflict. The United States cn the Ta Gontronteach other with 9 Listens: 
~ +r ' + = 
os which are in certain respects incompatible.’ This fact need not, ovo 3 
-—- & 
ss monn armed conflict, and the most important single thing ve oan do r 
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o° of all to be sure that it will not lead to armed conflict.” aE 
® Amend final paragraph to read as follows: ~ layre “tv3,* 
— he ai , 
w ta nie snk, therefore, as 0 firet matter for Glomasion under Ite 
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I bope you heve @ good interlude at Prague and return refreshed to the 


Warmest regerds, 


Walter P. MoConsurhy 























Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 


' anal j 





. spirit and esserted admission PRC to UN essential for further easing 


be 
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SENT TO: Amconsul GENEVA 419 








FOR JOHNSON 
OIR review Chicom propaganda: 


Chicom propaganda on international subjects during week ending September | 




















gave only slight attention Geneva talks in contrast to previous weeks. Ge 
x 
tone comment on US appeared somewhat more hostile. US denounced for obstruct: 





Chicom admission to UN, violating Geneva spirit, seeking intensify cold war and 
continuing rely on “policy of strength." 

Regarding Geneva talks NCNA September 23 gave brief account of meetings 
stating that delegations had “exchanged views" regarding item two of agenda. 
NCNA announced September 24 that PRC had “approved” US invitation to UK. 

Taiwen issue given slight attention during past week. Ta Kung Pao, 
September 25, stated CPR willing to negotiate “international question" of 
Taiwan, but US “reluctant” to negotiate. NCNA September 25 reiterated familiam. 
charge US policy re Taiwan based on “aggressive principles” and represents Oo 
interference Chinese internal affairs. Liberation of Taiwan stressed as task = 
for Chinere youth at recent conference of Young Activists in Peiping. 6] 

Major ettention past week focussed following topics: 


1) UN menbership. People's Daily editorial September 24 accused US of 








“@ostructing" admission Communist China to UN, in “open violation” of Geneva s 
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Page TWO of telegram to__Aconsul GENEVA for JOHNSON 





CONFIDENTIAL 


Classification 





~ 


= 2) Dulles speech to UN (September 22). NCNA commentary September 25 interpreted 


F Sibsiidiaeit tension and solution mejor international problems. 





speech as indicating continued US reliance on “policy of strength"; accused US of 





; “departing from spirit of Geneva" and seeking intensify cold wer. Secretary's 





_ comments on Taiwan cited as evidence US policy still based on "principles of aggres- 
sion." Secretary's account Geneva talks criticized as deliberate effort “distort 


significance" of Chinese action in releasing 11 Americans. 


3) Japan-US relations. People's Daily editorials September 23 and 28 on 





Shigemitsu visit to US revived familiar theme that US seeking to remilitarize Japan 


and use Japan astase for “aggression.” Shigemitsu policy seen based on “making 


Chinn a hypothetical ezemy of Japan," and on complete subservience of Japan to US. 





of the United States 


a i. ll, Ae lle 


NCTA saw possibility Japanese troops would be sent abroad, to Korea or Taiwan. Also 
noted possibility of Japanese alliance with Taiwan and ROK commenting sucb action 


would ¢ evidence of "intended aggression" against PRC. 


4) East-West trade. People's Daily September 28 noted that easing of world 
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tensions had created new prospects for promotion of East-West trade; saw good 


prospects for development of trade between China and the West. Expreseed hope "se, 
Le 
that forthcoming Ministers Conference would adopt specific measures for removal p aes 


of “artificial barriers" to trade. 
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FOR — th, 73/5. 1655, 
Your 798.” Guidance for 19th meeting Oct 5. 


1. You are reminded that your basic instruction provides that nofl 
basis be given for Wang break off talks. | | 
2. Failure Communists to implement agreed announcement should 
pressed. British report no RPT no word from any imprisoned Ameri 





no RPT no indication of Chinese Communist disposition to give detained anoricans * oe 


¥ 
oe 


access to British Charge. In view conspicuous absence of any Chinese coomntse BF 4 


t nee 


move to carry out terms of Agreed Announcement as regards remaining detained 2 kori: “re 
\ ‘ 7 as oO) od eae 


. 
2. 


Americans 34 weeks after Agreed Announcement issued, Communist non-compliance 4, / f° 


es . 
with their obligation under Agreed Announcement should be principal topic next « 3 pre. A 
Oy 


ie 


meeting. You should call Wang's attention appropriate portions London's 1212. 


1312 to Dept. Ask for explanation of evident inability imprisoned inericans - 


ed 
ex 
























communicate with O'Neill, Make it clear that in our view Announcement not belie ~ - ) a 
-*T\ mplemented by PRC and that Chinese Communist neglect so far to give saprisonegy ee 
7) ricans benefit of Agreed Announcement makes it meaningless. Anyone in: "yas Tt 
L- 7 
— wha certainly desire to be repatriated and in fact we know that at least 15 of © : 
ev---7 ~ Be 
, spoisoned Americans applied for exit permits even before thay were omeee and 4} a 
‘ gat" wn ‘ “} 
L- ’ Grprtsoned by the Chinese Communists. | : it F 
Be fk 
~ Drafted by: act} Telegraphic transmission ond . 
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ee 3. You have authority to discuss subjects which might constitute Item two. = 

and order of priority. First priority should be renunciation of force, = 3," 
Accounting for US military personnel should be placed next but may be placed As : 
below PRC item on QTE question of embargo UNQTE. If in your judgment it should ~ 

6 be done, you are given discretionary authority to make revised presentation which 

» S fine ® tO 4 

~ has been telegraphed to you on renunciation of force, althought it may be . me ee x , 

~ + “- “ 

© preferable hold off on this until following meeting. We must insure that 

Fu presentation on military personnel is made at some stagey but this can be put ui - 

“ ar. BS 

es over until another meeting if you consider that this may safely be done. _ r- Sea 

So (Text revised presentation telegraphed separately. ) : iiads ee ‘he. 7 Bat 

+r : 3% Pan > ss ; 

3 B Department believes that you have sufficient material spelling out our. -° °%%': 7 

—- v Le a a 

E rs rejection of Comnunist subject QTE negotiations at a higher level UNQTE. 

ye 

° ” 4. Next meeting should be as far in advance as reasonably possible. 

© 5 “ 
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SENT TO: Amconsul GENEVA PRIORITY S236 — xt oe 
ae 4 FOR JOHNSON git] los —- . = 

ss , LK. en aE 

Deptel 798 and your 797.“ “f | foo |. 
” Following is text of presentation on "accounting for U.S. militery 8 Teta < 
7 personne)", sitich Departi.ent and Defense ante agreed upon: | | : Be f cb 
& "Dear ur. Ambassador: oF | 
: "lay Government has, since the conclusion of the Armistice in “i , 
£8 Korea undertaken a careful and complete analysis of all of its poo ‘ - 
es casualty figures and of the ultimate disposition of all unaccounted=_~ Ot i 
Be 4) for members of its Arined Forces who served in Korea. - : ee | 
Z 2 “ol _ "The American servicemen for whom no accounting has been gptained > | : : 
=- \ y) . total 450 persons. iach of these was last seen or last heard of under Ot ° x ! 
: p eh | circumstances indicating that he was either captured or killed in | es ar oo 
: 9 action by forces of the opposing side, and that he or his remains : or te 
z , should befin the custody or possession of the opposing side. The Oj's ‘ ne 
a names of many of these persons were at one time listed as prisoners 8 r Sy 

of war in publications in your country, the names of others have - E Bs 
— ur.) en broadcast over your radio, some were actually identified as | et | 
thleger| © a) 6. 


4 anf hating spoken over the radio, some wrote letters from prison campéq} 
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and others were known and seen in prison’camps by prisoners who 
were subsequently returned, It is definitely known that some 
‘ prisoners were taken into your country. Furthermore, there have 
| been cases of Americans not known to my Government to be in your — 
country, and later revealed by your Government to be held there. ye 
"Repeated efforts have been made by my Government, through the 
United Nations Command and the Military Armistice Commission, to 
obtain an accounting for these 450 men of the United States Armed | 
Forceg,. These efforts have elicited no satisfactory response, despite 2 | 
the clear obligation of the side of your Government under the Korean Bes 
Armistice Agreement to provide a full and complete accounting on all a3 


prisoners of war and deceased combatants of which it had knowledge. 


of the United States 


The failure of your Government to respond to my Government's requests, 
thus preventing the military authorities of my country from definitely 


informing the femilies of the fate of these men, has caused deep - 
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concern to the American people, and has thus created « real and grave 
matter of concern between our two sides. . 
"Apart from the question of the members of the United States 
Armed Forces who served in Korea, there remains the question of the 
fate of the 11 laval and Coast Guard personnel who disappeared in the 
crash of two U.<. 2dlanes in the sea near the harbor of Swatow in 


Jenuary 1953. The circumstances of this incident would indicate 
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that some of the members of the crew or their bodies may have been - ee & 
recovered. The inability to date of my Government to determine the 


fate of these men is also a source of deep concern to the American --. jie: 


people. Ma 










"Accordingly, as this is one of the practical matters at issue r" 
between us and in keeping with the purpose of these talks, I a! ar 
enclosing separate lists of the 450 American servicemen and the ll 4 
Naval and Coast Guard airmen missing off Swatow, to whom I have 
referred and, on behalf of my Government, I request that: you present : 
to the appropriate authorities in your government my Government's a 


¥ e * x» 


demand for an accounting for the fate of each of these men. 


“enclosures: 
List of 450 servicemen. 


List of 11 Naval and Coast Guardsmen," WL ES 
END LETTER ” ) 
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Letter No. 17 
SECRET 


Dear Alex: 
We are pushing hard to get something out to you today for the 


4 VL 
October 5 meeting. I feel it is not fair to you wait until the last 


day -preceding the meeting, expecially since I believe the time spread now 
is six hours since Washington reverted to St-ndard Time on September 25. 
We think the telegrams will give you aflequstée: guidance and sufficient 
leeway. There will be considerable for you to Say on the non—inplementation 
of the Agreed Announcement. The amended statement on the use of force item 
will undoubtedly lead to extensive comments. The item on unaccounted for 
U.S. military personnel can be dropped to a spot below the embargo item if 
this seems advisable to you. We are now thrasting out with Defense a final 
version of the statement on the unaccounted for personnel. Every word is 
important and there is quite a bit of give-and-take with Defense on it. 
Defense 
The Honorable : - 
U. Alexis Jahnson, 
Americsn Ambassador now at Geneva, 


American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 





St? G ZL 70T 


gn Relations 
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Defense is naturally concerned at the reaction in this country, especially 
ezong the relatives and Congress. ‘hen we cot the corrected copy of your 
recommended craft (about half of which hed been omitted in the ori;inal 
garbled text of your seasace) we fourm cnths/bah te woke end telling. 

So we worked out a draft «which represents. a neld of ovr revised text and 
what we consider the best of yours. This is teine cleared with Jefense 
urgently now anc we hope to be able to cet it to you hy the close of business 
today unless Lefense raises further objections. 

The 3ritish are doing their best to be helpful on the probiez of 
ecosss cmd assistance jo **e imprisoned Americans. They ere being broucht 
imto the picture increasingly. I am seeing Sertara Salt of the Dritish 
Exbasay (who is hendling far Zastern satters intil Eubert Graves gets here) 
every two or three days. I em giving her a pretty full rundom on your 
discussions with fang on the implementation of Item Cne. The substance of 
this is being telegraphed to O'Neill in Peiping, who feels that he will te 
in a better position to deterxine what tack he should take there if he has 
this for his confidential tackgroumi. About September 29 9'iiceill had received 
no letter feom or appeal from any Arerican. lie has no confirmation of 
Chang tanefu's assertion that all reraining smerican prisoners have been 
notified of the Agreed announcenent. O'iieill dou'ts if representations of 
attexnpted publicity on his part would be useful at this stage. But he is 

inclined 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





of the United States 


ne). ae 





CRT 
at~« 


inelined to think that he should mace  fesend imuiry to the Chinese 

as to whether the imprisoned Ancricans till have access to hin. He is 
awaiting our reaction to this problem. ‘ie must consider wlether a formal 
inquiry would tend to encourage the Chinese to take o nagative pesition. 

It isa corteenas “ame San we do need to know definitely what their position 
on this critical issve will be. O'lieill fears that we ere--roing to have 
no way of establishing that the Asericans wish to return and wish to cet in 
touch with his. He feels that re are at the mercy of the Chinese Communists 
on this and that we can not prove violation of the Agreed Announcesent. He 
thinks we are depemient on Chinese Communist rood faith. O'l‘eill feels that 
perhaps you can clear up these issues with “ang better than he can in Teiping. 
He points out that “you have some bargaining counters at Geneva; while he has 
none in Peiping. I would like your reaction as to whether we xightcekexctiécs 
should run the risk of having 


a er 


a show down with them at Peiping on the granting of ecosss to 0'Heill. 

I have reainded the British that all of the Americans except Redmond, Downey 
and Fecteau are known to have applied for exit permits before they were 
arrested. This establishes that they heave expressed a desire to return to 
the U.s. However, it is true that this was done lon: before the Agreed 
Amnouncenment. They have had no opportunity to reaffirm their desire since 
then. 

The pouch is closing. Regards and ray fortune favor you. 
Sincerely yours, 


PSs In my letter ‘io. 16 of september X, on page 3, line 13, change 
"by max" tomed “by janc". 
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6 2. AGAIN DESIRE CALL ATTENTION TO FACT THAT BY BASING 
ra OUR APPROACH ON "ACCOUNTING FOR" RATHER THAN PRESENCE 
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uv FOR "ACCOUNTING FOR 21,000". > 
cs 
@ 3. IF THIS FORM APPROACH RETAINED DESIRE TO AMEND FIRST 


PORTION LAST SENTENCE THIRD PARA OF STATEMENT TO READ 
"THIS FAILURE OF YOUR SIDE HAS PREVENTED THE MILITARY 
AUTHORITIES OF MY COUNTRY ETC". SUCH WORDING BROADENS 
STATEMENT SO THAT "FAILURE" REFERS BOTH TO ARMISTICE 
OBLIGATIONS AND LACK OF RESPONSE TO REQUESTS THROUGH 
MAC WHILE ALSO AVOIDING ERRONEOUS IMPLICATION "REQUESTS" 
HAVE BEEN FROM USG TO PRC GOVERNMENT. 


4, WITH RESPECT 11 NAVAL AND COAST GUARD PERSONNEL MUST, 2 
MAKE SOME REFERENCE TO OUR DISCUSSION SAME SUBJECT LAST ” 'e 
YEAR. SUGGEST ADDING "WHICH CASE WE DISCUSSED LAST SS 
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-2- 804, OCTOBER 4, 11 A.M., FROM GENEVA 


WOULD NOW BE ABLE TO GIVE ME SOME INFO WITH RESPECT TO 
THESE ELEVEN MEN". 
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In view of the fact that the Chinese Communists chose to make~a 
issue, both in the meetings in Geneva and in their propaganda, of the 
interpretation oi Paragraph (2) of the Agreed Announcement of September 





oe 
: 
10, 1955, and the possibility that the point may have some importance “° 
in tne future, I have thought it advisable to review the negotiations 9% 
and subsequent developments related to the wording of that paragraph. 0) “3 
5, (mas 
® The point in question was the interpretation of the first 0. io 4 
% sentence in Paragraph 2 of the Agreed Announcement, which reads as | ¢ S 
~ follows: Cla - 
oO “LF on Ol: m:) 
Pas (U.S. Section) ~ 
c 
- "2, The Government of the Republic of India will be invited 
= to assist in the return to the People's Republic of China of 
- those Chinese who desire to do so as follows:" 
o 


(PRC Section) 


SSV- 


"2. The Government of the United Kingdom will be invited 


to assist in the return to the United States of*those Americans 
who desire to do so as follows:" 
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Enclosure No. 1 shows the wording of this sentence proposed by each 
Side during the course of the negotiations. 


It is readily apparent from a perusal of these successive 
proposals that each side clung consistently to its point of view 
throughout the negotiations, at least up to the time that the final 
wording was agreed upon. The Chinese side sought a wording which 
either stated or implied that the PRC would entrust India with the 
function of assisting the return of Chinese from the United States, to 
which the United States would agree. In like manner, the United States 
would entrust to the U.K. the function of assisting the retury of 
Americans from China, to which the PRC would agree. We constst@@tly 

| opposed this wording, proposing instead a statement to the eae that | 
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| the United States would authorize [India to act in the United States, | 
while the PRC would authorize the U.K. to act there. Nothing was | 
said in the United States texts or in my statements to Wang concern- 


ing the action to be taken by the PRC with respect to India or the 
U.S. with respect to the U.K. 





These apparently irreconcilable positions were held to tena- 
ciously by both sides until the crucial 12th meeting of August 31. 
It was at this meeting that the compromise wording was agreed on, 
whereby we agreed to drop the word authorize as well as the specific 
mention that the action would be taken by the U.S. and the PRC and 
Wang agreed to drop the words entrusted and agrees. The compromise 
word agreed on was invited -- "India (or the U.K.) will be invited. 
without specifying~-except by implication who was to do the inviting. 
Wang retained in his Chinese text the word wei t'o, which he had 


formerly translated entrust, but which, he explained, also meant 
to invite. 























Tt seemed to me and to my advisers at the time that this was 
an agreement on wording rather than a full meeting of minds on 
Substance. Each side could interpret the new, somewhat ambiguous 
wording in its own way and neither was compelled to retreat from its 
basic position. Each side was left free to approach both the U.K. 


and India and describe these actions in terms appropriate to its own oe" 
interpretation of Paragraph 2. 





I feel sure that in accepting the compromise wording, Wang was 
not under any illusion that we had abandoned our position. The fact 
that he chose to retain a Chinese word in his text which means 
entrust and only very imperfectly translates the English word invite 


clearly Suggests that he had accepted the idea that each side would 
interpret Paragraph 2 in its own way. 


of the United States 











Thus, it appeared, following the August 31 meeting, that once 
the Agreed Announcement was iSsued each party would take the action 
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it considered necessary to enable the third countries to assume their Pn 

functions. It would not be necessary to debate, either in the meet- i a 

ings or publicly, who was inviting whom. pes 
re 

The first indication that Wang was going to make an issue of pei 

the interpretation of Paragraph 2 came in the 15th meeting on 5a 0 
September 14, the first one following the issuance of the Agreed bon! 

Announcement. At that meeting I informed Wang that the United teens 
States had invited the Government of India to undertake the functions een 

set forth in the Agreed Announcement and asked him what action his nists: 


government had taken with respect to the United Kingdom. He was ee 
apparently caught unprepared by our prompt action with respect to 
India, as he did not say that the PRC had extended an invitation to 
India. The best he could do was to propose that the U.S. and the 


PRC deliver to the U.K. and the GOI, respectively, official texts of 
the Agreed Announcement, which would "complete the official 
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| precedures regarding invitation of third powers". He also com- 
plained that Some press accounts were distorting the meaning of the 


Announcement by alleging that the U.S. was to invite the GOI and 
the PRC the U.K. 


Before the next meeting (the 16th on September 20) it became 
obvious that the PRC was prepared to argue vigorously for its 
interpretation of Paragraph 2. A commentary, entitled "Forbid the 
Misinterpretation of an Agreement" appeared in the Jen Min Jih Pao 
on September 16, which alleged that the USIS was distorting the 
Agreed Announcement by stating that it was the U.S. which should 
invite India and the PRC which should invite the U.K. The commentary 
re jected this interpretation, declaring that the "attempt" by the 


USIS to "juggle the facts to hoodwink world opinion" was "not a very 
smart trick". 





On the same day, September 16, Wang, acting under instructions 
from his government, sent me a letter (my despatch No. 5, September 
21, 1955) in which he referred to my statement on September 14 that 
the U.S. had formally invited India and declared that this statement 
would be interpreted and understood by the PRC as meaning that the 
U.S. agreed to India's assuming the functions entrusted to it by the 
PRC. At the same time he asked me to inform him whether the U.S. 
had formally “entrusted the United Kingdom", adding that when this 
had been done, the PRC would notify the U.K. of itsS agreement. 














At the 16th meeting, on September 20, Wang sought persistently, 
but unsuccessfully, to get me to agree to his interpretation. 
Finally, he accepted my statement that the U.S. had requested the 
U.K. to assume the funcfions set forth in the Agreed Announcement 
choosing to interpret it/a formal invitation and said that the PRC 
would notify the U.K. of itS agreement. He also stated at this 
meeting, for the first time, that the PRC had formally invited the 
GOT. Although it must have been clear to Wang after this meeting 
that the difference of interpretation of Paragraph 2 remained as 
Sharp as ever, he and hiS government apparently decided to make the 
best of it, for the issue has not been raised again. 


of the United States 


A possible explanation of the PRC's decision to make an issue 
of the interpretation of Paragraph 2 is that both Wang and his 
government thought the U.S. was interested only in getting a satis- 
factory wording in the published Announcement and would tacitly 
accede in the execution of the Announcement to the position 


maintained by the PRC. Some support is lent this hypothesis by the 
following statement in Wang's letter: 


"Tt must be pointed out that our side has taken into account 
the difficult position in diplomatic relations in which the 
U.S. Government finds /itself,/7 and has acceded to your 
proposed text on the entrusting of third powers in its present 
| form in the Agreed Announcement. However, on the concrete 
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| content with regard to the Chinese Government's entrusting the 
Indian Government and the U.S. Government entrusting the U.K. 


Government, both sides cannot have any other interpretation." 


If Wang and his government dic actually believe that the U.S. was 
interested primarily in words rather than substance, it would have 


been natural for the PRC to react with surprise and indignation when 
it discuvered its belief ill-founded. 


It is hard to believe that Wang himself, at least, held any 
Such opinion. He had listened at length to our reasons for insisting 
that the U.S. Government authorize the GOI to act in the U.S. In 
agreeing on the somewhat ambiguous wording of Paragraph 2 using the 
word invited we were careful to give Wang no cause to infer that we 


had yielded to his view of what actually should be done with respect 
to the third countries. 








The most likely explanation of what happened, in my opinion, 
is that Wang, possibly not appreciating the clear implication of the 
English text, failed to inform hisS government accurately of the 
Situation. The fact that he had retained in the Chinese text the 
word wei t'o (to entrust) as a translation of the verb to invite 
may have miSled Peiping into believing that we had, in Substance, 
accepted their position. Wang may have failed to take sufficiently 
into account the fact that the Chinese text would be read only in 
China, while the rest of the world would interpret the Agreed 
Announcement according to the English text. In the meeting on 
September 20 Wang certainly gave every appearance of a man who had 


been caught off base and was trying desnerately to retrieve his 
error. 








of the United States 


Possibly the key to the incident lies in the timing of the 
actions taken by the two sides. It happened that I was able to 
inform Wang on September 14 that we had invited the GOI to assume 
its functions in the U.S., but was unable to tell him at that time 
what we had done with respect to the U.K. The PRC Government may 
have assumed that we were attempting to force it to invite the U.K. 
for the purpose either of compelling it to accept our interpretation 


of Paragraph 2 or as a pretext to delay going on to Item 2 of the 
Agenda. 
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The Jen Min Jih Pao commentary suggests that something of this 
sort was in the minds of responsible persons in Peiping, for it 
Alleges that the USIS interpretation "gives the impression that the 
U.S. Government is unwilling to act according to the agreement by 
commissioning a third country fi.e., the U.K./ to assist, but would 
like to make China responsible for this matter". The same commentary 
goes on to warn that "should the U.S. fail to commission the Govern- 
ment of the U.K., the execution of the agreement would be hampered”. 
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| It may be that had I been able on September 14 to inform Wang | 
qd 


of the United States 


of our action regarding the U.K., the issue would never have attain 
the proportions that it did, for that would have removed from their 


minds the unfounded suspicion that we did not propose to act at all 
with respect to the U.K. 


Whatever may be the true reason for the Chinese acting the way 
they did, one thing is certain -~ in accepting our compromise 


wording for Paragraph 2 of the Agreed Announcement Wang burned his 
fingers, and he will be much more cautious in the future. 
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August 2 


August 11 


August 16 


August 18 


August 23 


August 25 


August 31 


B "Invitation" to Third Country -=- Comparison of Successive Texts | 


Wang proposed that China and U.S. each entrust third 
country of own choice to take charge of affairs of 
nationals of each country, first of all their return. 


Chinese draft -- "The People's Republic of China and the 
United States of America will each entrust the Republic 
of India and the United Kingdom respectively with the 
charge of the affairs of the return of civilians of the 
respective countries residing in the other." 


U.S. draft -- "The Embassy of the Republic of India in 
the United States will be authorized to assist the return 


to the China mainland of those Chinese nationals who 
desire to do so." 


(same wording, mutatis mutandis, in Chinese section) 


Chinese draft -= "The People's Republic of China agrees 
that the Office of the Charge d'Affaires of the United 
Kingdom in the People's Republic of China will be 
authorized to assist the return to the United States of 
those American nationals who desire to do so. 


(same wording, mutatis mutandis, in U.S. section) 


U.S. draft -- "The United States will authorize the 
Government of the Republic of India to assist the return 


to the People's Republic of China of those Chinese who 
desire to do so." 


(same wording, mutatis mutandis, in Chinese section) 


Chinese draft -- "The People's Republic of China agrees 
that the Government of the United Kingdom wili be 
entrusted to assist in the return to the United States 
of America of those Americans who desire to do so." 


(same wording, mutatis mutandis, in U.S. section) 
U.S. draft -- "The United States will authorize the 


Government of the Republic of India to assist the return 


to the People's Republic of China of those Chinese who 
desire to do so.” 


(same wording, mutatis mutandis, in Chinese section) 
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| September 6 U.S. draft -- "The Government of the Republic of raid 
will be invited to assist in the return to the 


People's Republic of China of those Chinese who desire 
to do so.’ 


(same wording, mutatis mutandis, in Chinese section) 


September 10 Agreed Announcement -- same as above 
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FROM JOHNSON 


1. TWO AND ONE-HALF HOUR MEETING THIS MORNING. AT OPENING 
| REFERRED TO QUESTIONS AND/OR SUGGESTIONS ON IMPLEMENTATION 
| HAD RAISED LAST MEETING AND HOPED WANG HAD REPLIES THIS 
MORNING. HE LAUNCHED INTO LONG PREPARED STATEMENT TERMING 
DISCUSSION OF ITEM TWO "THUS FAR UNSATISFACTORY", WERE SPFND- 
ING TIME ON "DETAILS" CONCERNING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND 

| WAS RAISING QUESTIONS IN THIS REGARD TO "PREVENT DISCUSSION 
SUBSTANCE !TEM TWO". RENEWED SUGGESTIONS BE DISCUSSED BY 
ASSISTANTS OR THROUGH UK CHARGE PEKING. 
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of the United States 


2. THEN REFERRING TO MY SUGGESTION ON SUBJECTS WE DISCUSS 
UNDER ITEM TWO STATED "EACH SIDE MAY RAISE SUBJECTS IT CON- 
S!IDERS SHOULD BE DISCUSSED AND NOT NECESSARY TO LIMIT SUB- 
JECTS OR TO FIX THEIR ORDER". THERE 1S NO NECESSITY CARRY 

ON ANY PROLONGED ARGUMENT ON SUBJECTS TO BE DISCUSSED, 

"WILL NOT AGREE REMOVAL ANY SUBJECTS", THEN WENT ON WITH 

LONG JUSTIFICATION FOR DISCUSSION HIGHER LEVEL MEETING LARGELY 
REPEATING PREVIOUS LINE. HE THEN REFERRED MY TWO SUBJECTS 
STATING HE HAD ALREADY GIVEN ME LIST ALL AMERICANS IN CHINA 
INCLUDING MILITARY PERSONNEL, IF BY RAISING SUBJECT | INTENDED 
'MPLY MORE AMERICANS IN CHINA "THIS WAS SHEER FABRICATION", 

WE HAVE NOT GIVEN THEM LIST OF CHINESE IN US, IF THERE 45 

TO BE ANY ACCOUNTING OF PERSONNEL UP TO US TO DO ACCOUNT NG 


r- 
3. THEN TURNED TO RENUNCIATI SHOULD bison ip 
BETWEEN CIVIL CONFLICTS WHICH OUTSIDE SCOPE OF THESE TA&KS® 
CO 
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AND INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES. "EVEN IN CIVIL CONFLICTS CHINA 
HAD STRIVEN FOR PEACEFUL SOLUTIONS WHEN CIRCUMSTANCES PERMIT." 
"CHIANG CLIQUE UNDER WINGS OF FOREIGN FORCES HAS REFUSED 
PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT AND CARRIES ON HARASSING ACTIVITIES;" 

CHINA HAS CONSISTENTLY UPHELD PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT INTERNATIONAL 
DISPUTES, CONSISTENTLY SUPPORTED PRINCIPLES UN CHARTER ON 
PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES, REFERENCES TO 
BANDUNG, FIVE PRINCIPLES, ETC. "CHINESE DO NOT WANT TO 

FIGHT WITH US" AND DULLES SAID NO FIGHTING IN TAIWAN AREA ~ 
BETWEEN AMERICANS AND CHINESE. THEREFORE NO QUESTION CEASE- 
FIRE BETWEEN CHINA AND US. US IS ONE USING FORCE ACHIEVE 
NATIONAL OBJECTIVES, TAIWAN IS CHINESE TERRITORY, WAS RES- 
TORED TO CHINA WORLD WAR !! AND YET US ENCROACHES ON AND 
OCCUPIES AND HAS SAID IT WILL USE FORCE PREVENT LIBERATION. 

PRC WISHES DISCUSS WITHDRAWAL ALL US FORCES FROM TAIWAN AND 
COASTAL ISLANDS. IF | FULLY EMPOWERED DISCUSS AND SETTLE 

THIS QUESTION HE READY TO DO LIKEWISE. IN CLOSING REFERRED 

MY STATEMENT PREVIOUS MEETING | HAD FAITH AND HOPE AND SAID 

HE SHARED BUT "WE WOULD HAVE TO STRIVE HARDER AND PROVE OUR 
DESIRES BY DEEDS". 
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4. | SAID | FIRST WANTED TO DEAL WITH IMPLEMENTATION. 

| DID NOT WANT TO SPEND TIME ON DETAILS, DID NOT SEE WHY 

i\T WAS NECESSARY. ALL THAT WAS REQUIRED WERE SIMPLE ANSWERS 
TO MY SIMPLE QUESTIONS, COULD BE DISPOSED OF IN FEW MINUTES. 
IN REPLY HIS SUGGESTION ON UK TAKING UP QUESTIONS PEIPING, 
POINTED OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT HAD TWO ASPECTS: ONE, ACTIONS 
TO BE TAKEN BY OUR GOVERNMENTS WHICH WERE INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
MATTERS BETWEEN US, AND TWO, FUNCTIONS THIRD POWERS. WORDS 

OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT RESOLVED NOTHING, ONLY IMPLEMENTATION 
RESOLVED QUESTIONS. SOME OF QUESTIONS | HAD RAISED ALSO TAKEN 
UP BY UK IN PEIPING BUT NO SATISFACTORY REPLIES. REPEATED 

IN FULL THREE QUESTIONS ON WHETHER AMERICANS IN.JAIL INFORMED 
OF TEXT ANNOUNCEMENT, THEIR ACCESS TO UK CHARGE, AND AUTHORITY 
UK CHARGE INTERVIEW THEM. SAID SIMPLE AFFIRMATIVE ANSWERS 
WOULD IMMEDIATELY DISPOSE OF THESE QUESTIONS HERE. DIFFICULT 
UNDERSTAND WHY HE COULDN'T GIVE ME SIMPLE ANSWERS, POINTING 
OUT HIS FAILURE TO DO SO WAS WHAT WAS DELAYING TALKS. THEN 
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MADE DETAILED STATEMENT POINTING OUT NONE OF REMAINING 19 
YET RELEASED, COULD NOT CONSIDER THIS FAITHFUL iMPLCMENTATION 
OF ANNOUNCEMENT, PRC FAILURE GIVE BENEFIT AGRCED ANNOUNCEMENT 
10 IMPRISONED AMERICANS MAKES IT MEANINGLESS AS FAR AS 
AMFRICANS IN PRC DESIRING RETURN ARE CONCERNED. IN ViEW 

™ CONTINUED DELAY BECOMING MORE CONCERNED OVER HIS STATEMENT 
SEPTEMBER 23 MEETING IMPLYING PERSONS IN JAIL NOT COVERED 

BY PROVISIONS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, COULD NOT ACCEPT ANY 

SUCH CONSTRUCTION AND ASKED FOR CONT IRMATION ALL AMERICAN 
“IVILIANS WHETHER OR NOT IN JAIL COVERED BY ANNOUNCEMPNT. 
‘OULD NOT AGREE TO HIS IMPLIED INTERPRETATION OUR NOT INSISTING 
ON DEFINITE TIME LIMIT FOR RELTASE CONSTITUTED AGREEMENT 

TO INDEFINITE DELAY 'N RELEASE. MUS! INSIST IMPLEMENSATION 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT PROVIS!iONS FOR LXRPEDITIOUS DCPARIURL 

ALL AMERICANS WHO DESIRE TO RETURN INCLUDING THOSE STILL 
i\MPRISONED. HIS CONTINUED REFERENCE TO IMPROVED RELATIONS 

AS FACTOR IN RELEASE COULD NOT BUT BE INTERPRETED AS INTENT 
DISREGARD EXPLICIT TERMS OF ANNOUNCEMENT AND "TO KOLD THESE 
HUMAN BEINGS AS HOSTAGES FOR POLITICAL ADVANTAGE". MY GOVERN- 
MENT HAD PROMPTLY IMPLEMENTED ANNOUNCEMENT AND HAD NOT AND 
WOULD NOT ATTACH POLITICAL CONDITIONS TO CARRYING 17 OUT. 
CHINESE HAVE BEEN AND STILL WERE FREE TO LEAVE. | AILURE 

413 GOVERNMENT MATCH OUR PROMPTNESS IN IMPLEMCNTATION WAS 

WHAT WAS SLOWING PROGRESS TALKS. REFERRING HIS PREVIOUS 
STATEMENTS ON PRESSURE, DID NOT SEE WHY IT WAS SUBMISSION 

'O PRESSURE FOR PRC "TO DO WHAT IT PUBLICLY DECLARED IN 

QUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT I 1 WAS GOING TO DO". 


5. HE OBJECTED ALL MY REMARKS AS FALLING INTO ITEM ONE AND 
AGAIN RAISING MATTERS WHICH ALREAEY DISCUSSED AND SETTLED. 
PRC WOULD "FAITHFULLY CARRY OUT AGREEMENT BUT WOULD NOT ALLOW 
ANY DISTORTED INTERPRETATION” OF ANNOUNCEMENT. WILL CONTINUE 
REVIEW CASES BUT ACTION MUST BE ACCORDANCE CHINESE LAW, 

“ASFS WILL BE REVIEWED "IN LIGHT OF THE AGREEMENT, DEGREE 

OF THE OFFENSE, CONDUCT AND IMPROVEMENT OF RELATIONS. THERE 
WAS THEN MUCH GIVE AND TAKE UNTIL HE CLARIFIED AND CORRECTED 
INTERPRETATION OF PREVIOUS STATFMENT BY SAYING CASES AMERICANS 
BEING REVIEWED "ACCORDANCE" AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND, IN LIGHT 
OF DISCUSSION, | INTERPRET AS BEING SATISFACTORY STATEMENT 
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THAT ALL AMERICANS INCLUDING THOSE IN PRISON INCLUDED WITHIN 


ANNOUNCEMENT. | ALSO PRESSED HIM HARD ON OTHER THREE QUESTIONS 


AND ALTHOUGH HIS ANSWER VAGUE AND UNSATISFACTORY WITH RES- 
PECT TO SPECIFIC ASSURANCE EACH AMERICAN IN PRISON HAD BEEN 
INFORMED OF ANNOUNCEMENT, REITERATED PREVIOUS ASSURANCES 

WIDE PUBLICITY INCLUDED MEASURES TO ASSURE EVERY AMERICAD 
INFORMED. IN SPITE CONTINUAL PRESSURE HE FLATLY REFUSED 
ANSWER OTHER TWO QUESTIONS SAYING THIS NOT THE PLACE FOR 
DISCUSSION. AFTER LONG AND UNSECCESSFUL PRODDING | EXPRESSED 
HOPE HE WOULD ASSURE ME UK CHARGE WOULD PROMPTLY BE GIVEN 
REPLIES. HE KEPT REPEATING HE HAD NOTHING MORE TO SAY. 


6. | THEN REFERRED TO REMAINDER HIS STATCMENT AND SAID | 
WISHED TO STUDY AND GIVE DETAILED REPLY LATER. HOWEVER | 
POINTED OUT MY SUGGETION ON ORDER OF DISCUSSION OF SUBJECTS 
WAS DESIGNED TO CONTRIBUTE TO ORDERLY PROGRESS. | DEFINED 
WHAT | MEANT BY US PERSONNEL BY STATING THIS CONCERNED AMER- 
ICAN MILITARY PERSONNEL STILL MISSING FROM KOREAN HOSTILITIES 
CONCERNING WHOM THERE WAS REASON TO BELIEVE HIS AUTHORITIES 
HAD INFORMATION. THEN SAID CONSIDERED RENUNCIATION OF FORCE 
MOST IMPORTANT, THERFORE PROBABLY SHOULD BE DISCUSSED FIRST, 
AND | WOULD BE PREPARED SAY MORE ON SUBJECT NEXT MEETING. 
THEN REPEATED ARGUMENTS AGAINST HIGHER LEVEL MEETING STATING 
NOTHING HE HAD SAID THIS MORNING HAD CHANGED MY MIND. 


7. HE REPLIED STATING QUESTION US MILITARY PERSONNEL HAD 
BEEN FULLY COVERED AT PANMUNJOM, NO REASON FOR RAISING IT 
HERE, AND IF WE DID SO HE RESERVED RIGHT RAISE QUESTION OF 

US ACCOUNTING FOR PERSONNEL DETAINED IN KOREAN WAR. REPEATED 
HIS ARGUMENTS ON HIGHER LEVEL MEETING AS WELL AS STATEMENT 
THAT IF | HAD FULL AUTHORITY DEAL WITH "IMPORTANT AND OUT- 
STANDING QUESTIONS ARISING IN THE TAIWAN AREA" HE WAS READY 
TO DISCUSS. 


8. | AGREED HIS PROPOSAL NEXT MEETING SATURDAY, OCTOBER 8. 
THERE WAS THEN CONSIDERABLE ARGUMENT ON PRESS COMMUNIQUE, 
HE INSISTING COMMUNIQUE BE CONFINED TO STATEMENT WE HAD 


CONTINUED DISCUSS AGENDA ITEM TWO, AND | INSISTING ON PREVIOUS 
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COMMUNIQUE WE FINALLY AGREED ON SIMPLY STATING WE HAD MET 
AND GIVE TIME NEXT MEETING. 


GOWEN 
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FROM JOHNSON 


1. In spite of his efforts at today's meeting to avoid being 
drawn into discussion of implementation — could not refrain 
from some replies and thus again let himself be trapped into 
such discussion. In fact outside of his ne statement 
probably 85 per cent of today's discussion was devoted to 
implementation. However towards end he realized what he had 
done and is going to be much more cautious and difficult this 
regard at next meeting. 


LIS 


2. However , he has neatly avoided being drawn into any dis- 
cussion of “agenda” under Item 2. They have divided our pur- 
pose this regard and it is difficult to argue with his posi- 
tion which is substantially that either of us can bring up 
any subject within agenda Item 2 he wisnes any time he wishes. 
We find ourselves on the other side of our usual controversy 
in this regard when dealing with Communists. 


SSS-Ol/26° 





3. Felt it was in our best interest to agree to Saturday meet- 
ing. Neither of us has thus far opposed other's proposal for 
date ol meeting. while we have tacitly alternated on s 

date for next meeting 1 had in fact made suggestion at both of 











his "turn" at today's meeting. Also I felt that as I was suc- 
cessful in getting through today's meeting without use any of 
additional material Department has authorized under Item 2 I 
was in relatively good position for Saturday meeting. 


4. With respect implementation feel that I was successful 
today in obtaining full retreat by Wang from his previous 
implication announcement did not apply imprisoned Americans. 
Feel I pressed other questions at today's meeting give oMNeih 


excellent .. te 
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excellent basis for formal approach on unanswered questions 
affecting UK functions and I hope he will promptly follow up. 
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NOTE: Mr. Waddell's office (FE) notified 10/5/55 3:36 p.m. EMB 
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FROM JOHNSON - 7 4 
vircetion to DC/R//_AY 

1. TWO OF PROBLEMS I FACE WITH RESPECT TO NEXT MEETING 

WANG'S PROBABLE REFUSAL BE DRAWN INTO ANY DISCUSSION 

MENTATION AND HIS ALREADY EXPRESSED REFUSAL BE DRAWN INTO 

DISCUSSION OF AN "AGENDA" UNDER ITEM TWO. HAVE MANAGHD MAINTAIN 

PRESENT LINE FOR ALMOST ONE MONTH WITH NEGATIVE RESULTS THUS 

FAR ON RETURN ADDITIONAL AMERICANS. WITHIN NARROW FRAME OF 

OBTAINING RETURN AMERICANS I WOULD BE INCLINED TO CONTINUE ON 

AND HARDEN OUR PRESENT LINE UP TO POINT OF THREATENING TAKE 

ISSUE TO PUBLIC AND FACING BREAK IF NECESSARY. HOWEVER WITHIN 

LARGE FRAME\ OF REFERENCE THIS IS NOT PRACTICAL. 

2. THEREFORE, MY INCLINATION FOR NEXT MEETING OR TWO IS TRY 

OUT TACTIC OF WHAT MIGHT BE TERMED SOFTENING OUR LINE BY 


OMITTING ALL REFERENCE TO IMPLEMENTATION AND CONCENTRATING 
ON CIATION OF FORCE. I DO NOT SEE WE LOSE ANYTHING BY 


IS AND HOPE WE MIGHT GAIN SOMETHING WITH RESPECT RELEASE 
AMERICANS. I HAVE IN EVERY POSSIBLE WAY EXPRESSED OUR 
DISSATISFACTION WITH IMPLEMENTATION AND HAVE THOROUGHLY 
PRESERVED MY ABILITY RETURN TO IT AT ANY TIME. IF THIS 
TACTIC PRODUCES NO FAVORABLE RESULTS ON RELEASE AMERICANS 
DURING COURSE NEXT MEETING OR TWO I AM IN A POSITION TO RETURN 
TO IMPLEMENTATION IN STRONGER TERMS THAN EVER. 
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SEE WHERE THIS LEADS. IT IS ALSO AN EXCELLENT REPLY TO HIS 
STATEMENT AT TODAY'S MEETING TO WHICH | WOULD ATTEMPT NO 
DIRECT REPLY AT THIS TIME. 


4. = =WITH RESPECT TO FUTURE OFFER FOR CONSIDERATION 

THOUGHT THAT | MIGHT AT SOME TIME SUGGEST EITHER OF US COULD 
AT END THESE TALKS BRING UP ANY PROCEDURAL MATTERS WE CON- 
SIDERED APPROPRIATE AND ANY DISCUSSION HIGHER LEVEL MEETING 
SHOULD BE DEFERRED UNTIL THAT TIME. THIS WOULD BE CONSISTENT 
OUR PRESENT POSITION AND ST!LL KEEP POT OF GOLD DANGLING. 
UNLESS WE DO SOMETHING THIS NATURE SEEMS TO ME IN SPITE OUR 
BEST EFFORTS GOING TO BECOME INCREASINGLY CLEAR TO CHICOMS 
THAT THERE 1S NOTHING FOR THEM IN ITEM TWO. WE MUST POSTPONE 
AS LONG AS POSSIBLE THEIR COMING TO THIS CONCLUSION, AND 

THIS 1S BECOMING INCREASINGLY DIFFICULT. 
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NCNA correspondent here has today apparently dropped line Oo 
imprisoned Americans not covered by agreed announcement. Is - 
_ | ]mow feeding line cases being reviewed and "pressure" on - 
, V\CHICOMs release raises problem of face, making action difficult. © 
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Direetion to DC/R 
FROM JOHNSON 


1. AT I9TH MEETING OCTOBER 5, |! ASKED WANG IF HE HAD SOME 
REPLIES TO QUESTIONS | HAD ASKED HIM LAST MEETING. 


2. WANG READ FROM LONG PREPARED STATEMENT. HE SAID HE 
BELiEVED BOTH OF US RECOGNIZED OUR DISCUSSION AGENDA ITEM TWO 
THUS FAR HAD BEEN UNSATISFACTORY. 1T HAD BEEN NEARLY A MONTH 
; SINCE AGREEMENT ON RETURN OF CIVILIANS FROM BOTH SIDES CON- 
CLUDED, BUT WE WERE STILL SPENDING TIME ON DETAILS OF 
IMPLEMENTATION THUS PREVENTING US FROM PROCEEDING TO DISCUSSION 
AGENDA !TEM TWO. AT LAST MEETING | HAD RAISED QUESTIONS WHICH 
WENT INTO DETAILS OF IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREEMENT. SUCH QUESTIONS 
MIGHT WELL BE PUT TO CHINESE GOVERNMENT IN ACCORDANCE WITH 

TERMS OF AGREEMENT BY THIRD STATE ENTRUSTED WITH FUNCTIONS. 

IN OUR CASE IT WOULD BE UNITED KINGDOM. SINCE BOTH SIDES HAD 
ENTRUSTED RESPECTIVE THIRD STATES PERFORM FUNCTIONS, WE SHOULD 
TRUST EMBASSY OR OFFICE OF CHARGE OF THIRD STATES TO HANDLE 
DETAILED QUESTIONS ON IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREEMENT INSTEAD OF 
INTERFERING WITH OUR TALKS HERE. A 

3. WANG SAID HE COULD NOT AGREE WITH WAY QUESTIONS ON 
IMPLEMENTATION BEING USED BY ME TO PREVENT DISCUSSION SUBSTANCE 
OF ITEM TWO. HE HAD SUGGESTED AT LAST MEETING THAT OUR %@ 
ASSISTANTS GET TOGETHER TO DISCUSS DETAILS OF IMPLEMENT ATI GN 

AND CONSIDER ANY REASONABLE SUGGESTIONS | MIGHT WISH MAKE. §& 

| HAD TURNED DOWN PROPOSAL, HOWEVER, SO UNDER CIRCUMSTANEES HE 
THOUGHT QUESTIONS ON IMPLEMENTATION SHOULD BE ADDRESSED TO 
_CHINESE GOVERNMENT THROUGH UK CHARGE. 
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4. HE SAID | HAD ALSO PUT FORWARD TwO SUBJECTS UNDER AGENDA 
1TEM TWO AND HAD RAISED QUESTION OF ORDER OF SUBJECTS. HE 

HAD INDICATED HE COULD NOT AGREE TO REMOVAL ANY OF HIS SUBJECTS 
NOR TO ANY FIXED ORDER FOR DISCUSSION. THERE WAS NO 

NECESSITY FOR CARRYING ON PROLONGED ARGUMENT ON SUCH PROCEDURAL 
QUESTIONS. UN AGENDA |1TEM TWO "OTHER PRACTICAL MATTERS" 

WE HAD AGREED EACH SIDE COULD RAISE ANY QUESTION IT THOUGHT 
SHOULD BE DISCUSSED SO THAT THERE WOULD BE FREE EXPRESSION 

OF OPINIONS. THEREFORE, |!T WAS OT NECESSARY LIMIT SUBJECTS 
FOR DISCUSSION NOR TO FIX ORDER. BOTH SIDES COULD EXPRESS 
OPINIONS ON ALL SUBJECTS RAISED AND PROCEED TAKE ACTION FIRST 
ON POINTS ON WHICH WE ABLE REACH ACCORD. THUS WE WOULD KEEP 
FROM FALLING INTO CONTROVERSY OVER PROCEDURAL MATTERS AND NOT 
HINDER TALKS FROM MAKING FURTHER PROGRESS. 


5. HE SAID ON SEPTEMBER 14 HE HAD PUT FORWARD TWO SUBJECTS 
FOR DISCUSSION UNDER AGENDA TIME TWO: "QUESTION OF EMBARGO" 
AND "PREPARATIONS FOR SINO-AMERICAN NEGOTIATIONS AT A HIGHER 
LEVEL." HE HAD EXPLAINED WHAT HE MEANT BY TWO SUBJECTS. 

HE COULD NOT AGREE THAT HIGHER LEVEL MEETING WAS NOT A 
"P-ACTICAL AT™TER." | HAD SAID AT LAST MEETING HIS SUGGESTITN 
APPEARED TO IMPLY A DECISION EVEN BEFORE DISCUSSION AT THIS 
LEVEL THAT IT IMPOSSIBLE FOR US SETTLE PRACTICAL MATTERS 

IN THESE TALKS. H!S SUGGESTIONS, ON CONTRARY, DID NOT CONTAIN 
THIS IMPLICATION AT ALL. HIS PROPOSAL THAT EACH SIDE COULD 
RAISE ANY SUBJECT IT WISHED DISCUSS SHOULD HAVE REMOVED ANY 
MISUNDERSTANDING THIS SCORE. OPIMWION HIS SIDE IT MORE PRACTICAL 
TO NEGOTIATE AT A HIGHER LEVEL SUCH MAJOR QUESTIONS AS EASING 
AND ELIMINATING TENSION BETWEEN CHINA AND _US_IN_ TAJWAN ARFA. 
IT WAS DEFINITELY PRACTICAL MATTER AND FIT SUBJECT FOR THESE 
TALKS TO ARRANGE SUCH PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE CHANNELS AS 


MIGHT BE NEEDED TO SETTLE ISSUES OF OUTSTANDING !MPORTANCE 
BETWEN CHINA AND US. 





6. WANG CONTINUED BY SAYING | HAD MAINTAINED A HIGHER LEVEL 
MEETING COULD ONLY BE HELD AFTER THESE TALKS. HIS SIDE HAD 
ALSO ENVISAGED THAT THE HIGHER LEVEL MEETING SHOULD COME AFTER 
THESE TALKS WERE COMPLETED. THAT WAS NO REASON WE SHOULD 
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NOT ARRANGE FOR CONVENING HIGHER LEVEL CONFERENCE HERE. !F 
WE FAIL TO MAKE ARRANGEMENT HERE 1!T WOULD MAKE CONVEii! NG 
HIGHER LEVEL CONFERENCE MORE DIFFICULT. 


7. HE SAID HE ALSO WANTED TO KNOW MY OPINION ON QUESTION OF 
EMBARGO. | HAD STATED LAST MEETING | HAD TWO SUBJECTS: 
ACCOUNTING FOR US PERSONNEL AND RENUNCIATION OF USE OF FORCE. 
HOWEVER, | HAD NOT GIVEN ANY EXPLA ATION OF THESE TwO SUBJECTS. 
HE FOUND |T HARD TO UNDERSTAND WHY SUBJECT “SO-CALLED ACCOUNTING" 
HAD BEEN RAISED. AT OUTSET OF TALKS ON AGENDA ITEM ONE HE 

HAD GIVEN LIST 87 AMERICANS WHICH REPRESENTED ALL AMERICANS 

IN CHINA. IT INCLUDED ALL AMERICANS BOTH CIVILIAN AND MILITARY. 
IF BY RAISING SUBJECT | HAD INTENDED IMPLY THERE WERE STILL 
MORE AMERICANS IN CHINA THIS WAS SHEER FABRICATION WHICH HIS 
SIDE NOT ABLE ACCEPT. UP TO NOW OUR SIDE HAD NOT SUBMITTED 

TO HIS SIDE LIST OF ALL CHINESE IN US. IF THERE WAS TO BE 

ANY ACCOUNTING AT ALL IT WAS UP TO OUR SIDE GIVE HIM COMPLETE 
LIST CHINESE. 
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85. WANG SAID WITH RESPECT TO QUESTION RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. 


WE SHOULD DISTINGUISH BETWEEN CIVIL WAR (INTERNAL CONFLICTS) 
AND INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES. CIVIL CONFLICTS CLEARLY WOULD 
FALL OUTSIDE TERMS OF REFERENCE THESE TALKS. BUT EVEN WITH 
RESPECT TO CIVIL CONFLICTS CHINA HAD STRIVEN FOR PEACEFUL 
SOLUTIONS WHEN CIRCUMSTANCES PERMITTED. FACT WAS THAT CHIANG 
CLIQUE UNDER WINGS OF FOREIGN FORCES HAD REFUSED PEACEFUL 
SETTLEMENT AND CARRIED ON HARASSING ACTIVITIES. WANG'S 

_ SIDE COULD NOT STAND BY AND DO NOTHING. 


9. HE SIAD THAT WITH RESPECT TO INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES. 

THEY HAD ALWAYS UPHELD THEIR SETTLEMENT BY NEGOTIATION. 

CHINA IN ASSOCIATION WITH OTHER COUNRIES HAD INITIATED THE 

FIVE PRINCIPLES OF PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE. THEY HAD CONSISTENTLY 
SUPPORTED THE PROVISIONS OF CHARTER OF UNITED NATIONS CON- 
CERNING SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES BY PEACEFUL MEANS AND CALLING 
FOR NO RECOURSE TO FORCE. DURING ASIAN AFRICAN CONFERENCE. 

IN BANDUNG CHINA HAD EXPLICiTLY STATED ITS POSITION THIS 

REGARD AND JOINED WITH OTHERS IN ISSUING STATEMENTS. WITH 
RESPECT SINO-AMERICAN RELATIONS CHOU EN-LAI HAD REPEATEDLY 

AND EXPLICITLY STATED THAT THERE WAS NO WAR BETWEEN CHINA 

AND UNITED STATES, THAT CHINESE PEOPLE DID NOT WANT TO FIGHT 
WITH AMERICA, AND WE SHOULD SIT DOWN AND NEGOTIATE. SECRETARY ~ 
) OF STATE DULLES HAD ALSO SAID THAT NO FIGHTING GOING ON IN — 
TAIWAN AREA BETWEEN CHINESE AND AMERICANS. THEREFORE, THERE Nn 


WAS NO QUESTION OF ARRANGING CEASE-FIRE BETWEEN CHINA AND ta! 
AMERICA. ony 


of the United States 
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NATIONAL OBJECTIVES. \ TAIWAN WAS CHINESE TERRITORY. 1T WAS 
RESTORED TO CHINA AFTER WORLD WAR ||. AND YET US HAD ENCROACHED 
UPON IT, AND OCCUPIED iT AND WOULD USE FORCE TO PREVENT : 
L IGERATION OF TAIWAN AND ISLANDS OFF COAST CHINA. IF WE DISCUSSE 
QUESTION THEN WE WOULD HAVE TO DISCUSS WITHDRAWAL ALL US 

FORCES FROM TAIWAN AND ISLANDS.) THEY HAD RECOGNNI ZED THAT IT 
WOULD BE VERY DIFFICULT TO SETTLE THIS QUESTION IN THESE 

TALKS SO THEY DID NOT RAISE IT. HOWEVER, IF WE WISHED TO 

DISCUSS IT HERE AND | HAD FULL AUTHORITY TO DISCUSS AND 

SETTLE THIS PROBLEM HE WAS READY TO DISCUSS IT WITH ME. 


11. HE CONCLUDED SAYING THAT IN PREVIOUS MEETING | HAD 

SAID | HAD FAITH AND HOPE THAT TWO OF US WOULD MAKE PROGRES 

ON PRACTICAL MATTERS AND WOULD STRIVE TO DO SO. HE WARMLY 
WELCOMED THIS STATEMENT AND ASSURED ME HE WOU.D STRIVE TO BEST 
HIS ABILITY REALIZE THAT HOPE. MEANWHILE, HE WANTED POINT 

OUT IN ALL FRANKNESS THAT IF WE WERE TO REALIZE HOPE OF BOTH 
OF US WE WOULD HAVE TO STRIVE HARDER THAN BEFORE, AND 

BOTH SHOULD PROVE DESIRE WE HAD EXPRESSED BY OUR ACTUAL DEEDS. 


12. IN REPLY | SAID HE HAD MADE A LONG STATEMENT AND | WANTED 
TO CAREFULLY STUDY AND CONSIDER IT. BUT FIRST | WANTED TO 

DEAL WITH QUESTION OF IMPLEMENTATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 

HE HAD EXPRESSED DESIRE NOT TO SPEND 400 MUCH TIME ON DETAILS 
AND | CERTAINLY AGRED AS ! HAD TOLD HIM AT LAST MEETING. 
FURTHERMORE, | DID NOT SEE WHY |T SHOULD BE NECESSARY FOR 

US TO DO SO. HE HAD SUGGESTED THAT THESE BE DEALT WITH THROUGH 
UK CHARGE OR IND!AN EMBASSY. | WANTED POINT OUT AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT PROVIDED FOR CERTAIN ACTIONS TO BE TAKEN BY OUR 
RESPECTIVE GOVERNMENTS AND PROVIDED FOR OTHER FUNCTIONS TO 

BE PERFORMED BY OTHER COUNTRIES. THOSE MATTERS WHICH AC- 
CORDING *~O AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT CONCERNED ACTIONS BY OUR GOVERN- 
MENTS WERE AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL MATTER BETWEEN US. WORDS 

OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT RESOLVED NOTHING, BUT ONLY IMPLEMENTATION 
OF THESE WORDS WOULD RESOLVE PROBLEM WITH WHICH WE WERE 
CONCERNED UNDER AGENDA ITEM ONE. SOME OF QUESTIONS | HAD 
RAISED HAD ALSO BEEN RAISED BY UK CHARGE IN PEKING BUT 
SATISFACTORY REPLIES HAD NOT BEEN RECEIVED BY HIM. 


13. IN ADDITION TO QUESTION OF 19 AMERICANS IN JAIL, | HAD 
- RAISED 
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RAISED THREE SIMPLE QUESTIONS AT SEVERAL MEETINGS. IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH H!S SUGGESTION | HAD REPHRASED THESE QUESTIONS 
IN THE FORM OF SUGGESTIONS WHICH HE HAD SAID HIS GOVERNMENT 
WOULD BE WILLING TO CONSIDER. THESE THREE SUGGESTIONS WERE 
SIMPLY: (1) | ASKED WHETHER OR NOT HE COULD CONFIRM THAT 
AMERICANS IN JAIL HAD BEEN GIVEN TEXT OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
IN LANGUAGE THEY COULD UNDERSTAND. WE HAD RECEIVED NO 
INFORMATION FROM UK CHARGE CONFIRMING THIS DONE. iT SEEMED 
VERY S!MPLE MATTER AND HE COULD SIMPLY ANSWER WITH YES WHICH 
WOULD DISPOSE OF THIS QUESTION. (2) 1! ASKED WHETHER OR NOT 
THOSE PERSONS IN JAIL COULD FREELY COMMUNICATE WITH OR 
OTHERWISE HAVE ACCESS TO UK CHARGE IN ACCORDANCE WITH TERMS 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. AGAIN VERY SIMPLY AFFIRMATIVE ANSWER 
COULD DISPOSE OF THIS QUESTION HERE. (3) | ASKED WHETHER 

OR NOT UK CHARGE WOULD BE PERMITTED INTERVIEW PERSONS WHO 
DESIRED RETURN IF UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT US WANTED FACTS 


IN ANY SUCH CASE INVESTIGATED. AGAIN SIMPLY AFFIRMATIVE ANSWER 
WOULD DISPOSE THIS QUESTION HERE. 
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‘ 14. | CONSIDERED THESE MATTERS OF IMPLEMENTATION OF ANNOUNCE- 
MENT ONES WHICH CONCERNED BOTH OUR GOVERNMENTS. THESE QUESTIONS 
HAD ALSO BEEN RAISED BY UK CHARGE AND REPLIES SATISFACTORY 
TO US HAD NOT BEEN RECEIVED THROUGH HIM. | FOUND IT DIFFICULT 
UNDERSTAND WHY | COULD NOT HAVE ANSWERS TO THESE SIMPLE QUESTIONS. 
DIFFICULT UNDERSTAND WHY HIS GOVERNMENT APPEARED BE MOVING SO 
SLOWLY IN IMPLEMENTING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND THUS DELAYING OUR 
TALKS HERE. BEST WAY MAKE PROGRESS WOULD BE FOR HIS GOVERNMENT 
IMPLEMENT ANNOUNCEMENT AND FOR HIM FRANKLY INFORM ME HERE IN THIS 
REGARD. AT LAST MEETING HE HAD ASSURED ME THAT HIS GOVERNMENT 
WOULD FAITHFULLY CARRY OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. HE TOLD ME THAT 
CASES OF REMAINING 19 AMERICANS WERE BEING REVIEWED INDIVIDUALLY 
AND THAT BRITISH CHARGE WOULD BE NOTIFIED OF RESULTS OF THESE 
REVIEWS. YET, UP TO PRESENT TIME, |! DID NOT KNOW OF A SINGLE 
SUCH CASE WHICH HAS BEEN REPORTED TO BRITISH CHARGE, DESPITE 
FACT A MONTH HAD PASSED SINCE ISSUANCE OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
| FOUND DIFFICULT SEE HOW THIS WAS "FAITHFUL IMPLEMENTATION" CF 
THE ANNOUNCEMENT. APPARENT FAILURE HIS GOVERNMENT, UP TO THE 
PRESENT, TO GIVE BENEFIT OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO IMPRISONED 


AMERICANS MADE IT MEANINGLESS AS FAR AS AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY 
WERE CONCERNED. 


r- 








C) 
15. i SAID IN VIEW OF HIS GOVERNMENT'S CONTINUED DELAY IN PER- OC) 
MITTING ANY OF 19 AMERICANS TO RETURN, | WAS BECOMING MORE z 
CONCERNED OVER A STATEMENT WHICH HE MADE AT OUR 17TH MEETING ON 
SEPTEMBER 23. HE HAD SAID THAT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT CONCERNED to 
CIVILIANS, AND NOT THOSE HE TERMED CRIMINALS OR PERSONS WHO HAD ho} 
VIOLATED LAWS. HE IMPLIED THAT PERSONS IN JAIL WERE NOT =< 
"CIVILIANS" AND THEREFORE NOT COVERED BY PROVISIONS OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. HE DID NOT MENTION NOR EVEN HINT AT SUCH AN INTER- 
PRETATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT DURING COURSE OF OUR DISCUSSIONS [7 
vv} PRIOR TO SEPTEMBER 10 AND | WANTED TO MAKE IT CLEAR THAT | COULD by 
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NOT ACCEPT ANY SUCH CONSTRUCTION OF ANNOUNCEMENT. | ASKED HIM 
TO CONFIRM TO ME THAT AGREED 
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14. | CONSIDERED THESE MATTERS OF IMPLEMENTATION OF ANNOUNCEMENT 
ONES WHICH CONCERNED BOTH OUR GOVERNMENTS. THESE QUESTIONS 
HAD ALSO BEEN RAISED BY UK CHARGE AND REPLIES SATISFACTORY 
TO US HAD NOT BEEN RECEIVED THROUGH HIM. | FOUND IT DIFFICULT 
UNDERSTAND WHY | COULD NOT HAVE ANSWERS TO THESE SIMPLE 
QUESTIONS. DIFFICULT UNDERSTAND WHY HIS GOVERNMENT APPEARED 
BE MOVING SO SLOWLY IN IMPLEMENTING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND 
THUS DELAYING OUR TALKS HERE. BEST WAY MAKE PROGRESS WOULD BE 
| FOR HIS GOVERNMENT IMPLEMENT ANNOUCEMENT AND FOR HIM FRANKLY 
INFORM ME HERE IN THIS REGARD. AT LAST MEETING HE HAD ASSURED 
| ME THAT HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD FAITHFULLY CARRY OUR AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. HE TOLD ME THAT CASES OF REMAINING 19 AMERICANS 
WERE BEING REVIEWED INDIVIDUALLY AND THAT BRITISH CHARGE 
WOULD BE NOTIFIED OF RESULTS OF THESE REVIEWS. YET, UP TO 
PRESENT TIME, | DID NOT KNOW OF A SINGLE SUCH CASE WHICH 
HAS BEEN REPORTED TO BRITISH CHARGE, DESPITE FACT A 
MONTH HAD PASSED SINCE ISSUANCE OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. | 
FOUND DIFFICULT SEE HOW THIS WAS "FAITHFUL IMPLEMENTATION" 
OF THE ANNOUNCEMENT. APPARENT FAILURE HIS GOVERNMENT, UP TO 
THE PRESENT, TO GIVE BENEFIT OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO 
IMPRISONED AMERICANS MADE IT MEANINGLESS AS FAR (#4) 
PERMITTING ANY OF 19 AMERICANS TO RETURN, | WAS BECOMING MORE 
CONCERNED OVER A STATEMENT WHICH HE MADE AT OUR 17TH MEETING 
ON SEPTEMBER 23. HE HAD SAID THAT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT CON- 
CERNED CIVILIANS, AND NOT THOSE HE TERMED CRIMINALS OR 
PERSONS WHO HAD VIOLATED LAWS. HE IMPLIED THAT PERSONS IN 
JAIL WERE NOT "CIVILAINS" AND THEREFORE NOT COVERED BY PRO- 
VISIONS OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. HE DID NOT MENTION NOR EVEN 
HINT AT SUCH AN INTERPRETATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT DURING 
COURSE OF OUR DISCUSSIONS PRIOR TO SEPTEMBER 10 AND | WANTED 
TO MAKE IT CLEAR THAT |! COULD NOT ACCEPT ANY SUCH CONSTRUCTION 
OF ANNOUNCEMENT. | ASKED HIM TO CONFIRM TO ME THAT AGREED 
CONFIDENTIAL ANNOUNCEMENT Copy if CLASSIFIED, IS 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 





PERMANENT TECTED 
RECORD COPY e This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 








Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


CONF I DENTIAL 
-2- 819, OCTOBER 5, 10 P.M. (SECTION 3 OF 6) FROM GENEVA 


ANNOUNCEMENT APPLIED TO ALL AMERICAN CIV!LIANS WHETHER OR NOT- 
THEY WERE IN HIS JAILS. 


16. | SAID THAT AT OUR LAST MEETING ALSO HE HAD REFERRED 

TO MY PROPOSAL, MADE DURING COURSE OF OUR DISCUSSIONS, THAT 

HE SPECIFY A DEFINITE PERIOD OF TIME WITHIN WHICH ALL AMERICANS 
IN HIS COUNTRY WOULD BE ALLOWED TO LEAVE. AS HE HAD POINTED 
OUT, HE REFUSED TO SPECIFY ANY LENGTH OF TIME. 1 HAD EXPRESSED 
TO HIM A NUMBER OF TIMES MY GOVERNMENT'S DISSATISFACTION WITH 
H1S GOVERNMENT'S REFUSAL TO ACCEDE TO THIS REASONABLE PROPOSAL. 
NEVERTHELESS, IN INTEREST OF ADVANCING THESE TALKS AND ON 

BASIS OF HIS ASSURANCES THAT IMPRISONED AMERICANS WOULD BE 
RELEASED EXPEDITIOSLY, MY GOVERNMENT DID CONSENT TO |SSUANCE 

OF THE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, EVEN IN ABSENCE OF A SPECIFIC 

TIME LIMIT FOR RELEASE OF AMERICANS. HIS REMARKS AT LAST 
MEETING MADE IT APPEAR KE INTERPRETED MY GOVERNMENT'S 
CONCESSION IN NOT !NSISING ON A DEFINITE TIME LIMIT AS 
CONSTITUTING AGREEMENT TO INDEFINITE DELAY BY HiS GOVERNMENT 

IN RELEASING AMERICANS. | EMPHATICALLY REJECTED ANY SUCK 
INTERPRETATION AND STATED CLEARLY AND UNEQUIVOCALLY THAT MY 
GOVERNMENT CONSIDERED THAT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT PROVIDED FOR 
EXPEDITIOUS DEPARTURE FROM HIS COUNTRY OF ALL AMERICANS WHO 


DESIRED TO RETURN TO UNITED STATES, INCLUDING THOSE AMERICANS 
STILi IMPRISONED. 


17. | SAID HE HAD ALSO REPEATED SEVERAL TIMES AT OUR LAST 
MEETING THAT ONLY IMPROVED RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES 
COULD ENABLE HIS GOVERNMENT TO TAKE "MORE LENIENT" ATT! TUDE 
TOWARD AMERICANS IN PRISON. IT WAS DIFFICULT FOR US NOT TO 
INTERPRET THIS AS AN INTENT BY HIS GOVERNMENT TO DISREGARD 


EXPLICIT TERMS OF OUR ANNOUNCEMENT AND TO HOLD THESE HUMAN 
BE!NGS AS HOSTAGES FOR POLITICAL ADVANTAGE. 


18. | SAID MY GOVERNMENT HAD iSSUED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT IN 
GOOD FAITH, PROMPTLY AND ENERGENTICALLY BEGAN TO IMPLEMENT 

IT AND FULLY EXPECTED THAT HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD DO SAME. 

MY GOVERNMENT ATTACHED NO POLITICAL CONDITIONS TO ITS CARRYING 
OUT OF TERMS ANNOUNCEMENT AND DOcS NOT INTEND TO DO SO. 
CHINESE WERE PERMITTED TO LEAVE UNITED STATES FREELY EVEN 
BEFORE ISSUANCE OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND SINCE THAT TIME 
HAVE CONTINUCD TO DEPART FREELY. FROM JULY 11 TO OCTOBER 3, 
4O2 CHINESE LEFT UNITED STATES FOR FAR CAST. 
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19. | SAID HE HAD ACCUSED MY GOVERNMENT OF INTENTIONALLY 
STALLING IN ORDER NOT TO BEGIN DISCUSSION OF SUBJECTS INTRODUCED 
UNDER AGENDA ITEM TWO. ! DID NOT SEE ANY BASIS FOR SUCH AN 
ACCUSATION. MY GOVERNMENT ACTED WITH GREAT PROMPTNESS TO 
IMPLEMENT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND THUS CLEARED WAY FOR PROMPTLY 
GOING ON TO !TEM TWO. ITWAS ONLY FAILURE OF HIS GOVERNMENT 

TO ACT WITH EQUAL PROMPTNES WHICH HAD RESULTED IN SLOWING 
PROGRESS OF TALKS. IF STALLING WAS INVOLVED, IT SHOULD BE 
OBVIOUS THAT THAT WAS WHERE FAITT LAY. 
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20. |! SAID HE HAD ALSO IMPLIED THAT IF HIS GOVERNMENT WERE 
TO RELEASE ALL AMERICANS PROMPTLY, THIS WOULD BE SUBMITTING 
TO PRESURE. | DID NOT SEE HOW CARRYING OUT PROMPTLY AN 
OBLIGATION WHICH A GOVERNMENT HAD FREELY AND PUBLICLY ACCEPTED 
COULD BE REGARDED AS SUBMITTING TO PRESSURE. MY GOVERNMENT 
CERTAINLY DID NOT CONSIDER IT WAS SUBMITTING TO PRESSURE IN 
SETTING UP ARRANGEMENTS FOR INDIA TO ASSIST DEPARTURE OF 
CHINESE FROM THE US AND TAKING OTHER ACTION IT HAD TAKEN WITH 
REPSECT TO CHINESE IN THE US. WHY SHOULD IT BE CONSIDERED 
ANY MORE SUBMISSION TO PRESSURE FOR HIS GOVERNMENT TO DO 
WHAT IT PUBLICLY DECLARED IN OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT IT WAS 
GOING TO DO? 


el. | SAID | WOULD COMMENT LATER ON SOME OTHER POINTS RAISED 
IN REMAINDER HIS STATEMENT. 


ee. WANG REPLIED HE CONSIDERED ALL REMARKS | HAD JUST MADE 
BELONGED IN FIELD AGENDA ITEM ONE WHICH WE HAD ALREADY COVERED 
IN QUR DISCUSSION AND TO WHICH HIS SIDE HAD ALREADY REPLIED. 
REGARDING IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT HE HAD REPEATEDLY SAID HIS 
SIDE WOULD CARRY OUT AGREEMENT FAITHFULLY. HOWEVER HE WOULD 
NOT ALLOW ANY DISTORTED INTERPRETAT!ON OF AGREEMENT 

QUESTION RETURN OF AMERICANS IN PRISON HAD TO BE DEALT WITH 
ACCORDING CHINESE LAW. HIS SIDE WOULD CONTINUE REVIEW CASES 
THESE PEOPLE BUT ACT!ON ON PART HIS GOVERNMENT COULD ONLY BE 
CARREID OUT IN LIGHT OF CONDITIONS WHICH HE HAD TOLD ME. 

THAT IS THEIR CASES WOULD BE REVIEWED BY TAKING INTO ACCOUNT 
DEGREE OF THEIR OFFENSES, THEIR CONDUCT, AND IMPROVEMENT 
RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES IN LIGHT OF AGREEMENT WE HAD 
REACHED. ONLY UNDER SUCH CIRCUMSTANCES WOULD IT BE POSSIBLE 
HIS GOVERNMENT ADOFT MEASURES MORE LENIENT THAN PRESENT VERY 
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LENIENT MEASURES BEING TAKEN. #& COULD NOT AGGREE TO CHANGING 
LEGAL PROCEDURES OF CHINA AND CONDi TIONS HD HAD INFORMED ME 

OF AND DEMAND THAT CHINESE GOVERNMENT DO CERTAIN THINGS 
UNCONDITIONALLY. 


23. WANG SAID WITH RESPECT QUESTION DETAILS IMPLUMENTAT ION 
AGREEMENT HE HAD SUGGESTED ASSISTANTS BOTH SiDES HOLD MEETINGS 
AT WHICH OUR SIDE COULD PUT FORWARD ANY REASONABLE SUGGESTION 

!T WISHED. AS HE HAD SAID IN STAiCMENT THiS MORNING THESE 
QUESTIONS MIGHT ALSO BE RAISED BY UK CHARGE WiTH HIS 

GOVERNMENT. IN HIS VIEW IF WE CONTINUED ENTANGLE TALKS IN 

SUCH DETAILS I? WOULD NOT CONTRIBUTE TO PROCRESS IN OUR 

TALKS. FAULT FOR STALLING TALKS WHICH PREVENTED A FULL EXCHANGE 
OF VIEWS ON AGENDA ITEM TWO WAS NOT THEIRS AND THEY WERE NOT 
SATISFIED WITH STATE OF THINGS. 


24. | SAID | WAS NOT SATISFICD LITHOR. | HAD ASKED HIM 
AGAIN IN THIS MEETING QUESTIONS WH!CH i HAD ASKED IN PREY!IOUS 
MEETINGS. INSTEAD OF DISCUSSING WHERE THESE QUESTIONS SHOULD 
BE DISCUSSED, REFERRING THEM TO THIRD COUNTRY OR REFERRING 
THEM TO OUR ASSISTANTS, THESE. QUEST!ONS COULD BE DISPOSED OF 
IN A FEW MINUTES BETWEEN US. HE HAD SPOKEN OF MY DISTORT!NG 
THE INTERPRETATION OF ANNOUNCEMENT. IF | HAD DISTORTED IT 

IN ANY WAY THAT WAS WHAT | WANTED TO KNOW. | HAD ASKED HIM 
TO CONFIRM TO ME WHETHER HIS GOVERNMENT INTERPRETED ANNOUNCEMENT 
TO APPLY TO ALL CIVILIANS WHETHER OR NOT THEY WERE IN PRISON. 
THIS WAS VITAL MATTER BETWEEN OUR TWO GOVERNMENTS AND NOT ONE 
WHICH COULD BE DEALT WITH BY ASSISTANTS OR THIRD POWERS. 
OTHER THREE QUESTIONS | HAD ASKED HIM HAD ALSO BEEN RAISED BY 
UK CHARGE IN PEIPING AND HE HAD NOT RECEIVED ANY SAT!SFACTORY 
REPLIES TO THEM. CERTAINLY WANG COULD SIMPLY SAY YES, 
AMERICANS IN PR!SON HAD BEEN GIVEN TEXT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
IN LANGUAGE WHICH THEY UNDERSTOOD. CERAINLY HE COULD SAY YES 
THOSE AMER!CANS HAVE BESN GIYEN FREEDOM COMMUN!CATE WiTH UK 
CHARGE. CERTAINLY Hi COULD SAY YES UK CHARGE WOULD BE PERMITTED 
INTERVIEW THESE PERSONS WHO DESIRED RETURN iF MY GOVERNMENT 
WANTED FACTS IN THEIR CASES 7O BE INVESTIGATED. | DID NOT 
SEE WHY WE SPENT SO MUCH TIME ON THIS MATTER EITHER BUT | 

DID NOT SEE WHY DIRECT REPLIES SHOULD B= AVOIDED. i NEVER 
SUGGESTED THAT ACTION HIS GOVERNMENT TOOK TO IMPLEMENT 

ANNOUNCEMENT 
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ANNOUNCEMENT SHOULD DISREGARD CHINESE LEGAL PROCESSES AND IT 
WAS ASSUMED THAT HIS GOVERNMENT HAD TAKEN THIS INTO CONSIDERATION 
WHEN HE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. AGAIN | WISHED TO SAY | HAD 


MADE NO DEMANDS. 1! WAS MERELY ASKING HOW ANNOUNCEMENT WAS BEING 
IMPLEMENTED. 


25. WANG SAID HE HAD ALREADY ANSWERED SOME OF QUESTIONS | 

HAD RAISED PREVIOUSLY AND THiS WAS NOT PLACE FOR DISCUSSING 
OTHER QUESTIONS. IF WE CONTINUED TO PUT FORWARD ALL QUESTIONS 
DEALT WITH IN OUR MEETINGS IN PAST HE WOULD HAVE TO SAY THESE 
QUESTIONS WERE BEING USED TO STALL PROGRESS OF MEETINGS. 

IF WE DISCUSS QUESTIONS WHICH SHOULD NOT BELONG WITHIN 

FIELD OF DISCUSSION IN THIS MEETING THEN THEIR DISCUSSION 

FOR EVEN ONE MINUTE WAS A WASTE OF TIME. HE COULD NOT UNDERSTAND 
WHY WE REPEAT WORK WHICH COULD BE DONE BY THE THIRD STATES 
AFTER WE HAD ENTRUSTED THESE THIRD STATES IN AC: ORDANCE WITH 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. IF WE HAD ANY REASONABLE SUGGESTIONS 
THESE COULD BE RAISED IN A MEETING OF ASSISTANTS INSTEAD OF 
CONTINUING DISCUSSION HERE AND THUS PREVENTING PROGRESS. 

NO NECESSITY DISCUSS THESE QUESTIONS AT THIS MEETING BECAUSE 
IF | FELT | HAD REASONABLE SUGGESTIONS TO MAKE WE MIGHT AS 


WELL ARARANGE SPECIAL MEETING OF ASSISTANTS TO CONSIDER ANY | 
REASONABLE SUGGESTIONS. 
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26. WANG SAID SINCE 15TH MEETING WE HAD HELD FOR SESSIONS 

AND DISCUSSION AGENDA ITEM TWO WAS STILL IN BEGINNING STAGE 

SO EASY SEE WHY HE WAS DISSATISFIED WITH PROGRESS OF TALKS. 

HE HOPED AT MEETING OF AMBASSADORS WHEN WE HAD LIMITED TIME 

AT OUR DISPOSAt WE WOULD NOT BRING UP OVER AND OVER AGAIN THOSE 
QUESTIONS WE HAD DEALT WITH IN PAST. IF WE WENT ON THIS WAY 

|T WOULD PREVENT DISCUSSION OF MAJOR ISSUES WE CAME HERE TO 
DISCUSS. POINTS | HAVE RAISED HAD BEEN DEALT WITH BY HIS SIDE 
MANY TIMES. REMAINING AMERICANS WHO HAD VIOLATED LAWS WERE 
ONLY HANDFUL AND THEY WOULD BE DEALT WITH IN LIGHT OF AGREEMENT 
REACHED, IN ACCORDANCE WITH CHINESE LEGAL PROCEDURES, AND 
CONSIDERING THE SERIOUSNESS OF THEIR CRIMES AND THEIR CONDUCT. 
INDIVIDUAL REVIEWS OF THEIR CASES WOULD BE MADE AND WHEN 
COMPLETED HIS SIDE WOULD INFORM UK WHICH WAS THIRD COUNTRY 
ENTRUSTED BY OUR SIDE. IT NOT NECESSARY FOR US TO DISCUSS 

AT THIS MEETING QUESTIONS OF THIS NATURE. 


er mmm nae es ee ee eS 


of the United States 


Cf. | ASKED IF !T WAS CORRECT THAT HIS GOVERNMENT DID 
CINS!IDER TERMS OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT APPLIED TO ALL AMERICAN 
CIVILIANS INCLUDING PRISONERS. 
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28. WANG SAID HE HAD ALREADY REPLIED TO HIS QUESTION AND 
HE COULD NOT MAKE ANY INTERPRETATION BEYOND HIS STATEMENT. 


29. | SAID IT WAS VERY SIMPLE QUESTION BUT | HAD DIFFICULTY 
INTERPRETING HIS REPLY. ALL | HAD ASKED FOR WAS CLARIFICATON. 


30. WANG ASKED IF | WAS NOT CLEAR ABOUT ANSWERS HE HAD GIVEN 
ME « 


31. 1 SAID 
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31. | SAID NO, | WAS NOT. 


32. WANG READ AGAIN FROM PREPARED TEXT WHICH HE SAID WAS 
ONLY REPLY HE COWLD GIVE BECAUSE IT WAS IN CONFORMITY WITH 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


33. | ASKED WHEHTER PHRASE "IN LIGHT OF AGREEMENT" COULD BE 
TRANSLATED AS "IN ACCORDANCE WITH AGREEMENT." AT THAT POINT 
THERE WAS SOME DISCUSSION BETWEEN INTERPRETERS DURING WHICH IT 
APPEARED "IN LIGHT OF" SHOULD. FROM BEGINNING HAVE BEEN 
TRANSLATED "IN ACCORDANCE WITH." 


34. | SAID | HAD NO INTENTION OF BELABORING POINT BUT HE 

HAD SAID HE HAD ALSO ANSWERED MY OTHER QUESTIONS. IF HE HAD 
DONE SO IN PREVIOUS MEETINGS | MAY HAVE MISSED HIS ANSWERS. 

| ASKED IF HE FELT HE HAD ANSWERED MY OTHER QUESTIONS, 

35. WANG REPLIED HE HAD ANSWERED SOME OF THEM. 

36. | SAID | COULD NOT RECALL WHEN. 

37. WANG SAID | MIGHT REFER TO RECORD OF MEETINGS. 

38. | SAID | HAD DONE SQ AND | COULD NOT FIND HIS ANSWERS. 

| HAD NO INTENTION OF BELABORING POINT, BUT | WANTED TO KNOW IF 
EACH AMERICAN HAD RECEIVED TEXT OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT IN ENCLISH. 
39. WANG SAID THIS QUESTION HAD BEEN ANSWERED IN PAST. 
4O. WAS ANSWER "YES"? 


41. HE SAID, "YES, OF COURSE.” IT WAS PROVIDED THAT AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT BE GIVEN WIDE PUBLICITY. 


42, | SAID MAY BE SOME DID NOT SEE ANNOUNCEMENT AND THERE 
WAS SPECIAL RESPONSIBILITY ON PART H!S GOVERNMENT TO SEE THAT 


THOSE IN 
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THOSE IN PRISON HAD BEEN GIVEN COPIES OF ANNOUNCEMENT. 
| SIMPLY WANTED TO KNOW IF THAT HAD BEEN DONE. 


43, WANG SAID HE HAD TOLD ME THAT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 

PROVIDED FOR WIDE PUBLICITY WHICH MEANT THAT EVERYONE SHOULD 
KNOW ABOUT IT. HE HAD TOLD ME HIS SIDE WAS FAITHFULLY CARRYING 
OUT AGREEMENT. THIS QUESTION WAS ONE OF THOSE WHICH AROSE 

OUT OF IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREEMENT. DIDN'T i TRUST THEM TO 
FAITHFULLY |MPLEMENT AGREEMENT? 


44. =| SAID | WAS NOT RAISING QUESTION OF TRUST AND ACCEPTED 
HIS STATEMENT. | NATURALLY HAD A QUESTION BECAUSE SOME OF 
THOSE AMERICANS RELEASED FROM PRISON HAD NOT HEARD OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. | MERELY WANTED HIM TO ASSURE ME THAT THE 
APPROPRIATE AUTHORITIES IN HIS COUNTRY HAD MADE SURE THE TEXT 
OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WAS GIVEN TO PRISONERS. I WAS WILLING 
ACCEPT HIS ASSURANCES THIS HAD BEEN DONE. 


4s. WANG SAID HIS SIDE WOULD IMPLEMENT FULLY ANYTHING REQUIRED 
OF THEM BY AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. HE DID NOT BELIEVE INFORMATION 
ON WHICH | HAD BASED 1tY SiA\E.ENT WAS ACCURATE. 


46. | REPLIED | HAD MERELY PASSED ON TO HIM INFORMATION WHICH 
THOSE WHO HAD BEEN RELEASED HAD GIVEN TO US. | HOPED HE WOULD 
ASSURE HIMSELF THAT OTHERS HAD BEEN INFORMED. | HOPED | 

COULD ACCEPT HIS STATEMENT REGARDING IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT AS INDICATING PERSONS IN JAIL WOULD HAVE FREEDOM 
TO COMMUNICATE WITH UK CHARGE AND THAT HE WOULD BE PERMITTED 
TO INTERVIEW THEM. UK CHARGE HAD RECEIVED NO COMMUNICATION 
FROM ANY OF INDIVIDUALS CONCERNED ALTHOUGH ALMOST ONE MONTH 
HAD NOW PASSED SINCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ISSUED. THIS WAS 
DIFFICULT FOR US TO UNDERSTAND. 


47. FOLLOWING LONG PAUSE WANG SA!ID HE HAD NOTHING TO SAY 


IN THIS REGARD. HE ASKED IF | HAD ANYTHING TO SAY ON POINTS 
HE HAD RAISED. 


48. | ASKED 
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48. | ASKED IFHE WERE UNABLE TO GIVE ME AN ANSWER TO 
| THESE TWO QUESTIONS. | DID NOT WANT TO DISCUSS THEM AT LENGTH. 


49, WANG SAID HE DID NOT CONSIDER IT NECESSARY TO ANSWER 
THESE QUESTIONS HERE. AS HE HAD SUGGESTED, THEY COULD BE 
HANDLED IN A MEETING OF ASSISTANTS OR THROUGH THIRD POWERS. 


50. | SAID THESE QUESTIONS HAD ALREADY BEEN RAISED BY UK 
CHARGE AND NO REPLIES RECIEVED. | HOPED HE COULD ASSURE ME 
THAT REPLIES WOULD BE RECEIVED BY UK CHARGE PROMPTLY. IF 

HE RECEIVED REPLIES IT WOULD NOT BE NECESSARY RAISE QUESTIONS 


WwW 

 — 

h 

» 

cs 

rr 

ox 

Ge. 

m 

o 

>. % HERE. 

uw + 

cv 

-—o 51. WANG SAID HE HAD NOTHING TO SAY. 
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<= 52. | SAID THIS WAS VERY DISAPPOINTING TO ME. REGARDING 
ed REMAINDER OF HIS STATEMENT | WISHED TO STUDY IT CAREFULLY 
= BECAUSE IT WAS LONG AND | WOULD REPLY IN DETAIL AT NEXT MEDTING. 
a | WOULD HOPE AT NEXT MEETING QUESTION IMPLEMENTATION WOULD BE 
s° SATISFACTORILY RESOLVED SO NOT NECESSARY TO SPEND TIME ON 
o THAT. 
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53. I SAID I HAD MADE SUGGESTION LAST MEETING REGARDING 
SUBJECTS WE MIGHT DISCUSS AND ORDER IN WHICH WE MIGHT DISCUSS 
THEM. IT SEEMED ME IT WOULD CONTRIBUTE TO ORDERLY PROGRESS 
OUR DISCUSSION IF WE HAD SOME UNDERSTANDING REGARDING ORDER 
WE WOULD DISCUSS QUESTIONS. REGARDING ITEM ON ACCOUNTING FOR 
US PERSONNEL I HAD IN MIND QUESTION OF MILITARY PERSONNEL 
STILL MISSING FROM KOREAN HOSTILITIES CONCERNING WHOM iY 
GOVERNMENT HAD REASON BELIEVE AUTHORITIES IN HIS COUNTRY MIGHT 
HAVE SOME INFORMATION. HOWEVER I CONSIDERED PROBLEM Or 
RENUNCIATION OF FORCE AS MOST IMPORTANT AND MOST FUNDAMENTsL 
SUBJECT WITH WHICH WE HAD TO DEAL. ‘THEREFORE, i 

CONSIDERED WE SHOULD DISCUSS THAT FIRST AND WE WOULD BE 
PREPARED AT NEXT MEETING TO GO INTO THAT SUBJECT. 


54. I SAID I WELCOMED HIS STATEMENT THAT HE SHARED MY HOPE 
WE COULD MAKE PROGRESS IN DEALING WITH SOME OF THESE PROBLEMS 
HERE. I BELIEVED WE COULD. IT SEEMED TO ME, ONLY AFTER WE 
SAW WHAT PROGRESS WE WERE ABLE TO MAKE HERE, THAT QUESTION 
OF WHAT WOULD HAPPEN AFTER THESE MEETINGS WOULD ARISE. I 
HAD GIVEN MY THOUGHTS REGARDING DISCUSSION OF MEETING AT 
| HIGHER LEVEL AND WHAT HE HAD SAID IN THAT RAGARD DID NOT CHANC2 
MY VIEW PREVIOUSLY EXPRESSED TH4T THIS WAS PROCEDURAL MATTER. 
| I HONESTLY DID NOT SEE HOW QUESTION OF WHERE OR IN WHAT YORUM 
| WE DISCUSSED THESE ISSUES BETWEEN US WAS AN ISSUE IN ITSELF. 
| THESE WERE TWO DIFFERENT MATTERS. FIRST WAS PRACTICAL 
| QUESTIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES. ENTIRELY APART ROM THASE 
WAS WHERE THEY SHOULD BE DISCUSSED AND BY WHOM. WW’ GOVERNMENT 
HAD AGREED TO OUR DISCUSSING THESE PRACTICAL QUES. i0WS HERE. 
I COULD NOT SEE HOW PROPOSAL OF ANOTHER PLACE TO DISCUSS 


IINOO 


THESE QUESTIONS WAS IN ITSELF A PRACTICAL MATTER, AND tj 

4 

NOTHING HE oa 
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NOTHING HE HAD SAID HAD SERVED TO CHANGE MY MIND ON THIS. 


I DESIRED TO MAKE A CAREFUL REPLY TO REST OF HIS STATEMENT AT 
NEXT MEETING. 


55. WANG SAID BY ITEM "ACCOUNTING FOR PERSONNEL" HAD I IN 
MIND PERSONNEL IN KOREA CONFLICT? 


56. _I SAID AMERICAN PERSONNEL. 





57. WANG SAID HE THOUGHT THERE WAS NO REASON FOR RAISING 
THIS QUESTION WHICH HAD ALREADY BECOME FAMOUS BECAUSE OF 
DISCUSSIONS REGARDING IT AT KAESONG AND PANMUNJOM. HE 

FELT IT REGRETTABLE THAT QUESTION OF KOREAN WAR WHICH HAD 
ALREADY BEEN DISCUSSED WERE BEING PUT FORWARD AT THIS MEETING. 
IF THERE WAS TO BE ANY TALK ABOUT ACCOUNTING FOR PERSONNEL IT 
WAS FOR UNITED STATES TO ACCOUNT FOR PERSONNEL IT DETAINED 

IN KOREAN WAR. IF I WANTED TO RAISE THIS QUESTION HE WOULD 
ALSO RESERVE RIGHT RAISE SIMILAR QUESTION OF THIS NATURE. 





58. WANG SAID HE COULD NOT ACCEPT OUR CONTENTION THAT 
DISCUSSION PREPARATIONS FOR HIGHER LEVEL MEETING WAS MERELY 
PROCEDURAL MATTER. HE HAD IN MIND THAT ISSUES OUTSTANDING 
IMPORTANCE BETWEEN CHINA AND US WOULD BE MORE PRACTICALLY 
DISCUSSED BETWEEN TWO GOVERNMENTS AT HIGHER LEVEL. THIS DID 
NOT MEAN THAT HIGHER LEVEL CONFERENCE WOULD REPLACE OUR TALKS, 
BUT SIMPLY THAT THERE WERE NUMBER OF QUESTIONS WHICH COULD BE 
MORE APPRUPRIATELY DISCUSSED IN CERTAIN FORUMS AT CERTAIN PLACES. 
HE SAID AN ILLUSTRATION WAS FACT THAT BEFORE OUR TALKS STARTED 
HERE, CONTACTS WERE MADE BETWEEN OUR CONSULAR REPRESENTATIVES. 
THE AMERICAN SIDE HAD PROPOSED THESE CONTACTS BE RAISED TO 
AMBASSADORTAL LEVEL BECAUSE IT WAS FOUND THAT THERE WERE SOME 
QUESTIONS WHICH COULD NOT BE SETTLED BY CONSULAR REPRESENTATIVES 
AND WHICH COULD BE RESOLVED IN A CONFERENCE AT AMBASSADORIAL 
LEVEL. HIS SIDE CONSIDERED THERE WERE STILL OTHER QUESTIONS 
WHICH COULD BE MORE PRACTICALLY RESOLVED IN HIGHER LEVEL 
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53. | SAID | HAD MADE SUGGESTION LAST MEETING REGARDING 
SUBJECTS WE MIGHT DISCUSS AND ORDER IN WHICH WE MIGHT DISCUSS 
THEM. 1T SEEMED ME IT WOULD CONTRIBUTE TO ORDERLY PROGRESS 
OUR DiSCUSSION IF WE HAD SOME UNDERSTANDING REGARDING ORDER 
WE WOULD DISCUSS QUESTIONS. REGARDING ITEM ON ACCOUNTING FOR 
US PERSONNEL | HAD IN MIND QUESTION OF MILITARY PERSONNEL 
STILL MISSING FROM KOREAN HOSTILITIES CONCERNING OM MY# 
GOVERNMENT HAD REASON BELIEVE AUTHORITIES IN HIS COUNTRY MIGHT 
HAVE SOME INFORMATION. HOWEVER | CONSIDERED PROBLEM OF 
RENUNCIATION OF FORCE AS MOST IMPORTANT AND MOST FUNDAMENTAL 
SUBJECT WITH WHICH WE HAD TO DEAL. THEREFORE, 

| CONSIDERED WE SHOULD DISCUSS THAT FIRST AND WE WOULD BE 
PREPARED AT NEXT MEETING TO GO INTO THAT SUBJECT. 


of the United States 





54. | SAID | WELCOMED HIS STATEMENT THAT HE SHARED MY HOPE 
WE COULD MAKE PROGRESS IN DEALING WITH SOME OF THESE PROLEMS 
HERE. | BELIEVED WE COULD. 1T SEEMED TO ME, ONLY AFTER WE 
SAW WHAT PROGRESS WE WERE ABLE TO MAKE HERE, THAT QUESTION ; 
OF WHAT WOULD HAPPEN AFTER THESE MEETINGS WOULD ARISE. | 
HAD GIVEN MY THOUGHTS REGARDING DISCUSSION OF MEETING AT 
HIGHER LEVEL AND WHAT HE HAD SAID IN THAT REGARD DID NOT CHANGE 
MY VIEW PREVIOUSLY EXPRESSED THAT THIS WAS PROCEDURAL MATTER. 

| HONESTLY DID NOT SEE HOW QUESTION OF WHERE OR IN WHAT FORUM 
WE DISCUSSED THESE ISSUES BETWEEN US WAS AN ISSUE IN ITSELF. 
THESE WERE TWO DIFFERENT MATTERS. FIRST WAS PRACTICAL . 
QUESTIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES. ENTIRELY APART FROM THESE } 
WAS WHERE THEY SHOULD BE DISCUSSED AND BY WHOM. MY GOVERNMENT. 
HAD AGREED TO OUR DISCUSSING THESE PRACTICAL QUESTIONS HERE. 
| COULD NOT SEE HOW PROPOSAL OF ANOTHER PLACE TO DISCUSS 
THESE QUESTIONS WAS IN ITESELF A PRACTICAL MATTER, AND 


NOTHING HE 
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NOTHING HE HAD SAID HAD SERVED TO CHANGE MY MIND ON THIS. 


| DESIRED TO MAKE A CAREFUL REPLY TO REST OF HIS STATEMENT AT 
NEXT MEETING. 





55. WANG SAID BY ITEM "ACCOUNTING FOR PERSONNEL” HAD IN 
MIND PERSONNEL IN KOREA CONFLICT? 


56. WANG SAID HE THOUGHT THERE WAS NO REASON FOR RAJSING 

THIS QUESTION WHICH HAD ALREADY BECOME FAMOUS BECAUSE OF 
DISCUSSIONS REGARDING |T AT KAESONG AND PANMUNJOM. HE 

FELT IT REGRETTABLE THAT QUESTION OF KOREAN WAR WHICH HAD ALREADY 
BEEN DISCUSSED WERE BEING PUT FORWARD AT THIS MEETING. IF 

THERE WAS TO BE ANY TALK ABOUT ACCOUNTING FOR PERSONNEL IT 

WAS FOR UNITED STATES TO ACCOUNT FOR PERSONNEL !T DETAINED 

IN KOREAN WAR. IF | WANTED TO RAISE THIS QUESTION HE WOULD ALSO 
RESERVE RIGHT RAISE SIMILAR QUESTION OF THIS NATURE. 


51+ # 


58. WANG SAID HE COULD NOT ACCEPT OUR CONTENTION THAT 
DISCUSSION PREPARATIONS FOR HIGHER LEVEL MEETING WAS MERELY 
PROCEDURAL MATER. HE HAD IN MIND THAT |SSUES OUTSTANDING 
IMPORTANCE BETWEEN CHINA AND US WOULD BE MORE PRACTICALLY 
DISCUSSED BETWEEN TWO GOVERNMTS AT HIGHER LEVEL. THIS DID 

NOT WEAN THAT HIGHER LEVEL CONFERENCE WOULD REPLACE OUR TALKS, 
BUT SIMPLY THAT THERE WERE NUMBER OF QUESTIONS WHICH COULD BE 
MORE APPROPRIATEY DISCUSSED IN CERTAIN FORUMS AT CERTAIN PLACES. 
HE SAID AN ILLUSTRATION WAS FACT THAT BEFORE OUR TALKS STARTED 
HERE, CONTACTS WERE MADE BETWEEN OUR CONSULAR REPRESENTATIVES. 
THE AMERICN SIDE HAD PROPOSED THESE CONTACTS BE RAISED TO 
AMBASSADORIAL LEVEL BECAUSE IT WAS FOUND THAT THERE WERE SOME 
QUESTIONS WHICH COULD NOT BE SETTLED BY CONSULAR REPRESENTAT! VES 
AND WHICH COULD BE RESOLVED IN A CONFERENCE AT AMBASSADORI AL 
LEVEL. HIS SIDE CONSIDERED THERE WERE STILL OTHER QUESTIONS 
WHCH COULD BE MORE PRACTICALLY RESOLVED IN HIGHER LEVEL 
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CONFERENCE. IF | HAD FULL AUTHORITY TO RELOVE IMPORTANT 
AND OUTSTANDING QUESTIONS ARISING IN_TAJWAN AREA, THEN HE 

WAS READY DISCUSS THESE QUESTIONS WITH ME. AT NEXT MEETING | 
WHEN | MADE MORE DETAILED REPLY HE WOULD COMMENT FURTHER. 








59. | SAID | HAD NOTHING MORE. 1 
60. WANG PROPOSED WE MEET AGAIN OCTOBER 8 AND | AGREED. 


61. | SAID | WOULD LIKE TO ISSUE THE SAME PRESS STATEMENT WE 
HAD MADE AFTER LAST MEETING. 


62. WANG SAID HE HAD INDICATED HE WOULD NOT AGREE TO ISSUE 
ANY MORE STATEYENTS SIMILAR TO ONE AFTER LAST MEETING. HE 
SUGGESTED A STATEMENT SAYING WE CONTINUED DISCUSSION ON SECOND 
‘TEM OF AGENDA AND OMITTING ANY REFERENCE TO AGENDA | TEM ONE. 
HE ADDED THIS FORM WAS EXACTLY SIMILAR TO PRESS RELEASES 

DRING DISCUSS ON AGENDA ITEM ONE AND SUGGESTED WE MIGHT USE 

IT FOR ENTIRE PERIOD OF DISCUSSION AGENDA | TEM WO. 


of the United States 


63. | SAID | DID NOT WANT TO GO BACK OVER OUR SUBSTANTIVE 
DISCUSSION, THIS RELEASE WAS NOT ENTIRELY FACTUAL BECAUSE 
WE HAD ALSO DISCUSSED IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


64. WANG SAID IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WAS 
SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION AND NOT MAIN ISSUE. FURTHERMORE 
IMPLEMENTATION WAS NOT LISTED ON AGENDA, THEREFORE, NO 
JUSTIFICATION FO }NCLUDING STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION ITEM 
ONE. 
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65. | SAID | DISAGREED BDCAUSE | CONSIDERED IMPLEMETATION 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AS MAJOR | TEM AND WHETHER OR NOT HE AGREED 
IN THIS POSITION, |!T WAS ONE | HAD TAKEN AT MEETING. |! WAS 
UNABLE AGREE WITH HIS SUGGESTION AND IF HE WAS UNABLE ACCEPT 
MINE MAY BE BEST FOLLOW HIS SUGGESTION LAST MEETING WE SAY 
NOTHING ABOUT SUBJECTS DISCUSSED. 


66. HE 
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66. HE AGREED TO RELEASE: "THE AMBASSADORS OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA AND THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA HELD 


THEIR 19TH MEETING TODAY. THE NEXT MEETING WILL BE HELD AT 
| 10 AM SATURDAY, OCTOBER 8." 
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NOTE: # AS RECEIVED. CORRECTION TO FOLLOW. BEING SERVICED 
FOR MISSING PARAGRAPH 57. 
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| Communist dereliction in implementation Agreed Announcement would result in — - 
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Communist good faith in last four weeks. It would be inappropriate to conceal q 


our preoccupation with this all-important issue at any meeting while Chinese VA 
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of the United States 


Americans constantly before Wang until all released, ma 

26 However y we recognize that repetitive debate on this question at 

next meeting might be counterproductive. You are authorized to confine ~ 

| your remarks on this subject to a short but emphatic recall of total Chinese 9 
Communism non-performance since September 10. Remind Wang that British a 
Charge d'Affaire so far has been entirely unable ® perform any @ functions Ol 
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envisaged for him under > Agreed Announcement; register our profound 







dissatisfaction and concern; state that there has been no announcement of 








release any Americans in last four weeks although QUOTE expeditious UNQUOTE ~ 






release pledged; and end with observation that we shall continually scrut 
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& -record of Chinese Communist performance or non-performance most closely. vie 
3- After making this brief statement and without insisting on further 
discussion, you may then proceed with renunciation of force item. Presentation 
| of statement approved. Material for your use in later discussions now being 
prepared. 
‘. h. It is not essential to fix a rigid order of all agenda items under 
c 
= Point Two at next meeting although this may serve as subject for discussion. 
~ | , 
‘w S. We have requested Foreign Office to instruct O'Neill to put your 
” Z 
& three unanswered questions to Chinese Communist Foreign Office through b 
w . : iat 
S ® formal approach. Text of our memorandum to British being sent you separately. reg 
ise) : 
=O 6. Meetings only three or four days apart are too frequent. ao 
& ww . . 
= - FYI Other demands on Secretary and senior officers Department are so heavy 4 -. 
co = 
= 7 that Geneva developments cannot be appraised and new instructions approved 
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Dear Walter: 


a var / 5 / ' . 
Reviewer & Date fia 


I have received both your letters No. 16 and No. 17 


and found them very interesting and helpful. 


I know the 


time these take from your hectic day, but want you to know 


that from my standpoint it 


is well worth while. 


I was sorry to miss writing you last week, but just 


could not make it and felt 
situation in my telegrams. 


to drive to Prague in the new Oldsmobile I had delivered 
left at 5 a.m. 


to me here. 
clocking exactly 635 miles 


back on Monday the same way, but do not think I will 
repeat as it is pretty strenuous. 


I went. 


Harold Vedeler has just arrived up there as 


I had thoroughly covered the 
At the last minute I decided 


and got to Prague at 9 p.m. 
on the speedometer. I drove 


However, I was very glad 


Slt? G ZL 30T 


Counselor and we had a good chance to talk things over. 
Also made a lot of calls including the Acting Foreign 
Minister, picked up much information, and made arrange- 
ments with the Czechs for Vedeler to start on the extensive 
economic negotiations which I had been hoping to carry out 


but which could not wait any longer. 


ments for me to keep track 


Also made arrange- 
of the negotiations here. There 


will come a time when I should probably go up there for 


about a week to help out. 


Found to my surprise the Czech 


press and radio are reporting my movements in considerable 


detail. 


\ x 


y- here the FE and UN tear sheets from the Daily Summary that 


. ag he has been sending to Prague. 
>~ useful here. 


While I think of it, would you ask Newt to send to me 


I will find them very 


As I 








Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 


Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State. 
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As I indicated in my telegram, I felt the renunciation 
of force statement to be a masterpiece and am anxious to 
use it. I was sorely tempted to do so at yesterday's 
meeting but as I got aiong all right without it decided to 
nold off in pursuance of the objective of stringing things 
out. 


As I have also indicated I am still far from happy 
with the missing military personnel statement although 
it is an enormous improvement over the first draft you 
sent me. I hope that I did not ruffle too many feelings 
in my comments on it, but I wanted to make it absolutely 
clear that I had no doubt it was just the wrong way to go 
about things. Frankly, I do not see why we have to let 
Defense have such a big voice in exactly how I handle the 
matter here. It does not seem to me that is their business. 
They should give us the problem and the information and 
then it should primarily be our decision on how it is 
handled. It seems to me that too much attention is being 
paid to the public aspects of my presentation. After all 
the meetings are closed, there should not be any occasion 
to make the details of what I say on the subject public, 
and when publicity is given to the matter it can be handled 
in way we and Defense desire. It still does not seem to 
me that a sterile rehash of the Panmunjom approach is the 
way to go about the matter in this forum. I was, therefore, 
seeking for some new approach in a maximum effort to achieve 
some results rather than approaching the matter from the 
standpoint of building up a public record that looks good 
on paper to the "give them hell" school of thought. I 
am sorry, but I wanted to get this off my chest, and having 
said it will go ahead and do what I am told. It probably 
does not make too much difference as we are not likely to 
get anything in any event. Perhaps it might have the good 
effect of goading them into raising the subject of the 
21,000 and this could furnish material for much discussion. 


Incidentally, I fully share your concern over the 
detailed material I have available to support my position 
on the 450 and hope I am never forced into details. 


There is another subject I have never raised in my 
telegrams on which I would appreciate some word in a 
telegram if you do not agree with my understanding. It 
has not yet arisen in our meetings but may well do so. 
Even accepting our present position on a list of subjects 
for discussion under item two, I do not interpret this as 
precluding the raising of other subjects by either side 
during the course of the talks. We, of course, do not in 
any way commit ourselves in advance to discuss any subject, 


but it 
SECRET 
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but it seems to me that either side can raise any subject 

it might desire. We might change our mind about old subjects, 
or something entirely new might come up which it would be 
Gesired I raise here. In any event it seems to me consistent 
with our position that we not close the door to the raising 

of new Subjects. 


I believe that the suggestion with regard to giving 
some restrained publicity to the possibility of travel to 
the PRC when detained Americans are out to be excellent. 
You will recall that in my dinner conversations with Wang 
he showed considerable interest in this and believe that 
it is a very definite bait for them. I would think it 
well that anything that is said not be in too black and 
white terms; i.e., not to say that never will any passport 
be issued until all Americans are out, but rather somewhat 
blandly to assume that implementation of the Agreed Announce- 
ment will shortly be completed and then passports could in 
appropriate cases be validated. 


Incidentally, I thought the Secretary's press conference 
statement on Tuesday was excellent and very helpful. Just 
as a small note I have got some ribbing from the correspond=- 
ents here that after all my explanations of the difference 
between an “Agreed Announcement" and an “Agreement”, the 
Secretary uses "Agreement" in his statement although I 
feel his usage was entirely unexceptional. 


I am also sorry about all the confusion with the CAS 
man and Colm. He was a very nice fellow and I hope that 
CAS does not feel I was ungracious, as it certainly was 
kind of them to offer to help. As I told you, he stoutly 
said CAS had no desire to keep him here to gather back- 
ground although I made it entirely clear to him that he 
was entirely welcome to do so and I would give him full 
cooperation. 


I do appreciate your successful efforts to get my 
instructions to me at least the day before the meeting 
although I know the problem this represents at times. For 
a time I was receiving them on the morning of the meeting 
and this makes things pretty tight for me. One of the 
difficulties with this is the danger that because of 
decoding difficulties I would miss something. One morning 
I had to go to a meeting with the knowledge that there was 
a NIACT for me which they had not yet been able to unscramble 
as it required servicing by the Department. Fortunately, 


it did 
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it did not turn out to be anything of great importance 
for that particular meeting but it gave me a very uneasy 
feeling for the time being. 


I am very glad that you have established direct contact 
with the UK Embassy in Washington so as to keep them fully 
informed on matters of direct concern to them. It seems 
to me very important that O'Neill and I know very promptly 
and fully what the other is doing. Give Hubert Graves my 
very best. It is a comfort to know that he is back. 


I think I have rather fully covered the major questions 
in my telegrams and will not repeat them here. [I hope 
shortly to receive the Department's study on renunciation 
of force. The prepared statement gives me an excellent 
opening but am anxious to have the full backgroun. of our 
thinking. 


If and when we ever get around to "embargo", I wonder 
whether a simple explanation of the rationale behind our 
trade controls is going to be the best approach. It seems 
to me we have a choice between a presentation that assumes 
they are never in our minds going to qualify for any 
relaxation, or that there are certain standards which if 
they met we would consider relaxation. We have also got 
to be clear as to when we are talking about our total 
embargo, the CHINCOM level and the Soviet level. 


As you know I never did feel that we were going to 
obtain any quick or mass release of the remaining Americans, 
and still feel it is going to be a long slow process. If 
there were no compulsion to keep the talks going, there 
would be many things we could do which might or might not 
be successful. However, I do not see how I can go much 
farther than I have and still keep them going. There is no 
doubt their asking price for the release of all of the 
remainder is something on the embargo, but most important 
of all the Foreign Ministers' meeting. It is a dirty 
business on their part, but that is the way they are playing 
the game. How much less they would settle for remains to 
be seen. If we are zoing to keep the talks going, I do 
not see much choice but to keep postponing as long as 
possible any final conclusion on their part they are going 
to get nothing out of them. I think Americans will begin 
shortly to trickle out but doubt that we are going to get 
them all any time soon. Perhaps the Secretary can use 
Molotov during the Foreign Ministers' Conference here 
quietly to bring some pressure on them. However, the 


difficulty 
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difficulty is what we are able impliedly to promise or 
threaten. I do not see we have much ammunition in the way 
of threats, neither do I see we are able to say much in 
the way of implied promises. The only real weapon we 

nave is using the pressure of foreign opinion on their 
performance under the Agreed Announcement and I think the 
time is approaching that we should do so. I do not think 
public opinion is too much of a factor. I think we might 
consider rather fully briefing our Ambassadors in such 
countries as India, Indonesia, Burma, Moscow, etc. so 

that they could at Suitable opportunities point out to the 
government leaders there how the CHICOMS are failing to 


live up to their pledged word and this would filter back to 
Peiping. 


I wonder how we will organize things when the Secretary 
is here for the Foreign Ministers' Conference. It will be 
important that things not operate so as to tend to cut you 


and Walter out, and hope that you will discuss it with the 
Secretary before he leaves. 


Your praise of my handling of tiings is most generous 
and heartening, but I hope you will be equally frank in 
passing on any criticisms that you feel should be considered. 
I know that there are many opinions on how to handle some=- 
thing like this and it is only by my sifting out as many 


of them as possible that I can reach what I hope are sound 
conclusions, 


All the best. 


Sincerely, 


/ 


, s Johnson 
Américan Ambassador 


P.S. I would appreciate your continuing to pass on any- 
thing you pick up on what is happening with respect 
to the Indian arrangement. I Suppose they will get 


a certain number of approaches from persons hoping 
to get a free ride home. 
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Origin —— FOR JOHNSON > 
Info: Chicom attention to Geneva talks and Taiwan issue during past week 
| 
slightly increased over previous week, but still relatively small in pro-_ 
rtion » 
“ ea total propaganda output. General tone Peiping propaganda continyes to 
= ~ , 
= be rather hostile to US. US accused of delaying talks and having "negative | ) 
© OE 
Y attitude” at Geneva. US also again accused of causing tension in Taiwan area, = : 
= ' 
& However # Pei ping reiterates need for “peaceful international caviveeeyy and ¢ | 
ie) “Oo , 
S39 willingness hold direct talks on Taiwan issue with US. SON 
© ~~ 
=o Main commentary on Geneva talks given by meneatheg / b-eece He DAILY — | 
ey discussions 5O 
 $ October 3¢ alleged US does "not want fast progress in Atstesstons." Concerning a ! 
oc 
—_ 
= w Americans still held on meemee usoebaed stated that "all cases of Americans “aa 
oa = ‘ 
s+ 
a who have comnitted crimes in China must be dealt with individually according 
S O 
© 
- = to Chinese legal procedures." This asserted to be “inviolable sovereign right" 
vo Desired 
wy . . . 
= Sy) =| Of Chinas Peiping will inform US through UK as to "results of investigationse" $2 
uv : 
pA Turning to question of Chinese nationals in USY observer comnented there were = 
rr 
cs still many in US who did not dere apply for return China due to "long years of 
intimidation and persecution." JS willingness permit return would be test of © > 
| 
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Major commentaries on Taiwan issue siven in speeches celebrating | 
National Day October'‘de Order of Day from Min of Defense P'eng Te-huai ordered 
troops "be prepared for combat duty at all times," and stressed need for 


continued vigilance against “traitorous Chiang clique on Taiwan ... plotting 


a a <> 


to stage a counterrevolutionary return" to mainland; Emphasized progress made 
in strengthening arned forces; Stated that China needed "veaceful intere 
national environment for long period,” in order build socialism; Outlined 
basic aims of Chicom foreign policy as establishment normal relations all 
countries, easing of tensions, attainment peaceful coexistence; Reaffirmed 
Chicom willineness strengthen Geneva spirit and hold direct talks US on 
Taiwan issue . and reiterated Peiping's determination @@ liberate Taiwan. 
Chou En=-lai speech Sept. 29 at National Day celebration banquet’ noted 
growing world deinand for relaxation tension and peaceful coexistence and stated | 
Chinese veople need peaceful environment to build their nation. Chi Ambassador 
Moscow Liu Hsiao in PRAVDA article October 1 stated Peiping "consistently 
defends reed to solve all international questions by peaceful means." 
Article by Louis Saillant, wFTU Secty tien, appearing Peiping DAILY ‘RKER 
Oct. oF stressed importance Summit conference as landmark in easing ry 
and as factor causing "retreat" of those advocating positions of strengthe | 


But added that many unsettled problems reuaing including Taiwanf Koreay and 


Oates . 
Oo - 


Entoohinng and this no time for complacent optimismes 
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FROM JOHNSON 


1. THIS MORNING'S MEETING ONE HOUR TWENTY MINUTES. | 

LED OFF WITH RELATIVELY BRIEF BUT POINTED STATEMENT ON DIS- 
SATISFACTION WITH IMPLEMENTATION, THEN MADE STATEMENT ON 
RENUNCIATION OF FORCE GIVING WANG A COPY. 


ay 


2. WANG THEN MADE VERY. LONG PREPARED STATEMENT REPLYING 

MY CHARGES AT LAST MEETING ON IMPLEMENTATION, SAYING NOTHING 
NEW AND REHASHING OLD STATEMENTS ON ITEM TWO. ALLEGED 1} HAD 
VIOLATED SECRECY OF TALKS BY INFORMING PRESS 1! HAD RAISED 
SUBJECT MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL. 


SS8-O1/<S6°119 


of the United States 


3. IN REPLY MY BRIEF REFUTTAL POINTING OUT BEST MY KNOWLEDGE 
UK CHARGE HAD NO ANSWERS QUESTIONS ON IMPLEMENTATION, REPLIED 
SO FAR AS HE KNEW NO "FORMAL" APPRACH FROM UK CHARGE. 


Declassified for Pudi ication Ih Furergn wee 


4, HE MADE BRIEF AD LIB REPLY OUR RENUNCIATION OF FORCE 0 
STATEMENT USING SAME ARGUMENTS AS PREVIOS MEETINGS. cP 


5. | REPLIED BRIEFLY EMPHASIZING IMPORTANCE AND CAREFULLY 
CONSIDERED CHARACTER OUR STATEMENT, MADE NO CHARGES AGAINST 
PRC, DID NOT PROPOSE HIS GOVERNMENT SAY ANYTHING MY GOVERNMENT [=> 
NOT PREPARED TO SAY, WAS MADE IN MOST EAREST DESIRE CONTRIBUTE fj 
PROGRESS THESE TALKS, AND WAS PUT FORWARD AS EARNEST, = _ 2 
CONSTRUCTIVE EFFORT DEAL W!TH PROBLEMS HE AND | CALLED UPON ~~ +} 
a DEAL WITH HERE. ASKED FOR CAREFUL STUDY AND CONSIDERED REPLY 4 
Sc: BY HIS GOVERNMENT. tu SI i 


/ 
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T. HE ASKED b baop ION FROM THIS 


CONF | DENT FAL COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 
— _ PROHIBITED Pes 





PERMANENT 


RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 




















Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


CONF IDENT? AL 
r =- 833, OCTOBER 8, MIDNIGHT, FROM GENEVA. 


6. HE ASKED | BE PREPARED NEXT MEETING DISCUSS EMBARGO. 

|! POINTED OUT MY STATEMENT TODAY DEALT WITH TIMING DISCUSSION 
THIS SUBJECT. IN REPLY HE AGAIN REJECTED ANY CONCEPT OF FIXED 
ORDER OF DISCUSSION. | POJNTED OUT TODAY'S STATEMENT DEALT 


W'!TH MATTER FROM IMPORTANT SUBSTANTIVE ASPECT RATHER THAN 
PROCEDURAL. 


7- WITH RESPECT ALLEGATION ON LEAKS TO PRESS REPLIED BOTH 
HE AND | KNEW REPORTS WERE NOT ACCURATE, THERFORE CLEARLY 
DID NOT ORIGINATE WITH ME BUT WERE PROBABLY ASSUMPTIONS 
BASED ON EARLIER PUBLIC STATEMENTS MADE IN US EVEN BEFORE 
BEGINNING THESE TALKS. HE DID NOT PURSUE SUBJECT. 


8. NEXT MEETING FRIDAY, OCTOBER 14, 


HER 
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FROM: Geneva 


12:53, 
iaR TO: Secretary of State a ile 


S NO: 835, October 8, 5 p.m. 





FROM JOHNSON 
DEPTEL 852. | 


Communists list 19 Americans "who have committed crimes". 
All in jail except Mrs. Bradshaw who apparently removed from 
jail due deterioration her health, but still held under some 
sort bond or guarantee arrangement and is therefore under 
restraint. Wang has never corrected me on use this figure 
and has in fact used it himself. (My telegram 795, paragraph 
20). Her situation with respect to departure is therefore 
exactly same as 18 others; that is, she cannot depart until 

? ##favorable review of her "criminal" case. I cannot of course 
accept Wang's terminology and my use of "Americans in jail" 


is I believe reasonably accurate and also seems acceptable 
to him. 


SS8-OlL/S6°I1I9 


For eee of any public statement it would be best speak 
of 15 in jail and one accused of crime and under house arrest. 


of the United States 


GOWEN 
TT/3 


Note: Copy to Mr. Carwell (FE:DO0) 2:50 p.m., 10/7/CWO-JRL 
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PRIORITY 


LIMITED DISTRIBUTION 


FROM JOHNSON 


1}. TODAY'S MEETING HELD NO SURPRISES EXCEPT AT AMOUNT OF 

TIME WANG DEVOTED TO ANSWERING MY CHARGES ON IMPLEMENTATION. 
CONTRARY TO MY EXPECTATION HE WAS. RREPARED FOR VIOLENT DEBATE 
WITH ME ON THIS. HOWEVER | BELIEVE OUR TACTICS WORKED OUT . 
WELL. THEY THREW HIM OFF BALANCE AND AT THE SAME TIME PERMITTED 
US MAKE OUR POINT WITHOUT BECOMING INVOLVED IN POSSIBLY 
COUNTERPRODUCTIVE DISCUSSION. 








2. SHOULD HAVE NOTED IN MYTEL 833 THAT DURING COURSE OF 
COMPLAINTS OUR IMPLEMENTATION TO EFFECT WE HAVE“ NOT.GIVEN HIM 
NAMES OF CHINESE DEPARTING FROM US FOR FAR EAST HE STATED 

THEY WERE GOING TO ASK INDIANS INVESTIGATE MATTER. PRESUMPTION 
WAS WERE GOING REQUEST INDIANS OBTAIN FROM US NAMES OF CHINESE 
| DEPARTING FOR FAR EAST "SO THAT THEY COULD CHECK." | DID NOT 
| PICK UP THIS OBVIOUS EFFORT ENLARGE INDIAN FUNCTIONS BEYOND 

| SCOPE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AS | THOUGHT IT PREFERABLE TO SEE 
'WHETHER GO! ATTEMPTS TO ACT ON REQUEST. IF GO! ACTS BELIEVE 
WE SHOULD BE PREPARED IMMEDIATELY AND CATEGORICALLY POINT 

OUT TO GO! REQUEST FOR SUCH INFO BEYOND AGREED SCOPE GO! 
nromact IF FEASIBLE WOULD BELIEVE IT PREFEREABLE 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
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Vd 


INFORMALLY INTIMATE THIS TO GO! BEFORE ANY REQUEST RECEIVED tu" 
AND ATTEMPT ENCOURAGE GO! TURN DOWN REQUEST ON OWN RESPONSIBILITYpery 





3. AS FAR AS NEXT MEETING 1S CONCERNED BELIEVE MY TACTIC = ss) 
MUST BE TO DO EVERYTHING POSSIBLE KEEP ISSUE FOCUSED ON @ ., E&I 
oe) /RENUNCIATION OF FORCE AS FIRST AND ESSENTIAL QUESTION. » = 
IF HIS EP Y, 0: MY STATEMENT TODAY SHOWS ANY FLICKER OF “© Fry 
Co’ ay ey REPRQOUCTION FROBCTHIS 
7 SE CRE T COPYa-AF CLASSIFIEDUIS 
PERMANENT 7” _ PROHIBITED 


RECORD eet 77 ¥ M4 copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation.of action takene 











4. = =HANDLING OF IMPLEMENTATION WILL DEPEND ON WHAT IF 
ANYTHING HAS DEVELOPED IN PEIPING BY TIME NEXT MEETING. 
. 5. |! DO NOT FOR TIME BEING PROPOSE USE STATEMENT ON 
. MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL BUT WILL BE ALERT IMMEDIATELY DO 
2 SO IF !T APPEARS COULD NOT SAFELY BE FURTHER POSTPONED. 
2 GOWEN 
S 
y A MEB 
5 o 
ae Note: Copy to Mr. Carwell (FE:DO) 2:50 p.m., 10/7/CWO-JRL 
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CONSTRUCTIVE RESPONSE | WOULD ENDEAVOR PIN DOWN AND CLARIFY 
BY QUESTIONS BUT AVOID ANY SUBSTANTIVE REPLY. IF HE REPEATS 
OLD LINE ON TAIWAN | WOULD PROPOSE POINT TO TODAY'S STATEMENT 
THAT RENUNCIATION OF FORCE ESSENTIAL FOUNDATION AND 


PRELIMINARY TO SUCCESS DISCUSSION THIS OR ANY OTHER HIS MATTERS 
UNDER ITEM TWO. 
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FROM JOHNSON 


1. | OPENED 2OTH MEETING TODAY WITH A PREPARED STATEMENT 
SAYING | WAS ANX]OUS FOR OUR DISCUSSIONS TO MOVE AHEAD. | 
REGRETTED AS MUCH AS HE DID THAT AT EVERY MEETING | HAD TO 
DEVOTE TIME TO DISCUSSION OF IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. | HAD TO REMIND HIM AGAIN THAT IT WAS ONLY HIS 
GOVERNMENT'S FAILURE TO ACT PROMPTLY TO IMPLEMENT AGREED 
ANNOUCEMENT WHICH MADE THIS NECESSARY. 


of the United States 


2. IN FOUR WEEKS SINCE SEPTEMBER 10 HIS GOVERNMENT HAD 

FAILED TO RELEASE SINGLE ONE OF 19 AMERICANS WHOSE CASES, 

HE ASSURED ME, WERE TO BE "EXPEDITIOUSLY" REVIEWED. UNITED 
KINGDON CHARGE HAD SO FAR BEEN ENTIRELY UNABLE PERFORM ANY OF 
FUNCTIONS ENVISAGED FOR HIM IN AGREED ANNOUCEMENT. NEJTHER 

HAD WANG BEEN WILLING TO ASSURE ME HERE WHETHER CHARGE WOULD 

IN FACT BE ENABLED BY WANG'S GOVERNMENT PERFORM THESE FUNCTIONS. 
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3. | SAID MY GOVERNMENT WAS PROFOUNDLY DISSATISFIED WITH 

HIS GOVERNMENT'S FAILURE TO IMPLEMENT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
WE COULD NOT BUT CONCLUDE THAT ANNOUCNEMENT HAD THUS FAR BEEN 
MEANINGLESS WITH RESPECT TO THESE 19 AMERICANS. IT WAS VERY 
DISAPPOINTING THAT FOUR WEEKKS HAD PASSED WITHOUT ANY 
IMPROVEMENT WHATSOEVER IN THIS UNSATISFACTORY SITUATION. rm 
| WANTED ASSURE HIM THAT MY GOVERNMENT WOULD CONTINUE TO of 
CONCERNED SO LONG AS AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY WERE NOT AkL 

<» EXPEDITIOUSLY TO EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN, AS PROVEBEDEIN 

"2 AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, AND WOULD SCRUTINIZE MOST CLOSELY H&S 
GOVERNMENT'S PERFORMANCE THIS REGARD. 
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4. =| HAD BROUGHT UP THIS MATTER OF IMPLEMENTATION OF 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT BEFORE ANY OTHER SUBJECT THIS MORNING 
AGAIN TO INDICATE HOW IMPORTANT JT WAS FOR PROGRESS OF OUR 
TALKS HERE. | WANTED HIM TO KNOW THAT THESE QUESTIONS ON 
IMPLEMENTATION MUST CONTINUE TO BE UPPERMOST IN MY MIND AND 
THAT | COULD NOT DEVOTE MY FULL ATTENTION TO OTHER MATTERS 


BEFORE US SO LONG AS AMERICANS WERE DENIED THEIR RIGHT TO 
RETURN. 





5- | POINTED OUT THAT AT OUR LAST MEETING WANG HAD MADE 

SOME REMARKS WITH RESPECT TO MY PROPOSAL THAT UNDER OUR 

SECOND AGENDA ITEM WE FIRST DISCUSS QUESTION OF RENUNCIATIJON 

OF FORCE FOR ACHIEVEMENT OF NATIONAL OBJECTIVES. SAJD FROM 
HIS REMARKS | BELIEVED HE MIGHT NOT HAVE HAD CLEAR IDEA OF WHAT 
1 HAD IN MIND THIS REGARD. JN ACCORDANCE WITH WHAT 1 HAD TOLD 
HIM AT LAST MEETING, | WAS PREPARED TODAY TO AMPLIFY AND MORE 
FULLY EXPLAIN THIS PROPOSAL. 


6. | THEN READ FULL TEXT STATEMENT RENUNCIATION OF FORCE 
(DEPTELS 789 AND 805) AND HANDED WANG COPY. ., 


{+ WANG THEN READ FROM LONG FREPARED STATEMENT. HE SAID | 
HAD ALLEGED HIS GOVERNMENT HAD NOT ACTED PROMPTLY ON 
IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT AND THUS DELAYED OUR TALKS. HE COULD 
NOT ACCEPT THIS ALLEGATION. ALREADY FIVE MEETINGS HAD BEEN 
HELD SINCE AGREEMENT REACHED CN RETURN OF C]VILJANS OF BOTH 
SIDES. AT FIRST MEETING FOLLOWING AGREEMENT HIS SIDE |JNTRO- 
DUCED TWO SUBJECTS FOR DISC'ISSION IN ACORDANCE WITH AGREED 
AGENDA AND OUR SIDE HAD COMPLAINED THAT IT WAS PREMATURE D!SCUSS 
THESE BEOFORE CARRYING OUT OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. AT TWO 
SUCCEEDING MEETINGS | HAD NOT ONLY FAILED PRESENT POSITIVE 
VIEWS REGARDING HIS SUGGESTIONS BUT ALSO FAILED PUT FORWARD 
SUBJECTS |! THOUGHT SHOULD BE DISCUSSED. | HAD NOT PUT FORWARD 
MY SUBJECTS UNTIL SEPTEMBER 28 BUT EVEN THEN | HAD NOT 

GIVEN EXPLANATION OF THEM, AT MEETING OCTOBER 5 | HAD 


REFUSED ENTER INTO SUBSTANTIVE DISCUSSION ON SUBJECTS PUT 
FORWARD. 
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8. HE SAID OUR SIDE HAD IN THESE FIVE MEETINGS ALSO 
REPEATEDLY RAISED QUESTIONS WHICH SHOULD HAVE BEEN RAISED BY 
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THIRD POWERS AND THUS HAD PREVENTED .ALKS FROM MAKING FURTHER 
PROGRESS. THIS 1 HAD DONE iN SPITE OF SPECIFJC PROVISIONS 
REGARDING FUNCTIONS THIRD POWERS IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND 

IN SPITE FACT US HAD ASKED UK TO ASSIST IN RETURN OF 

AMERICANS JN CHINA TO WHICH HIS SIDE HAD AGREED. NEVERTHELESS, 
IN INTEREST FORESTALLING FURTHER HINDRANCES, HIS SIDE HAD 
SUGGESTED OUR QUESTIONS ON JMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT MIGHT BE 
TAKEN UP BY ASSISTANTS. HOWEVER, | HAD ALSO TURNED DOWN THIS 
REASONABLE SUGGESTION. NOW IT WAS VERY CLEAR AND PERMITTED 

OF NO DISTORTION WHERE RESPONSABLITY FOR DELAY OF TALKS LAY. 


9. HE SAID THAT ALL ALLEGATIONS HIS GOVERNMENT HAD NOT 

ACTED PROMPTLY ON !MPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT WERE WITHOUT FACTUAL 
BASIS. UPON REACHING AGREEMENT HE HAD JNFORMED ME OF RESULTS 
REVIEWS CASES AMERICANS WHO HAD VIOLATED LAWS. CHINESE 
GOVERNMENT TOOK APPROPRIATE MEASURES IN ACCORDANCE WITH AGREEMENT 
AND IN LINE WITH CHINESE LEGAL PROCEDURES AND HAD ADVANCED 
RELEASE OF 10 AMER]CANS WHO HAD SINCE LEFT COUNTRY. WITH RESPECT 
REMAINING AMERICANS WHO HAD VIOLATED LAWS IN CHINA HIS SIDE 
WOULD ADHERE PROMISE REVIEW INDJVIDUAL CASES IN ACCORDANCE 
CHINESE LEGAL PROCEDURE AND REPORT RESULTS TO US THROUGH UK. 

BUT CASES THESE AMERICANS MUST BE DEALT WITH JN ACCORDANCE 
CHINESE LEGAL PROCEDURE. ANY DEMAND RELEASE THEM WITHIN 
SPECIFIED PERIOD TIME OR UNDER SOME OTHER CLOAK WOULD BE 
CATEGORICALLY REJECTED BY HIS S!DE AND THEY WOULD STEADFASTLY 


REFUSE COMPLY IN ANY WAY WITH SUCH DEMANDS WHICH VIOLATED 
AGREEMENT. 


10. HE SAID, DURING PERIOD FROM BEGINNING OF CONSULAR 

TALKS TO ISSUANCE AGREEMENT, HJS SIDE HAD GIVEN CONCRETE 
INFORMATION ON DEPARTURE 27 AMERICANS WHO HAD RETURNED TO US. 
FURTHERMORE, SINCE AMBASSADOR! AL TALKS BEGAN HE HAD GIVEN ME 
INFORMATION ON 33 AMER]CANS WHO "SHOULD OR MAY" LEAVE CHINA, 
AND BULK THESE HAD ALREADY LEFT. THESE FACTS PROVED HIS SIDE 
WOULD MAKE GOOD WHATEVER THEY SAID. AS FOR AMERICANS WHO HAD 
NOT YET DEPARTED, |1T WAS LEFT TO THEIR OWN DISCRETION WHEN 
THEY WOULD DEPART. IF | HAD ANY FURTHER QUESTIONS, | COULD 
COMMUNICATE THEM TO UK CHARGE. AT OUTSET THESE TALKS HIS SIDE 
HAD MADE AVAILABLE TO ME LIST OF ALL AMERICANS IN CHINA, BUT 


| HAD FAILED MAKE AVAILABLE TO HIM INFORMATION CONCERNING ALL 
CHINESE JIN US. 
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HAD NO MEANS CHECK UP ON THESE PERSONS. HIS SIDE WAS GOING 


| TO MAKE INVEST]GATION THIS REGARD. 
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11. WANG SAID DURING CONTACTS PAST YEAR AND IN PRESENT 
TALKS MY SIDE HAD GIVEN HIM NAMES 103 CHINESE WHO HAD 
APPLIED LEAVE UNITED STATES BUT WERE PREVENTED FROM DOING 

SO BY US GOVERNMENT. HOWVER, UP TO PRESENT 47 OF THESE HAD 
NOT LEFT UNITED STATES AND THIS SHOWED MY SIDE HAD FAILED 
IMPLEMENT AGREEMENT. | HAD SAID 402 CHINESE LEFT BETWEEN 
JULY 11 AND OCTOBER 3, BUT | HAD FAILED PROVIDE NAMES SO THEY 





TO REQUEST GO! AS THIRD POWER ENTRUSTED UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 


12. WANG SAID INSPITE HIS DISSATISFACTION ON RETURN 
CHINESE HE HAD NOT OBSTRUCTED PROGRESS OF TALKS FOR THAT REASON. 
ON OTHER HAND, ! CONTINUED ENTANGLE TALKS WITH QUESTION 


}MPLEMENTAT!ION AND HE BOUND TO ASK JF MY SIDE WAS UNWILLING 
DISCUSS SECOND ITEM AGENDA. 


GOWEN 


GEM 
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FROM JOHNSON 


13. REGARDING HIS TWO SUBJECTS WANG SAID MY SIDE HAD NOT 
EXPRESSED SPECIFIC OPINION ON QUESTION OF EMBARGO. AMERICAN 
POLICY OF EMBARGO HAD BEEN MAJOR FACTOR IN LEADING TO TENSION 
BETWEEN CHINA AND US AND IN PREVENTING ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
AND TRADE OF MANY COUNTRIES. HE COULD NOT UNDERSTAND WHY | 
NOT ABLE EXPRESS OPINION ON THIS QUESTION. 


14. WANG ASKED HOW | COULD CONSIDER H!S SUBJECT OF 
PREPARATIONS FOR HIGHER LEVEL NEGOTISATIONS WAS ANYTHING BUT 
PRACTICAL MATTER. !T WAS CERTAINLY PRACTICAL MATTER WHICH 
SHOULD BE SETTLED. ARRANGING PRACTICAL AND PHYSICAL CHANNEL 
FOR SETTLEMENT AND EASING OF TENSION BETWEEN CHINA AND US IN 
TAIWAN AREA WAS CERTAINLY PRACTICAL MATTER. 14 HAD SAID ONLY 
AFTER WE HAD SEEN WHAT PROGRESS WE COULD MAKE HERE COULD WE 
THEN TALK ABOUT WHAT TO DO NEXT. DID ! MEAN TO IMPOSE A 
PREREQUISITE ON HOLDING OF HIGHER LEVEL NEGOTIATIONS? 


of the United States 
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15. HE SAID THAT ON QUESTION MISSING US MILITARY PERSONNEL 

HE HAD REPEATEDLY POINTED OUT HIS SIDE HAD ACCOUNTED FOR ALL 
| AMERICANS IN CHINA JNCLUDING MILITARY PERSONNEL MY SIDE. NO 

JUSTIFICAION WHATSOEVER AND FABRICATION WITHOUT BASIS FOR ME 
TO DEMAND HIS SIDE ACCOUNT FOR US MILITARY PERSONNEL MISSING 


IN KOREA. | MUST BE AWARE REPLY THIS QUESTION ALREADY GIVEN 
IN APPROPRIATE ORGAN IN KOREA. 


"16. WANG SAID HE BOUND POINT OUT AFTER LAST MEETING | HAD 
VIOLATED AGREEMENT ON PRIVACY THESE TALKS BY DISCUSSING WITH 04 coou bite 
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-2- 837, OCTOBER 8, 7 P.M. (SECTION TWO OF TWO), FROM GENEVA 
NEWSPAPER MEN WHAT OUR SIDE HAD INTRODUCED AS FIRST ITEM OF 


AGENDA, NAMELY MISSING PERSONNEL. THIS ACTION WOULD COMPEL 
HIM CONSIDER MAKING PUBLIC STATEMENT ON THIS QUESTION. 





17- WANG THEN COMMENTED EXTEMPORANEOUSLY ON MY STATEMENT 
REGARDING RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. HE SAID HE HAD GIVEN SPECIFIC 
OPINION ON THIS QUESTION WHEN HEPUT FORWARD HIS TWO SUBJECTS 
FOR DISCUSSION AND AGAIN IN SUBSEQUENT MEETINGS. SINCE 
FOUNDATION HIS GOVERNMENT 1TS FOREIGN POLICY HAD ALWAYS BEEN 
PEACEFUL POLICY. 1T WAS WELL KNOWN HIS GOVERNMENT TOGETHER 
WITH OTHER GOVERNMENTS HAD INITIATED FIVE PRINCIPLES OF PEACEFUL 
COEXISTENCE. THEYWERE RESOLTUELY OPPOSED SETTLEMENT DISPUTES 
BY FORCE AND ALWAYS UPHELD PRINCIPLE PEACEFUL NEGOTIATION FOR 
SETTLEMENT INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES. IN SAME MANNER THEY UPHELD 
PRINCIPLE OF NEGOTIATION FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES 
BETWEEN CHINA AND UNITED STATES. COOPERATION BETWEEN THESE 
TWO COUNTRIES WOULD NOT ONLY BENEF!T PEOPLES OF TWO COUNTRIES 
BUT ALSO SERVE CAUSE WORLD PEACE. CHINESE PEOPLE WERE FRIENDLY 
TO AMERICANS AND THEY DID NOT WANT WAR WITH AMERPCAN PEOPLE. 


18. HE SAID IF RENUNCIATION OF FORCE WAS TO BE SUBJECT 
DISCUSSION IT WAS CLEARLY KNOWN CHINESE NEVER APPLIED ANY FORCE 
TO AMERICAN TERRITORY. CHINA HAD NEVER SENT ARMED FORCES TO 
HONOLULU OR SAN FRANCISCO. ON CONTRARY AMERICANS HAD SENT 
ARMED FORCES TO TAIWAN WHICH WAS CHINESE TERRITORY. 


ation in Foreign Relations 
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| HADSAID US AS MEMBER OF UN ADHERED TO PRINCIPLES OF 

CHARTER AND | HAD ALSO LISTED A NUMBER OF OTHER INTERNAT] ONAL 
TREATIES. CHINA HAD ALWAYS FULLY SUPPORTED PRINCIPLES OF 

UN CHARTER DESPITE FACT CHINA STILL OBSTRUCTED FROM BEING 
RESTORED TO HER RIGHTFUL PLACE IN UN. HOWEVER, THERE WAS NO 
PROVISION IN CHARTER OF UN OR IN INTERNATIONAL LAW FOR ONE 


STATE TO INTERFERE IN INTERNAL AFFAIRS OF OTHER STATES OR TO 
USE FORCE TO OCCUPY TERRITORY OF OTHER STAES. 


19. HE SAID THERE WAS A DISTINCTION BETWEEN INTERNATJONAL 
DISPUTES AND CIVIL CONFLICTS. TAIWAN WAS CHINESE TERRITORY 
AND LIBERATION OF TAIWAN WAS AN EXERCISE OF SOVEREIGN AND 
TERRITORIAL RIGHTS. ALL ACTIONS WHICH INVOLVED FORCEFUL 

@™ == OCCUPATION OF TAIWAN AND USED FORCE TO INTERFERE WITH LIBERATION 
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OF TAIWAN BY CHINESE PEOPLE VIOLATED PRINCIPLES OF UN AND 
INTERNATIONAL LAW. CHINESE PEOPLE WOULD CONTINUE OPPOSE ANY 


SUCH ACTION. HE CONCLUDED SAYING HE WOULD COMMENT ON REMAINDER 
MY STATEMENT LATER. 


20. |! SAID WITH RESPECT TO IMPLEMENTATION AGREED 

ANNOUNCEMENT | HAD TODAY AGAIN SET FORTH MY GOVERNMENT'S 

VIEWS AND WOULD NOT TAKE TIME TO REPEAT THEM. 1 SIMPLY 

WANTED TO SAY THAT MATTER COULD HAVE BEEN DISPOSED OF IN FEW 
MINUTES IF }] COULD HAVE RECIEVED ANSWERS TO FEW S}MPLE 

QUESTIONS | HAD ASKED. TO BEST MY KNOWLEDGE UK CHARGE IN PEKING 
HAD ALSO RECEIVED NO ANSWERS TO THESE QUESTIONS. 


21. | SAID HE HAD ASKED WHETHER OR NOT | WAS WILLING TO 

DISCUSS SUBJECTS UNDER AGENDA ITEM TWO. THE ANSWER WAS CERTAINLY 
YES. | HAD GIVEN HIM AT SOME LENGTH AND SEVERAL TIMES MY 

OPINION ON ONE OF HIS SUBJECTS. | HAD INDICATED MY 

WILLINGNESS TO DISCUSS HIS OTHER POINT AS WELL. THIS MORNING 

| HAD GIVEN HIM A VERY CAREFULLY PREPARED AND VERY CAREFULLY 
CONS|IDERED STATEMENT WITH RESPECT OUR POINT ON RENUNCIATION 

OF FORCE. |! WANTED TO EMPHASIZE THIS WAS VERY IMPORTANT STATEMENT. 
'T WAS MADE IN MOST EARNEST DESIRE THAT IT WOULD CONTRIBUTE 

TO PROGRESS OUR DISCUSSIONS HERE. |! WANTED POINT OUT MY 
STATEMENT HAD MADE NO CHARGES AGAINST HIS GOVERNMENT, ALSO 

1T DID NOT PROPOSE HIS GOVERNMENT SHOULD SAY ANYTHING WHICH 

MY GOVERNMENT WAS NOT PREPARED TO SAY. IT WAS PUT FORWARD 

AS CONSTRUCTIVE AND EARNEST EFFORT TO DEAL WITH PROBLEMS WE 

WERE CALLED UPON TO DEAL WITH HERE. | HOPED HIS GOVERNMENT 

WOULD GIVE THOUGHT TO STATEMENT BEFORE OUR NEXT MEETING 


AND HOPED AT THAT TIME | COULD HAVE HIS VERY CONSIDERED VIEWS 
ON STATEMENT. 


—_ 


22. HE HAD RAISED QUESTION OF PRESS STATEMENT. |! ASSURED 

HIM | DID NOT GIVE ANY INFORMATION TO PRESS REGARDING OUR LAST 

MEETING. !T SHOULD BE QUITE APPARENT FROM NEWSPAPER STORIES 

THEMSELVES THAT INFORMATION THEY PUBLISHED WAS NOT ACCURATE. 

NEWSPAPER ARTICLES WHICH | SAW HAD SAID | PRESENTED AND DISCUSSED 

IN DETAIL THE QUESTION OF MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL. WE BOTH 

KNEW THAT WAS NOT CORRECT. | COULD ONLY ASSUME THAT IN LIGHT 

a PUBLIC STATEMENTS AND DISCUSSION THIS SUBJECT, WHICH HAD TAKEN 
PLACE IN UNITED STATES EVEN BEFORE THESE TALKS, THAT NEWSPAPER 
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MEN ASSUMED THAT WAS WHAT WE HAD DISCUSSED. | CERTAINLY GAVE 
THEM NO !NFORMATION WHATSOEVER. 


23. WANG SAID | HAD STATED UK CHARGE IN PEKING NOT ABLE 
PERFORM HiS FUNCTIONS AND THAT HE HAD NOT RECEIVED REPLIES TO 
QUESTIONS HE HAD RAISED. THIS WAS NOT ACCURATE. AS HE 
UNDERSTOOD SITUATION BRITISH CHARGE HAD NOT UP TO THAT TIME 
MADE FORMAL APPROACH TO CHINESE GOVERNMENT. JF UK CHARGE 
FORMALLY CONTACTED CHINESE GOVERNMENT REGARDING UK FUNCTIONS 
ASSUMED UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, WANG'S GOVERNMMENT WOULD 
CERTAINLY BE AVAILABLE TO HIM. CHINESE GOVERNMENT WILLING 
CONSIDER ANY PROPOSAL WHICH REASONABLE AND SERVED IMPROVE 


RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND THE US AND THUS FACILITATED PROGRESS 
OUR TALKS. 


24. | SAID | HAD NO MORE TO SAY AND HOPED AT NEXT MEETING 
TO HAVE HIS GOVERNMENT'S VERY CONSIDERED VIEWS ON STATEMENT 


1! HAD MADE THIS MORNING. | SUGGESTED WE MEET AGAIN FRIDAY, 
OCTOBER 14. 


25. WANG SAID HE HOPED | WOULD BE ABLE TO GIVE CONCRETE 
VIEWS CONCERNING EMBARGO QUESTION INTRODUCED BY HIS SIDE. 


of the United States 


26. | REPLIED OUR VIEW ON TIMING DISCUSSION OF THAT 
QUESTION WAS CONTAINED IN STATEMENT | MADE TH!S MORNING. 


2@7- WANG SAID HE COULD NOT AGREE TO ANY FIXED ORDER OF 
DISCUSSION. HIS SIDE WOULD CONTINUE TO COMMENT ON OUR SUBJECTS 
AND HOPED WE WOULD DO LIKEWISE. HE AGREED DATE FOR NEXT MEETING. 
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28. | SAID POINT 1 HAD MADE ON TIMING WAS NOT MADE IN 
PROCEDURAL SENSE BUT IN SUBSTANTIVE SENSE. 


29. WE AGREED WITHOUT DISCUSSION ON PRESS RELEASE IDENTICAL 
LAST MEETING. 


GOWEN 
TT:GEM 
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Dear Alez: 

I have just taken Peter Colm, who is leaving for Ceneve 
tomorrow morting, in to meet Mesars. Robertson and Sebald ami to get 
a sense of Mr. Robertson's reaction to the course of the talks. 

He should be able to give you something of the feel of things at this 
emi. He has not seem the Secretary but I don't think there is any 
particular usw development in the Secretary's thinking to be conveyed 
to you a& the moment. SBreryons seens to be well satisfied with your 
condust, of last week's mestings. The feeling is that the lines which 
you have blocked cut yourself for the near future are soul. 

The feeling in FE is that it will be desirable for you to 
makes your presentation om “unescounted for military personnel® at the 
next meeting. American public opinion demands that a high priority 
be given tq this iter. We cannot afford to take any chance on som 


ssmi@uwend “evelopment, causing us to fail to get this on the record. 


Hence it may be necessary to Pwud this before touching on the trade 
eabergo question. je do not see that there is anything to lose by 
putting the military personnel statenent in now, particularly sine ve 
ere treading in the direction of a more flexible and less systematic 


The Honoreble 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
‘merican Ambassador now at Gensva, 
Cansva. 


Siv G lL 40 
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approach to the Agenda items under Point Two. With a less formalized 
treatment of the Agenda list umier Point Two presumably topics may 
becomes intermingled ani reverted to. 

After talks with D'Orlandi, the COCOM and CHINCCGM Chairman, we 
are more than ever convinced that the present time would be highly 
inopportune for relaxation in the multilateral system of trade controls. 
It is significant that D'Orlandi was strongly of this opinion. The 
Japanese Ambassador Iguchi has indicated to us that the Japaneses 
Govermasnt may not be as strongly committed to @ program of relaxation 
as we are somstines led to believe. The critical time of decision 
will probably be at the CG meeting at Paris early in December. With 
strong U. S. leadership at that time we may be successful.in holding the 
lins. But it cannot be done without aggressive U. S. leadership. 
Pressures will have te ve exerted on tim French ani British particularly. 
All this indicates that any disposition to give on the embargo question 
at Geneva before December will be premature. In any event we do not 
have the say unilaterally on mitilateral controls. As for our own 
complete domestic embargo, that policy is fixed by NSC decision and I know of 
=» Gauttie 2 op emette SEE on 2 es om 
in that policy. ; 

Bil Sebald is vorking vith“Phleger om additional asterial 
om the remunciation of use of force. This material is aimed for 
your use in the course of detsiled discussions on the item, assuming 
that a detailed discussion stage will be reached eventually. 


SSCRET 
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The foregoing thoughts on the missing personnel item and the 
trade embargo are of course subject to confirmation ot official 
telegram. We have not yet cleared with the Secretary. 

I presume O'Neill will put your three questions formally to 
the Chinsse Communists today or tomorrow. The Foreign Office instructed 
him to do so (subject to his concurrence) on Ostober 7. 

We have told the British we do not like O'Neill's suggestion 
that he refer to the PRC promise to notify him of the result of 
trials of Americans, and inform the PRC authorities that he looks 
forward to early notification of reduction of sentence in all cases. 

This sounds too much like sccepting the PRC thesis, and giving 
up om the implementation of the Agreed Announcesent. 

We are looking forward to the arrival of Ralph Clough this 
afternoon. Mo doub§ we will get a better feel of the current 
atmosphere from him, although I must say thet your telegrams have given 
us @ very full and complete picture. “e have felt that we have 
almost had « front center seat. 


Regards, 


Walter P, MoConaughy 
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1. Re your mention paragraph 2 of cases which QUOTE were to be 






"4 
= | expeditiously reviewed UNQUOTE, Department prefers that you adhere strictly 
~ | 
" | to language of Agreed Announcement that Americans may QUOTE expeditiously | 
i t . 

Ss. | UNQUUTE exercise their right tu return U.S. Department aware that Wang» — = 
— t 
w , G 
S @ made frequent mention of review of cases in discussion leading up to O Pa 

- : Sd 
L$. Agreed Announcement but this has no bearing on obligations of PRC under i E 
cw . 4 
ss Agreed Announcement. Endeavor avoid any statement which might be F Ol : 
er 7 _ * 
oc a , 
= = construed as implying U.S. tacitly recognizes Wang's talking points as 2 ow FS 
2c 
& n modifying in any way explicit PRC commitments under Agreed Announcement. 
- © 
Se 2. FYI. We have informed British Embassy that we do not repeat 6 
> oo 
= . not wish O'Neill to follow up on his tentative suggestion that he might = 
“ } press PRC Foreign Office for expedited notification of trial of remaining < 
2 Americans and reduction of sentences, Our reason for rejection this 
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Origia ain | : 
lato: Guidance for 2lst meeting October 14. E 
o 
1. You should again place on record US dissatisfaction with continued wy 
S Chinese Communist non-implementation Agreed Announcement. Recall that five , @ s 
© weeks \inmecanensias) have passed since Agreed Announcement issued, with no Os 
w ry 
: action on remaining detained Americans. The Americans have not been proved $ 
= P A e 
» uv exercise expeditiously their right to return, a right expressly recognized br 
2) 
—38 by PRC in Agreed Announcement. PRC has not carried out its publicly assumed ~* 
m- WY 
> obligation adopt measures necessary to enable Americans exercise their right.O 
‘- + 
3s No detained American, so far as US Government can ascertain, has yet been nD 
a5 allowed see british Charge Peiping or any other British diplomatic or on 
ye 
- © consular representative. British Charge has been unable perform any function 
ye 
$ a whatever under Agreed Announcement. British Charge has been given no 
- 
ro ry information other than statement that all Americans have been informed of 
. S/S 
© 
vr U Agreed Announcement. His request for particulars as to when, where and how 
x FE 
(om) 
CA imprisoned Americans were notified has not been answered. 
G 
L- October 12 news release attributed to veapues" Daily alleging thet 
lir, Phipger . 
"the Chinese side is faithfully carryigg-@ut the Agreement" appears to °* \ 
; mgd represent ¢ _ 
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represent attempt cover up PRC non-compliance by directing attention to 47 





Americans who have not applied for exit permits "who can leave China at any 





time". The Agreed Announcement deals with those who want to leave, not 

those who do not. Implication in later paragraph this news release that | 
Agreed Announcement provides for examination case of Americans, one by one, 

is not supported by language of Announcement. US Government can only conclude 
that PkC is deliberately misleading public as to its obligations and actions 
under Agreed Announcement. : 
4 Record shows that PRC so far has evaded rather then implemented 
requirenents of Agreed Announcement. Yas Us Government bound to take 
increasingly serious view a& l1:\C failure implement provisions 8% Agreed , 


Announcement if this failure should be further protracted. 


of the United States 


2. Department will send you for possible introduction at later 
meeting text draft parallel declarations renouncing use of force particularly 
in Taiwan area. If Wang adopts anticipated line that Taiwan is domestic 


issue and only necessity is that US forces withdraw from Taiwan area you 
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may wish reply along following general line: | 


"US and PRC views status Taiwan and US relationship to area differ 





sharply. Immediate and urgent problem is not attempt reconcile these | 
views, but remove danger of resort to force which might provoke 
international conflict. It is impossible freely negotiate wider 


| threat of force. Only if this threat removed is there any hope of 
| constructive | 
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constructive solution of basic political problems." 





3. You are given discretion as to whether you should make presentation 


on unaccounted for military personnel at Zlst meeting. Essential thet this 


presentation be made at some poin te XIIMAMSUURIE EPR mbes rere? tity 


ee eee See 2 ee ee 





4. While Department does not insist on rigid adherence fixed order 
agende items under Point 2, it is US position that there is no basis for 
constructive exchange views on trade embargo question while threat of use 
of military force by PRC yeunine. Hence, there is no point in discussing 
this issue in absence renundation use force by PRC. It is believed that 


postponement discussion this item should be put on this practical basis. 


of the United States 


In taking this position, however, you need not object to wang presentation 


this item. 
5. While it would be our purpose to avoid any discussion of the embargo 


item until after we have gotten some positive assurances about renunciation of 
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force, you are authorized, if you deem it necessary, to keep conversations 
going, to indicate that we recognize that theformulation of declaration on 
renunciation of force is a matter of delicacy which would require considerable 
thought and that while any positive conclusion on the matter of trade would 
inherently have to depend greatly on the Chicom response on renunciation of 


| force, nevertheless while the Chicoms are considering the renunciation of | 
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(1) Are they referring to the US total ban on Chicom trade? 


vr 
oh force matter witt would be willing to hear their views about trade, particularly: | 


Se | ee eee 


- _ 


(2) Are they referring to restrictions on strategic materials 
as administerd by CHINCOM? 
(3) Are they proposing modification of UN resolution adopted 


during Korean War? 
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of the United States 
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fection Offico Symbol___ 
FROM JOHNSON 


RE DEPTEL 869 


/ 

/ 
1. | WOULD THINK |T DESIRABLE THAT WHENEVER sorormat anacs 
SUCH AS IN REPLY TO CHANG HAN-FU'S QUESTION ON O'NEILL'S 
INTERPRETATION OF AGREEMENT, O'NEILL SHOULD STATE UK INTERPRETS 
PORTION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT READING "AND WILL FURTHER ADOPT 
APPROPRIATE MEASURES SO THEY CAN EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE 
THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN" TO MEAN EXACTLY WHAT IT SAYS. APPRECIATE 
THAT PROBABLY NEITHER O'NEILL NOR UK WOULD DESIRE BECOME DEEPLY 
INVOLVED AT TH!S STAGE IN OUR CONTROVERSY WITH CHICOMS 
THEIR IMPLEMENTATION THIS POINT. HOWEVER BELIEVE UK WOULD 
DESIRE AVOID ANY IMPLICATION IT AGREES WITH CHICOM INTERPRETATION 
AND LAY BEST POSSIBLE BASIS FOR INVOKING THIS PORTION ANNOUNCE- 
MENT IN REPRESENTATIONS IN INDIVIDUAL CASES. 





SSet-Ol/Ss6*ttl9s 


2. IN VIEW CONTINUED CHICOM VAGUENESS ON DELIVERY TEXT 
ANNOUNCEMENT TO IMPRISONED AMERICANS SUGGEST CONS|DERAT ION 

BE GIVEN HAVE O'NEILL INVOKE PORTION OF ANNOUNCEMENT STATING 
UK CHARGE MAY ALSO GIVE PUBLICITY TO REQUEST FACILITIES HAVE 
COPY PERSONALLY HANDED BY MEMBER HIS OFFICE TO EACH IMPRISONED 
AMERICAN IN EVENT REFUSAL HE COULD REQUEST DELIVERY LETTER 
FROM HIM CONTAINING TEXT ANNOUNCEMENT, AND INFORMATION ON 
HOW TO COMMUNICATE WITH HIM, TO EACH PRISONER. 


3. DEPARTMENT WILL DESIRE CONSIDER THIS FROM STANDPOINT = 
ANY PRECENDENT IT MAY ESTABLISH FOR INDIAN FUNCTIONS IN USS 
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* PRIMARILY "WELFARE™ IN NATURE AND THAT CHICOMS HAVE IMPLEMENTED 
- ANNOUNCEMENT WITH RESPECT IMPRISONED AMERICANS IF SOME 
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BUT |1T APPEARS TO ME WE COULD WITHOUT HARM AGREE TO SAME 
INTERPRETATION BY INDIANS IF QUESTION WERE RAISED. 


4. §N GENERAL BELIEVE O'NEILL SHOULD AVOID ANY IMPLICATION 
UK CONSIDERS ITS SPECIAL FUNCTIONS UNDER ANNOUNCEMENT TO BE 


"WELFARE™ FUNCTIONS CONCEDED TO UK. BELIEVE HE SHOULD CON- 
CENTRATE MAXIMUM POSSIBLE ON THE "ASSIST IN THE RETURN" 
ASPECTS INVOKING "EXPEDITIOUSLY" AS APPROPRIATE. 
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to Dey, 


FROM JOHNSON Direeticn 


1N REPLY PRESS INQUIRIES HERE CONCERNING NCNA OCTOBER 1 
ARTICLE QUOTED FBIS 121355Z PARTICULARLY CONCERNING "47 
AMERICANS" AM REPLYING FOR BACKGROUND THAT MENTION THESE 
PERSONS ENTIRELY IRRELEVANT AND !S ATTEMPT BEFOG ISSUES AS 
ANNOUNCEMENT CONCERNS PERSONS WHO DESIRE RETURN. AM STATING 
FIGURE 47 ONLY APPROXIMATELY CORRECT AS THERE ARE POSSIBLY 
OTHER CIVILIANS PARTICULARLY DUAL NATIONALS. AM STATING 

THAT 47 INCLUDE 16 NON-REPATS, AMERICAN WIVES CHINESE, 
CHILDREN, AND PERSONS WHO HAVE’ BEEN WORKING FOR CHICOMS. 

AM REFERRING INQUIRIES ON NAMES TO DEPARTMENT. 

UNDERSTAND THAT MOST OF NAMES HAVE IN PAST IN ONE WAY OR ANOTHER 
BEEN MADE AVAILABLE TO PRESS BUT BELIEVE ANY INFO THIS 
CHARACTER SHOULD COME FROM DEPARTMENT. 
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Letter No. 12 











Dear Walter: | —Vievewer (iL — 
i ) 
Yesterday I received your letter of October 10. 
This will be a very short note as I have little to add 
to what I have already said. 


Peter Colm has arrived and I am very glad to have 
him. He seems like a good man. 


Received my instructions this morning for 2lst 
) meeting and again feel that they are excellent. I greatly 
( appreciate your getting them to me in time to ponder a 
little before the meeting. 


of the United States 


I do not plan to tie my presentation on implementation 
to their newspaper articles or broadcasts. I have avoided 
this as it simply opens the door for Wang to throw USIS 
and American newspapers at me, and he can almost always 
find something to quote to serve his purpose. In any event 
the articles so closely follow his presentation in the 
meetings that there are ample statements by him to which 
I can tie. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
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I am a little concerned by the questions it is 

Suggested that I ask him, if necessary, under paragraph 5 

of the Department's 870. It seems to me that I should 
avoid any implication that such multilateral subjects as 

Chincom and U.@. resolutions could be discussed here, 

or that these are matters within the control of the U.S. 

However, I think the idea of asking the questions is 

very good but will try to formulate something along these 

lines for use, if necessary, wiich avoids what I believe 


are 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State. 
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are the undesirabie implications of the questions as 
presently framed. 


I fear that the presentation of unaccounted for 
military personnel at this stage would fuzz my position 
on priority for renunciation of force, and I am, therefore, 
reluctant to make it at tomorrow's meeting. On the other 
hand, I don't want Wang to so freeze his position on tnis 
that he is obliged to reject the lists when I hand them 
to him. Therefore, I will play it by ear and make the 
decision at the meeting as to what I will do. 


Chincom people have been very helpful in giving me 
information on their present negotiations in Paris. 
Certainly the present moment would be the worst possible 
time to release the Chincom controls, but I can see that 
the pressures are extremely strong. What I have trouble 
thinking through is now effectively to relate what may 


or may not happen in these talks to how things are handled 
in Chincom. 





Sincerely, 


s Johnson 
rican Ambassador 
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FROM JOHNSON Tam @. + 4 LD 


1. ONE HOUR FORTY MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING. WANG 

OPENED WITH LONG PREPARED STATEMENT DEALING EXCLUSIVELY 
WITH MY LAST WEEK'S STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. 
WHILE RELATIVELY MILD IN TONE CONSISTED ALMOST ENTIRELY 
REHASH PREVIOUS POSITIONS. SAID KEY TO SITUATION WAS 
WITHDRAWAL US FORCES FROM TAIWAN. OUR PROPOSAL WAS "ABUSE 
OF PRINCIPLE NON-RECOURSE TO FORCE". “ARE YOU WILLING TO 
DISCUSS QUESTION WITHDRAWAL US FORCES FROM TAIWAN?" LIBERA- 
TION TAIWAN "CANNOT BE MADE SUBJECT PRESENT TALKS". 


Te er OS U8 =~ 





of the United States 
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2. | REPLIED WITH STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION ALONG LINES 
DEPTEL 870 AND THEN EXPRESSED DISAPPOINTMENT LACK OF 
RESPONS!VENESS HIS STATEMENT OUR PROPOSAL. | THEN MADE STATE- 
MENT USING MATERIAL LATTER PORTION PARA 2 DEPTEL 870 AND 
PERTINENT MATERIAL PREVIOUS STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION FORCE. 
THERE WAS THEN SOME GIVE AND TAKE DURING WHICH BOTH OF US 
LARGELY REITERATED PREVIOUS STATEMENTS. HOWEVER HE DID NOT 
CHALLENGE MY STATEMENT THAN | HOPED | COULD INTERPRET HIS 
REMARKS AS MEANING HE DID NOT ENTIRELY REJECT OUR PROPOSAL. 
TOWARDS END HE GAVE ME OPENING WHICH | USED TO CLOSE ON 
THEME OF IMPLEMENTATION. 
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3. AT CLOSE | PROPOSED NORMAL SCHEDULE WEEKLY MEETINGS AND., 
HE AGREED SUBJECT NEXT MEETING BEING THURSDAY. UNDERSTAND (93 
1S SUBSEQUENT MEETINGS WILL BE ON THURSDAYS. 
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4. AM DEPARTING FOR PRAGUE TOMORROW MORNING RETURNING 
TUESDAY. 


GOWEN 
MEM 


Mrs. Welch (FE) notified 10/14/6:35 a. m. EMB (CWO) 


of the United States 
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FROM JOHNSON a 
eo 
1, NOTABLE ASPECT TODAY'S MEETING WAS WANG'S WILLINGNESS = 
DISCUSS EXCLUSIVELY, ALBE!T NEGATIVELY, OUR RENUNCIATION OF FORCE \ 
PROPOSAL. HE MADE NO EFFORT WHATEVER FORCE ANY DISCUSSION a 
“| THER OF HIS ITEMS AND HIS REACTION TO MY RENEWED DISCUSSION 2) 
OF IMPLEMENTATION WAS VERY MILD. IN FACT AS WILL BE SEEN ! 
FROM FULL MEETING RECORD, DURING GIVE AND TAKE HE PERHAPS re 
SOMEWHAT INADVERTENTLY GAVE US CREDIT FOR FULL IMPLEMENTATION on 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. HE ALSO READILY AGREED TO MY PROPOSAL on 























FOR NORMALLY WEEKLY MEETINGS} HIS MANNER AND TONE OF DELIVERY 
OF HIS OPENING STATEMENT WAS ALSO MILD AND AGAIN FULL RECORD 
OF MEETING PREPARED ON BASIS HIS INTERPRETER'S TRANSLATION 
31VE) SOMEWHAT HARDER IMPRESSION THAN ORIGINAL CHINESE. 


2. THERE WAS NO NEED TO AND | FELT IT UNDESIRABLE MAKE 
PRESENTATION ON MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL AT TODAY'S MEETING. 


3. WHILE USING IT AS A PEG ON WHICH TO HANG HIS CRITICISM 
OF US POLICY,WANG'S PRESENTATION TODAY SHOWS A DISPOSITION TO » 
ACQUIESCE IN DISCUSSION AROUND OUR RENUNCIATION OF FORCE PROPOSAL 










WHICH WE SHOULD. TRY TO EXPLAIN. bie 

7 wm fo 
4. HIS PEPLY TODAY WAS TO BE EXPECTED. STRIPPED Off _ Ps 
PROPAGANDA VERBIAGE ONE OF HIS THESES APPEARS TO BERTHAT PRESENCK) §43- 





OF US FORCES IN TAIWAN IS IN ITSELF "THREAT OF FORCE." EF 
HE 1S TAKING AN QBVIOUSLY EXTREME BARGAINING POSITI§N ¥N ASKING EI 
FOR WITHDRAWALS US FORCES FROM TAIWAN AND ONE OF OU PROBLEMS 
WILL BE TO PROBE FOR THEIR REAL POSITION FOR AS LONG AS POSS!IB 

Pl 4 speceucteen 00 
Cop tf Py SECRET COPY, IF CLASSIFIED 





PROHIBITED 


Spe) 














ne oe reSepe ee > AS 4 ~, POON = = = , . 
oath = ee SO vies as aS So es Vina 
“ - £j3-- 2S « 












eK 
ee 









- Ate Te 








SECRET 
-2- 867, OCTOBER 14, 4 P.M. PRIORITY FROM GENEVA 


cr 





WHILE AT SAME TIME NOT RUNNING INTO A DEADLOCK OR IN ANY WAY 


SACRIFICING OUR POSITION ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE OR SCOPE 
THESE TALKS. 


5- PARLIAMENTARY SITUATION 1S SUCH THAT HE WILL BE 
EXPECTING FAIRLY COMPREHENSIVE STATEMENT FROM ME AT NEXT MEETING. 


BELIEVE STATEMENT MUST INCLUDE AT LEAST SOME REFUTATION HIS 
CHARGES ON “AMERICAN AGRESSION AGAINST TAIWAN." 
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FROM JOHNSON 
Direction to pe/B 


1. DURING TODAY'S AMBASSADORIAL TALKS CHEN SH!H=WU OF NCN 
TALKED WITH SEVERAL CORRESPONDENTS, PARTICULARLY AGENCY M 
AND ABOUT HALF BRITISH, INDIVIDUALLY OR IN GROUPS. GIST 
COMMENTS AS REPORTED TO GARNISH BY PARTICIPANTS FOLLOWS: 


2. SAID WANG GOING TO TELL ME TODAY THEY CANNOT DISCUSS 
RENUNICATION OF USE OF FORCE UNTIL THESE OTHER QUESTIONS 
SETTLED: SEVENTH FLEET, BLOCKADE, FORMOSA, EMBARGO. SAID 
THESE ARE SUBJECTS FOR FONMINS AND THEIR SETTLEMENT WOULD 
MAKE QUESTION OF RENUNCIATION OF FORCE TIMELY’ 


3. ACCORDING TO ANOTHER CORRESPONDENT, CHEN REFERRED TO CHOU 
STATEMENT THAT QUESTION HAS INTERNATIONAL AND NATIONAL ASPECTS. 
UNDER FORMER HE MENTIONED UNISTATES INTERFERENCE, SEVENTH 
FLEET, BLOCKADE, EMBARGO AND UNISTATES MILITARY ADVISORS ON 
FORMOSA. SAID MUST REMOVE THIS iNTERFERENCE. UNDER NATIONAL 
ASPECT HE MENTIONED LIBERATION TAIWAN BY PEACEFUL MEANS, 

SAID CHOU ALREADY HAS POINTED OUT HE READY TO NEGOTIATE WITH 
TAIWAN AUTHORITIES WITHOUT HARD AND FAST CONDITIONS. TO QUERY 
WHETHER "AUTHORITES" MEANT NATIONALISTS OR TAIWANESE CHEN SAID 
CHOU DID NOT (REPEAT NOT) WANT COMMIT HIMSELF BUT ADDED SOME 


CHIANG PEOPLE READY TO NEGOTIATE. TO FURTHER QUERY CHEN REFUSED 


COMMIT HIMSELF THAT THIS MEANT ANY MEMBER GRC READY NEGOTIATE. 


4. RESPONDING TO CORRESPONDENT'S OTHE QUESTIONS, CHEN SAID 
TALKS MAKING PROGRESS THOUGH SLOWLY AND SPIRIT GOOD. SAID 
TALKS WILL CONTINUE THROUGH FONMINS CONFERENCE AND DULLES! 
PRESENCE MAY GIVE IMPETUS TO THEM. EXPRESSED -DOUBT WANG WILK, 
TRY TO SEE DULLES. a 


5. CHEN SAID TALKS NOW APPROACHING CRUCIAL STAGE, WITH _ 
| SUBJECTS 
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SUBJECTS OF SUCH SCOPE AND IMPORTANCE THAT THEY BELONG ON 
FONMINS LEVEL. 


6. TO QUESTION ABOUT NINETEEN JAILED AMERICANS CHEN SAID 
| ALWAYS RAISE QUEST:ON AS MATTER OF ROUTINE. ADDED THIS NO 
LONGER MATTER FOR AMBASSADORS AT ALL BUT MATTER FOR BRITISH 


CHARGE TO SETTLE. ALSO SAID MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL MATTER 
DOES NOT (REPEAT NOT) BELONG IN GENEVA TALKS. 
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FROM JOHNSON 


IN DISCUSSING MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL |} WILL DESIRE TO 
HAVE AVAJLABLE FOR USE AS MAY SEEM APPROPRIATE A FEW OF AS GOOD 
EXPAMPLES AS POSSIBLE REASONS WE BELIEVE CHINESE COMMUNISTS 
HAVE SOME JNFORMATION ON THESE MEN. UNFORTUNATELY INFORMATION 
| HAVE AVAILABLE HERE 1S IN MOST CASES TOO VAGUE FOR EFFECTIVE 


USE IN DEBATE. 


— 


REQUEST DEPARTMENT ASK DEFENSE ENDEAVOR SUPPLY ME ANY MORE 
CONCRETE ]NFORMATION FROM CHICOM, OTHER COMMUNIST, OR NEUTRAL 
SOURCES THAT MAY BE AVAILABLE IN A FEW GOOD EXEMPLARY CASES 


SUCH AS FOLLOWING: 





SSVIL-OL/S6°tLO 


of the United States 


ARMY SGT CASIMIRE T. DEMOLL. WHAT WERE DATES AND FACTS 
IN REPORTS OF $RC, PEKING RADIO, AND REPORTED SOURCE NATIONAL 


GUARDIAN? 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign KElab lulls 


ARMY PFC JAMES HOWELL. WHAT WAS DATE AND CONTENT CHINA 
MONTHLY REVIEW REPORT? 


ARMY CORPORAL JOHN E. JENNINGS. WHAT WERE DATES AND CONTENTS 
CHINA MONTHLY REVIEW AND JRC REPORTS? 





SIMILAR INFO ON FEW AJR FORCE AND MARINE PERSONNEL WQULD ALSO 
BE HELPFUL. FOR EXAMPLE MORE DETAILED INFO ON "ENEMY® 7 
BROADCAST OVER RADIO PEIPING" MENTIONED FILE AIR FORCE FIRST 
i LIEUTENANT SCOTT A. HOLZ WOULD BE USEFUL. aa 
_ cH 
WOULD APPRECIATE SOME INFORMATION BY NEXT MEETING JF POSSIBLE. 
CES GOWEN REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
OFFICIAL USE ONLY COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 
PERMANENT PROHIBITED 
RECORD GOP¥ 9 dois cgpy mustde; returns tor RBY’R gentrab fides withnnotgtipn af\agtion taken 
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FROM JOHNSON 





|. AT 21ST MEETING, OCTOBER 14, WANG PING-NAN OPENED WITH 
PREPARED COMMENTS ON MY STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION Of FORCE. HE 
STATED THAT TO CARRY ON USEFUL AND SENSIBLE DISCUSSION, CIVIL 
CONFLICTS WITHIN EITHER CHINA OR THE US MUST BE DISTINGUISHED 
FROM INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES. FORMER ARE OBVIOUSLY NOT WITHIN 
COMPETENCE OF PRESENT TALKS. ISSUES BETWEEN CHINESE PEOPLE AND 
CHAING KAI=SHEK CLIQUE CANNOT BE MADE SUBJECTS OF THESE TALKS. 
IT 1S INADMISSIBLE TO INTRODUCE QUESTION OF RIGHT OF CHINESE 


PEOPLE TO LIBERATE OWN TERRITORY TAIWAN IN EXECUTION OF SOVEREIGN 
RIGHTS. 


FOreIgn Kelar tire 
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of the United Stated 


2. HE CONTINUED “HAT IN REGARD TO INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES, 
PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA HAD FROM ITS INCEPTION ALWAYS STOOD 
FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT AND HAD OPPOSED INFRINGEMENTS OF TERRITORIAL 
INTEGRITY BY THREAT OR USE OF FORCE. CHINA'S CONDUCT IN INTER- 
NATIONAL RELATIONS HAD DEMONSTRATED THAT IT WAS FAITHFUL TO THIS 
STAND. HE DREW ATTENTION TO "UNIVERSALLY RECOGNIZED ROLE" OF Q 
CHINA IN KOREAN AND INDOCHINESE ARMISTICES AND TO "FIVE 
PRINCIPLES," ON THE BASIS OF WHICH HE STATED CHINA HAD ESTABL!ISHEGZ® 
RELATIONS OF FRIENDLY COOPERATION WITH MANY COUNTRIES. 

HE STATED THAT AT ASIAN=-AFRICAN CONFERENCE CHINA TOGETHER WITH 
OTHERS ADOPTED DECISIONS AFFIRMING THESE PRINCIPLES. 
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3. IN REGARD TO SINO-US RELATIONS, WANG STATED THAT PREMGER . 


CHOU HAD REPEATEDLY DECLARED THAT CHINA DID NOT WANT WAR FA on 
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, AND THAT CHINA AND US SHOULD SIT DOWN AND ENTER INTO NEGOTI AMS ONSE™ 
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THIS, HE STATED, WAS OBJECTIVE OF INTRODUCING INTO PRESENT TALKS 
QUESTION OF HIGHER LEVEL SINO-US NEGOTIATIONS. 


4. WANG QUOTED PARAGRAPH 4, ARTICLE 2, OF UN CHARTER. 

HE REFERRED ALSO TO MY STATEMENT AT LAST MEETING THAT US AS 
MEMBER OF UN HAD AGREED TO REFRAIN FROM THREAT OR USE OF FORCE. 
WANG STATED THAT HE WELCOMED MY STATEMENT TO THIS EFFECT ON 
BEHALF OF MY GOVERNMENT, AND THAT HE VERY MUCH DESIRED THAT THIS 
PRINCIPLE SHOULD BECOME GUIDING PRINCIPLE OF US IN FAR EAST AND 
REST OF WORLD. HE STATED THAT THERE WAS NO DISPUTE BETWEEN 
CHINA AND US REGARDING THE PRINCIPLES GUIDING UNITED NATIONS. 
QUESTION WAS HOW THESE PRINCIPLES COULD BE CONCRETELY 
IMPLEMENTED. QUESTION WAS HOW THESE PRINCIPLES COULD BE CONCRETELY 
IMPLEMENTED. IN THIS CONNECTION HE CITED TAIWAN SITUATON. 


5. HE STATED THAT TAIWAN WAS CHINESE TERRITORY AND THAT 

THIS WAS SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED IN SOLEMN INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS 
IN WHICH US HAD PARTICIPATED. WANG QUOTED A STATEMENT OF JANUARY 
5, 1950 BY PRESIDENT TRUMAN TO EFFECT THAT US GOVERNMENT HAD 
ALWAYS STOOD FOR GOOD FAITH IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS AND 
SPECIFICALLY IN FORMOSA (TAIWAN) SITUATION, THAT IN CAIRO 
DECLARATON OF 1943 THE US, UK, AND CHINA HAD ANNOUNCED OBJECTIVE 
OF RESTORING TO CHINA TERRITORY STOLEN BY JAPAN FROM CHINA, 


WHICH DECLARED THAT THE TERMS OF THE CAIRO DECLARATION SHALL BE 
CARRIED OUT, THAT THE PROVISIONS OF THE POTSDAM DECLARATION 
WERE ACCEPTED BY JAPAN AT TIME OF SURRENDER, AND THAT FOR FOUR 
YEARS THE US AND OTHER POWERS HAD ACCEPTED THE AUTHORITY OF 
CHINESE AUTHORITIES OVER FORMOSA. WANG STATED THAT PRESIDENT 
TRUMAN HAD ADDED THAT US HAD NO PREDATORY DESIGNS ON FORMOSA 

OR OTHER CHINESE TERRITORY AND THAT US DESIRED TO AVOID COURSES 
OF ACTION LEADING TO INVOLVEMENT IN CIVIL DISPUTES IN CHINA. 


o 
6. HOWEVER, WANG STATED, THE US NOW OCCUPIES TAIWAN WITH p34 
ITS ARMED FORCES AND HAS OPENLY DECLARED IT WOULD USE FORCE TO as 
ENCROACH UPON CHINESE TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY. HE DECLARED THAT ao 


THIS WAS ORIGIN OF TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA AND THAT CHINA 

HAD NEVER USED OR THREATENED FORCE TO ENCROACH ON TERRITORIAL 
INTEGRITY OF THE US. CHINA HAD REPEATEDLY STATED THAT 

CHINA AND US SHOULD RESPECT EACH OTHER'S SOVEREIGNTY AND 


TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY AND SETTLE DISPUTES BETWEEN EACH OTHER 
BY NEGOTIATIONS. 





7. HE SAID 
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7- HE SAID THAT SINCE | HAD STATED AT LAST MEETING THAT 

US HAD AGREED TO REFRAIN FROM THREAT OR USE OF FORCE, IT FOLLOWED 
THAT US SHOULD WITHDRAW ITS ARMED FORCES FROM CHINA'S TAIWAN. 
WANG DECLARED THAT HE WOULD LIKE TO KNOW WHETHER US WAS PREPARED 
TO DO SO. 


8. WANG STATED THAT AT LAST MEETING | HAD FAILED TO MENTION 
FACT THAT US HAD USED FORCE AGAINST CHINA'S TAIWAN, HAD DODGED 
THE QUESTION OF US WITHDRAWAL, AND HAD UNREASONABLY TRIED TO 
INTRODUCE QUESTION OF RENUNCIATION OF FORCE AGAISST CHINA'S 
TAIWAN. CHINESE GOVERNMENT, CIRCUMSTANCES PERMITTING, WOULD 
SEEK LIBERATION OF TAIWAN BY PEACEFUL MEANS. HOWEVER, THE 
QUESTION FALLS WITHIN FRAMEWORK OF CHINA'S SOVEREIGNTY AND 
INTERNAL AFFAIRS AND CANNOT BE MADE SUBJECT OF PRESENT TALKS, 


9. WANG CLOSED HIS PREPARED COMMENTS WITH STATEMENT THAT 
QUESTION OF AMERICA'S WITHDRAWAL FROM TAIWAN AREA SHOULD BE 
DISCUSSED AND THAT HE WOULD LIKE TO HEAR MY VIEWS ON THIS QUESTION. 


10. IN REPLY | STATED THAT BEFORE COMMENTING ON HIS STATE- 
MENT | MUST FIRST BRING TO HIS ATTENTION MY GOVERNMENT'S 
DISSATISFACTION WITH HIS GOVERNMENT'S CONTINUED DELAY IN 
IMPLEMENTING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WITH RESPECT TO REMAINING 

19 AMERICANS IN PRISON. | STATED THAT SO FAR AS MY GOVERNMENT 
HAD BEEN ABLE TO ASCERTAIN, NO AMERICAN IN PRISON HAD EVEN 
BEEN PERMITTED TO COMMUNICATE WITH OR SEE UK CHARGE IN PEKING 
OR ANY OTHER BRITISH DIPLOMATIC OR CONSULAR REPRESENTATIVE. 


| STATED THAT THERE COULD BE NO DOUBT THAT THESE AMERICANS 
DESIRE TO RETURN. 
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14. =| CONTINUED WITH WHAT | DESCRIBED AS’ MY PRELIMINARY rd 
(COMMENTS ON WANG'S STATEMENT AT OPENING OF MEETING, POINTING po 
en QUT THAT | DESIRED TO STUDY HIS STATEMENT CAREFULLY AND REPLY IN [7 
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11. | CONTINUED THAT FUTHERMORE ALMOST FIVE WEEKS HAD 
PASSED SINCE ANNOUNCEMENT WAS ISSUED AND THAT | HAD HOPED HE 
WOULD HAVE SOME INFORMATION FOR ME TODAY. HOWEVER, THUS FAR 
GOVERNMENT HAS NOT TAKEN APPROPRIATE MEASURES MENTIONED IN 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH WOULD PERMIT THESE 19 AMERICANS TO 
EXERCISE EXPEDITIOUSLY THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN. THIS RIGHT WAS 
EXPRESSLY SET FORTH IN THE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 

©@ lrcaces r > 
12. | SAID THAT IN DISCUSSING THIS QUESTION AT PREV!OUS 
MEETINGS, WANG HAD CONTINUED TO MENTION HIS GOVERNMENT'S REQUEST 
FOR A LIST OF ALL AMERICANS IN US AND HAD CONTINUED TO MENTION 
SUPPOSED TIME 1T WOULD TAKEFOR THE MANY CHINESE IN THE US TO 
RETURN TO H!S COUNTRY. | SAID HE HAD ALSO REFERRED TO THE 
47 AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY WHO HAD NOT APPLIED FOR EXIT PERMITS. 
IN THIS CONNECTION, | POINTED OUT THAT AGREED SCOPE OF OUR 
DISCUSSIONS ON THIS POINT AND AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT CONCERNED 
ONLY PERSONS WHO DESIRED TO RETURN. 





13. | STATED THAT | RAISED THESE POINTS AGAIN IN ORDER TO 
INDICATE TO WANG REASONS WHY MY GOVERNMENT FEARED HIS 

GOVERNMENT WAS EVADING RATHER THAN IMPLEMENTING THE PROVISIONS () 
OF THE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. | DECLARED THAT IT SHOULD BE EVIDENT C) 
THAT MY GOVERNMENT WAS BOUND TO TAKE AN INCREASINGLY SERIOUS VIEW 4 
OF HIS GOVERNMENT'S FAILURE TO IMPLEMENT PROVISIONS OF AGREED ad 
ANNOUNCEMENT WITH RESPECT TO THESE 19 AMERICANS IF THIS FAILURE 
SHOULD BE FURTHER PROTRACTED. try 
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15. | POINTED OUT THAT, AS | HAD EMPHASI. AT LAST MEETING, 

MY PROPOSAL WAS NOT COUCHED !N TERMS OF CHARGES AGAINST WANG'S 
GOVERNMENT, BUT WAS MADE IN A MOST EARNEST DESIRE OF CONTRIBUTING 
A SUGGESTION CONSTRUCTIVE TO COURSE OF TALKS. | SAID THAT 
WANG'S STATEMENT POINTED UP FACT KNOWN TO BOTH OF US THAT 

VIEWS OF WANG'S GOVERNMENT AND MINE DIFFERED WIDELY ON STATUS OF 
TAIWAN AND ON MY GOVERNMENT'S RELATIONS TO TAIWAN. 1! SAID THAT 
THERE WAS NO USE IN PRETENDING THAT THESE DIFFERENCES DID NOT 
EXIST OR THAT THEY COULD BE EASILY RESOLVED. | SAID THAT MY 
SUGGESTION DID NOT INVOLVE THIRD PARTIES OR QUESTION OF JUSTICE 
OR INJUSTICE OF CONFLICTING CLAIMS IN THE AREA. 


16. | STATED THAT IMMEDIATE AND URGENT PROBLEM WE FACED 

WAS NOT TO RECONCILE CONFLICTING VIEWS BUT TO REMOVE DANGER 
THAT A RESORT TO FORCE IN THE AREA MIGHT EVOKE INTERNATIONAL 
CONFLICT. | STATED THAT | BELIEVED WANG HIMSELF HAD PREVIOULSY 
RECOGNIZED THAT THIS POSSIBILITY EXISTED. | SAID THAT THESE 
QUESTIONS WERE GRAVE AND COMPLICATED AND THAT NEGOT!AT!NG THEIR 
SOLUTION WOULD TAKE TIME AND PATIENCE. 


17. | POINTED OUT THAT NEITHER OF US WANTED TO NEGOTIATE 

UNDER THREAT OF FORCE AND THAT THERE WAS HOPE OF A CONSTRUCTIVE 
SOLUTION TO THE BASIC PROBLEMS OF THE AREA ONLY IF THREAT OF 

FOR — WERE REMOVED. | STATED THAT THE FACT THAT OUR POLICIES 
DIFFERED NEED NOT MEAN ARMED CONFLICT. ! STATED THAT MANY 
COUNTRIES WERE ABNORMALLY DIVIDED AND THAT MANY GOVERMMENTS 
FACED SITUATIONS WHICH THEY CONSIDERED ABNORMAL INTRUSIONS 

INTO THEIR TERRITORY. | POINTED OUT THAT RESPONSIBLE GOVERNMENTS 
NEVERTHELESS HAD RENOUNCED USE OF FORCE IN ACHIEVEMENT OF WHAT 
THEY CONSIDERED URGENT AND LEGITIMATE OBJECTIVES OF NATIONAL 
POLICY. | STATED THAT MY SUGGESTION DID NOT CALL UPON EITHER 
H!1S GOVERNMENT OR MINE TO RENOUNCE THEIR OBJECTIVES, BUT 

SIMPLY SUGGESTED WE RENOUNCE USE OF FORCE TO IMPLEMENT OUR 
POLICIES. | STATED THAT THIS WAS TO ME AN EMMINENTLY REASONABLE, 
SIMPLE, AND STRAIGHTFORWARD PROPOSAL WHICH COULD PROVIDE THE 
BASIS FOR CONSTRUCTIVE SOLUTIONS TO OTHER PROBLEMS. 


18. | CONCLUDED BY EXPRESSING HOPE THAT WANG'S GOVERNMENT 
WOULD AGA!N CONSIDER SUGGESTION WE HAD MADE AND THAT SUCH 
RECONSIDERATION MIGHT LEAD TO PROGRESS IN THE TALKS. 


- 19. WANG REPLIED 
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19. WANG REPLIED THAT HE COULD NOT AGREE TO WHAT |! HAD SAID 
CONCERNING HIS GOVERNMENT'S CONTINUED DELAY IN IMPLEMENTING TH® 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. (WANG'S INTERPRETER INITIALLY SAID 
"CONTINUED FAILURE" BUT CORRECTED THIS TO “CONTINUED DELAY." 
EKVALL STATES THAT "CONTINUED STALLING" WOULD HAVE BEEN 

MORE ACCURATE ENGLISH. ) 


20. WANG SAID THAT DURING DISCUSSION OF FIRST ITEM OF AGENDA 
BEFORE AND AFTER AGREEMENT WAS REACHED, HIS SIDE HAD DEVOTED 
GREAT EFFORTS TO QUESTION OF RETURNING AMERICANS FROM CHINA. 

HE SAID THAT THIS DID NOT INCLUDE ONLY "ORDINARY" AMERICANS BUT 
ALSO AMERICANS WHO HAD COMMITTED OFFENSES. HE STATED THAT HIS 
SIDE WAS STILL FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENTING THE AGREEMENT ON 

RETURN OF CIVILIANS. HE SAID THAT THERE WAS THEREFORE NO 
REASON TO CHARGE THAT HIS GOVERNMENT HAD DELAYED IN IMPLEMENTING 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND THAT HE COULD NOT AGREE TO THIS 
UNJUSTIFIED CHARGE. 


21. WANG CONTINUED WITH COMMENTS ON MY PRELIMINARY VIEWS 

ON HIS OPENING STATEMENT. HE SAID THAT IT WAS WRONG THAT 

THERE SHOULD BE DIFFERENCE OF VIEW BETWEEN CHINA AND US ON 
STATUS OF TAIWAN SINCE STATUS OF TAIWAN WAS VERY CLEAR AND 
PRECISE. HE SAID THAT TAIWAN WAS INDISPUTABLY AN INALIENABLE 
PART OF CHINESE TERRITORY. HE THEN EXPRESSED AGREEMENT WITH ME 
THAT ON THIS QUESTION DISPUTES DID EXIST BETWEEN OUR TWO SIDES. 
HE EXPRESSED AGREEMENT ALSO THAT THE TAIWAN SITUATION HAD 

"LED TO A GRAVE AND EXPLOSIVE SITUATION" AND THAT THERE WAS 
"DANGER OF THE SITUATION BEING ENLARGED." HE SAID THAT THIS 


WAS WHY IT WAS NECESSARY TO CALL SINO=-US CONFERENCE TO DISCUSS 
SITUATION IN TAIWAN AREA. 
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IF US WERE TO WITHDRAW ITS ARMED FORCES FROM AREA, IT WOULD SHOW s 

THAT US IS SINCERE IN THIS REGARD. WANG STATED THAT THEREFORE 1% 

HE HOPED AFTER CONSIDERATION OF HIS PROPOSAL | WOULD EXPRESS MY fj 

VIEWS ON THIS POINT. HE CONCLUDED BY STATING THAT SUCH 4 
WITHDRAWA] WOULD INDICATE THAT PRESENT TALKS CAN REALLY SOLVE o 
QUESTIONS AND ARE NOT MERE DISCUSSIONS. “HE SAID HE HOPED THIS = &y 

WAS CASE. be 
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22. HE SAID THAT WHILE HE AGREED DISCUSS THIS PROBLEM, KE 
COULD NOT BUT TRACE "ROOT CAUSES" DING TO PRESENT GRAVE 
SITUATION. HE STATED THAT FAILURE [FIND THESE CAUSES WOULD BE 
SIMILAR TO PATIENT IN WHOM DOCTOR FAILS FIND CAUSE OF !LLNESS. 
WANG CITED CHINESE PROVERB THAT DOCTOR SHOULD MAKE PRESCRIPTION 
ACCORDING TO ILLNESS OF PATIENT. HE SAID THAT FAILURE TO FIND 
CAUSE OF ILLNESS MAKES CURE IMPOSSIBLE. 


23. WANG STATED THAT HIS GOVERNVENT HAD ALWAYS OPPOSED 

RESORT TO FORCE AND HAS STOOD FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF PROBLEMS. 
HE AGREED WITH ME THAT NEGOTIATIONS CANNOT BE CONDUCTED 

UNDER THREAT OF FORCE. HE SAID THAT IF WE ARE TO DISCUSS THREAT 
OF, FORCE, WE HAVE TO ASK WHO IS THREATENING WHOM. WANG DECLARED 
THAT HE CONSIDERED THAT AMERICAN ARMED FORCES WHICH OCCUPY 

TAIWAN ARE PRECISELY THREAT IN QUESTION. 


24. WANG SAID THAT | HAD SAID THAT IT 1S NECESSARY TO 

RENOUNCE USE OF FORCE TO PREVENT SITUATION FROM LEADING TO ARMED 
CONFLICT. WANG DECLARED THAT AS HE HAD STATED THIS MORNING 

H!S SIDE WELCOMED THIS POINT OF VIEW. HOWEVER, A MERE STATEMENT 
OUTLINING PRINCIPLES DOES NOT SOLVE PROBLEM. WANG STATED THAT 
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25- | REPLIED THAT QUESTIONS WANG HAD RAISED ARE COMPLICATED 
AND THAT | STILL DID NOT SEE WHY HE REJECTED MY SUGESTION. 

| STATED THAT | HOPED |! WAS RIGHT IN INTERPRETING WANG'S 
REMARKS AS NOT A COMPLETE REJECTION OF MY PROPOSAL. |! SAID 
THAT FIRST AND SIMPLE THING WE CAN DO IS TO SAY TO EACH OTHER 
THAT WE WOULD NOT RESORT TO USE OF FORCE EXCEPT DEFENSIVELY. 

1 STATED THAT | AGREED THAT THIS WOULD NOT BY ITSELF SOLVE 
BASIC PROBLEMS IN AREA, BUT THAT 1T WOULD REMOVE DANGER OF 
CONFLICT AND ESTABLISH ATMOSPHERE IN WHICH WE CAN FREELY 


NEGOTIATE AND IN WHICH THERE WOULD BE HOPE OF FINDING SOLUTIONS 
TO BASIC PROBLEMS. 


26. WANG REPLIED THAT WE CAN CERTAINLY CONSIDER THAT A MERE 
STATEMENT WOULD NOT REMOVE DANGER OR RESOLVE DISPUTES BETWEN 
CH'NA AND US IN AREA. ONLY ACTUAL DEEDS BY US WILL CONVICE 
PEOPLE THAT QUESTIONS ARE BEING RESOLVED. WANG CITED 
EXAMPLE OF RETURN OF CHINESE IN US. HE SAID THAT IF MERELY 
A STATEMENT HAD BEEN MADE THAT THEY WOULD BE ABLE TO RETURN 
WITHOUT ACTION, THE CHINESE WOULD NOT HAVE BEEN ABLE TO RETURN. 
; BASIC CAUSE UNDERLYING FAILURE OF CHINESE TO RETURN FROM US WAS 
EXISTENCE OF RESTRICTING ORDER BY US GOVERNMENT AGAINST THEM. 
“ilLY AFTER AMERICAN GOVERNMENT RESCINDED RESTRICTING ORDERS 
WERE BASIC DIFFICULTIES INVOLVED IN RETURN RESOLVED. WANG 
SA'D THAT WHEN THE US RESCINDED THESE ORDERS, HIS SIDE 
EXPRESSED WELCOME TO THIS ACTION BECAUSE THOSE ORDERS WERE 


UNREASONABLE AND BECAUSE IT WAS REASONABLE THEY SHOULD BE 
RESCINDED. 
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27- WANG SAID THAT SAME IS TRUE IN TAIWAN AREA. CAUSE OF 
TENSION IN AREA IS CHIEFLY BECAUSE US HAS USED FORCE iN AREA. 
HE STATED THAT HIS SIDE CONSIDERED SUCH ACTION INCONSISTENT WITH 
UN CHARTER AND THAT IF US WOULD WITHDRAW ALL ITS ARMED FORCES 
1'T WOULD NATURALY CHANGE SITUATION IN AREA. ONLY BY DOING SO... 


WOULD IT CONVINCE PEOPLE OF PRACTICAL SIGNIFICANCE OF AMERICAN 
PROPOSAL ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. 


28. | REPLIED THAT | COULD NOT REFRAIN FROM-POINTING OUT 

THAT WE DID NOT, MAKE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT UNTIL WE WERE FULLY 
PREPARED IMPLEMENT IT. | AGREED TO HIS THESIS THAT MERE STATE- 
MENTS DO NOT SOLVE PROBLEMS. WE DID NOT MAKE THE STATEMENT THAT 
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ALL CHINESE WERE FREE TO DEPART UNTIL THEY WERE IN FACT ABLE TO 
DO SO. THIS LED ME TO MY POINT IN REGARD TO REMAINING IMPRISONED 
AMERICANS. | STATED THAT ONLY ACTION BY HIS GOVERNMENT CAN 
PERMIT THEM TO LEAVE. | HAD HOPED AND EXPECTED THAT THEY 

WOULD BE ABLE TO LEAVE EXPEDITIOUSY. HOWEVER, ALMOST FIVE 

WEEKS HAD PASSED SINCE THE ANNOUNCEMENT. | RECALLED THAT HE HAD 
USED MANY WORDS IN OUR DISCUSSION OF TIME AMERICANS WOULD BE 

ABLE TO LEAVE, INCLUDING "VERY QUICKLY” AND OTHER SUCH 

TERMS. | SAID "EXPEDITIOUSLY" HAD FINALLY BEEN DECIDED UPON, 

AND YET IN FIVE WEEKS NOT ONE OF NINETWEEN HAS BEEN ABLE TO 


LEAVE. | STATED THAT | FAILED TO SEE HOW THIS CAN BE TERMED 
EXPEDITIOUSLY. 


29. WANG REPLIED THAT HE HAD NOTHING MORE TO SAY. 


30. | STATED THAT | HAD A SUGGESTION TO MAKE ON TIMING OF 

THE TALKS. | POINTED OUT THAT WE HAVE BEEN MEETING AT IRREGULAR 
INTERVALS AND THAT BOTH OF US HAD OTHER RESPONSIBILITIES AS WELL. 
| STATED THAT TALKS WERE ENTERING PHASE OF UTMOST GRAVITY AND 
IMPORTANCE AND THAT | AND MY GOVERNMENT WANTED TIME CAREFULLY 

TO CONSIDER COURSE OF TALKS HERE. IN LIGHT OF THIS, |! SUGGESTED 
THAT WE NORMALLY MEET ONCE A WEEK. I! SAID FRIDAY OR ANY OTHER 
DAY WOULD SUIT ME BUT DID NOT EXCLUDE OCCASIONAL MORE 

FREQUENT MEETINGS IF WE CONSIDERED DESIRABLE. 


31. WANG IMMEDIATELY CONCURRED IN MY SUGGESTION, REQUESTING 


THAT MEETINGS TAKE PLACE ON THURSDAYS FOR TIME BEING. WE AGREED 
TO RELEASE CUSTOMARY STATEMENT TO PRESS. 


32. NEXT MEETING THURSDAY, OCTOBER 20, 10 AM. 


GOWEN 
HER 


NOTE: FE Message Center notified 10/15/55 10:40 a.m. EMB( CWO) 
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Dear Alex: 


Your long letter No. 6 of October 6 came on the llth. It was of 
singular interest and gave us some very valuable sidelights on some of 
cup elias edhes © ofA © © 2b Guth Wie, Walter 
Robertson, Herman Phleger and 3il] Sebald have all read your letter 
and commented on ite particular interest ani value. I have discussed 
with Zod O'Connor the problem of coordinating the Departaental direction 
of Whe talks while the Foreign Ministers‘ Conferense is going on. It 

i will be difficult, with the Secretary and Judge Phleger in Geneva, ani 
Robertson, Sebaldy and myself here. Rod is sure that the Secretary 
will want to see you from time te time in deneva, notwithstanding the 


of the United States 
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great pressure of affairs directly related to the Conference. Juwige 
Phleger will also be tied up with the business of the Conference, but 
naturally will wish to keep close to your negotiations. The regular 
work on your instauctions will almost have to be done from here since 
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our Delegation et Geneva will not have the time, the FE personnel or 

the files. (As you probably have heard ithe Secretary has decided not 
to take any FE personnel or to engage in discussions of FE subjects.. 
Molotov may be allowed to bring up some FE subjects if he insists, but 
he will have to do the talking amd our Delegation would only listen.) 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson 


American Ambassador na at Gmeva. 








Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


¢ 





We expect to present a recomwmiation to the Secretary on ‘onday 
for coordination of the direction of the talks while the Conference is 
going on. We are passing on to the Secretary your expegssion of hope 
that he may be able ta in sone wy ne Molotov during the Conference 
quietly to bring some pressure on the PRC to release the detained 
Americans, We don't know yet what if anything my be possible along 
this line. 

You wild have noted the conspicuous absence in our telegram of 
any response to your suggestion that we not rule out the introduction of 





procedurgal questions near the end of the talks. We appreciated that 
this might look like “a pot of gold" whish could help to keep the 
talks going. But there is no inclination here now to take a position 
on $his in our telegrams. The Seerstary was quite specific in his 
talk with Foreign Minister George Yeh on Oct. (a copy of the nemprandun 
of conversation is being pouched te you), and on other occasions.as to 
hBs aversion to the ides of. re - his intention to/tt, and 
his belief that there is nothing appropriate for discussion which 
cannot be handled in your conversations. Of course this does not preclude 
us from keeping the Chinese Communists guessing a little, but on 
principle there/ arguments against seaming to equivocate. 

Incidentally the Secretary was quite frank with George Yeh in 
spelling out to him the extent to which the contimation of the talks 
is in the interest of the GRC. I think it may tend to soften the 


criticiem of the talks which has been coming out of governmental 


quarters in Taipei although I doubt if the tome of the Taiwan Press 
will be changed much. 
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We hawe noted your query as to whether it might be , pemuisseble 
for either side to raise new subjects under Item Two. There «ill be 
some responss to this query by early mxt week either in my aAext 
letter on the 17th or in a telegran. 

Yesterday I gave Joy of the British “mbassy the observations 
contained in your 855 concerning O'Neill's responsibilities. ‘e 
endorsed your suggestions and requested that they be related to 0'lleill 
with « recommendation that he act on them if he and the Sritish Foreign 
Office perceive no objection. The ritish are being quite dilizent 
on the iaplementation problem although they sare somewhat cormerned now 
at apparent leaks to the press (Reuters and AP) which hint at the 
difficulties O'Neill is encountering. I do not know the source of the 
information which the press is obtaining. I doubt if there is much 
of a leak sinse the information is somewhat garbled. tase ne Sete any 
indirestly be someuhat helpful rather than heraful, ainse they will add 
a bit to the piblée . pressure on the PRO to ast. Still we mst 
respect British wishes where the protection of their reporting is 
conserned, so we are taking steps to limit the distribution in the 
Department of O'Neill's reports on his conversations with the PRC 
Foreign Office. There is great interest mong the press in 3'ieill's 
efforts so our P and FE/P people are somewhat on the spot, as is the 
Pritish ‘abassy here. 

We are hoping that some additional pressure will be exerted on 
Peiping through U Mu. The Secretary sent him a good strong message 








in response to U Nu's extraordinary appeal for a higher level 
Conference. We assume of course that U Nu will pass on to 


Chou En—-lai the text of the Secretary's reply. We have endeavored 
to capitalise on this probability. ‘here is a.eeed chance 

that U Nu will associate himself to some e xtent with our 
expression of dissatisfaction over the failure of the PRC 

to implement the Agreed Announcement. 





A copy of this exchange 


of messages will be sent to you. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 











Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





of the United States 





SECRET 
e5e 

iy. Robertson is making a speech at Cavidson Collere, North Carolina 
tomorrow which will have some pretty explicit things to say on the question 
of isplenentation of the Agreed Announcetient, and on the need for she PRC 
renunciation of the use of force. ‘ie think that this speech will fit weil 
into our stratery. Some very specific questions are posed in this speech. 
You will cet a copy. . 

On the renunciation of force item, we may have unewiy misled you 
somewhat in talkdshout a "atucy". Nothing as elaborate as «hat that 
probably signifies to you is underway here, «hat is being worked on by 
Bill Sebald and Judge Phleger is a draft declaration proclaining the 
renunciation of the use of force, except defensively, with speciric 
reference to the Teixen area. The form would be analogous to that of the 
Agreed announcenent of veptember 1Cs: =< two pargllel unilateral statements 
or declarations. The Secretary and xr. Hobertson had some reservations 
about the first draft and a new version is now in the works. It would be 
Guite simple <— only a half a page or so. “e hope a draft of this will be 
ready to send you some tize next week for your comments. “ith the help of 
Doug Forman and Peter Colm you probably will be able to prepare all the 
material you will need for expanding on the subject in the course of 
discussions. Your men certainly have rore time to work on this than any-= 
body in CA. However, it is true that they may he csonewhat handicapsed by 
net having the feel of all the current thinking here. ie hope that iialph 
Clough or someone else who is well qualified can be ¢iven a few hours of 
free tire in which he can work up some argumentation under informed cuidance. 


On the 
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Un the embargo question, you may have sensed that the ».ecretary 
himself drafted nuzbered paraprraph 5 of your instructions dated Octover l2, 
Dectel 370. There seens to be a vood chance t}at we can cet sone nerotiating 
value from drawing the Chinese Communists out as to just what — J 
so-called "“embarco* they sre complaining about. ‘e are troubled by the 
pressure from the uritish and the French, and to a cuch lesser extent the 
Japanese, for relaxing the COCO controls and abolishing the differential 
altorether between CHINCO¥ and COCOM. Kalijarvi and Uarbour ret with 
Robertson on this yesterday. iUK and & are zore pessinistic than F. on 
the possibility of maintaining the higher levei of Chinese controls for 
the present. It is clear that it would be very poor tactics for us to 
throw away our China control cards now without cetting anything in return. 
We believe we can hold the Japanese in line and we are coing to urge the 
vecretary to make a strong approach to Wcisillan and Pinay in the tripartite 
talks preceding Geneva. Probably the secretary is the only one who would 
be able to prevail on the French and ritish to stay in line. If this can 
be done our hand will be ruch strengthened with the Chinese Communists. 
Undoubtedly the trade controls are the one really effective pressure we the 

“Pedcrte CZ 
are able to exert. tie are convinced that those who minimize the Ragnar 
level of China controls are ristaxen. F= is caking its own recormendations 
to the Secretary on the subject. They differ sorewhat from those of 
EUR and £5, 


Ye are 
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’e are zlad that you expressed your views with complete frankness 
on the various draft documents on the question of the unaccounted for 
military personnel. It coes without saying that complete candor both 
here and in Geneva is essential. There is no hypersensitivity here or 
among the Fentagon people who are working on this subject, snd we know 
you do not suffer from this effliction either. We want you, benetiew tnt, 
with couplete candor and we are doing the same. It is natural that 
somewhat more weight should be given to the importance of the record 
here than you would give it in Geneva. “hile there is plenty of room for 
argunentetéen- as to what is the best tack from the standpoint of getting 
@ cooperative response out of the Chinese Communists, I do not think 


the final version telegraphed from here actuallj provocative, Bince it 
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is probably a sad fact that we are not going to cet any satisfaction out 
of the Chinese Communists in any event on a single one of these names, it 


may be just as well to adhere to the stronger text. 
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We were glad to get Ralph Clough back on the 10th. he has already 


A} es be othe 


been of tnemce eet help to me in the regular work of the office as well 
as on Geneva matters. 

I am surprised to learn that Colonel Ekvall's new orders have not 
gone out yet. We had understood from 3111 Godel and from Colonel Hassussen 
that everything was all squared away for him to 'e detailed as Assistant 


Military Attache. je wrote a letter some time ago confirming the continued 





need for his services and requesting an extension of his assirnment,. 
ie 
SEGheT 
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We were assured that this was sll that was needed. I will have Relvoh 
ch: ck epain with the -entaron today. 

Bill Sebald sends his regards and tells you he hopes to find a 
fer minutes some time soon to rrite you a note. 


Regards and continued commendation for steering 4 ood course. 


As ever, 
Lui 


P.Se Please send one carbon copy of your letters in the future, if 


convenient. 
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_arrested" in 1950 and "searched" by US officials on exit from US Sept. 17. 
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, i ow ¥ : pigs 
Chicom propaganda on international issues during past week continued ora Ie 


wl - 


maintain hostile attitude toward US, accusing US of obstruoting- Geneva. pre Ace 





and pursuing policies in Far East contrary +e spirit of Geneva. US said 3 ors a 
to be still relying on force to achieve objectives. NCNA comentary on itl 
Chicom" os 
Dulles Lecion speech October 10 asserts <ehert US request for Snowe , Foguneion gi 
Chicome O1 
tion of force tantamount #e demand thas ‘CHEE renounce sovereignty over ” ie Ol 
* ss =: ¥ 


Taiwan. * aes 


Geneva talks received more attention than previous week. People's Daily” 
"Observer" editorials October 12 and 13 accused US of obstructing talks and~ 


failing take "any steps conforming to Geneva spirit." October 13 editorial _ 


focussed on question US military personnel missing in Korea. Editorial * 


“i ‘ 
* wet.” 


oharged publicity given this subject in US press raises question US willingness 
abide by agreement on press release procedures, and hinted #het if issue is : 
raised by US, Chinese side will have “ample reason" raise issue of 14,000 


POWs "forcibly detained" by US. 


Peiping publicized return from America October 8 of jet propulsion exper’ 


Chien Hsueh-sen and Li Cheng-wu. Alleged Chien and Li had been sadlegaliy, 


Couple feted in Canton October 9." 
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[ Comment x Taiwan during week relatively slight, consisting largely of broad~ | 


easts beamed to Taiwan, concerning US "exploitation" of Taiwanesé. NCNA Oct. 8 
noted Taiwan press reports of build-up in MAAG staff Taiwan and stepped-up US 


training program. Peiping commentary “oe Dulles speech October 10 charged US 


holding Taiwan “by force," while demanding China renounce force. Reiterated 


usuel line that "liberation" af internal affair, while US “use of force” in Taiwan 


area an international issue requiring negotiation. 


Commentaries on Hoover trip noted pace of Japanese rearmament being quickened 
at US instigation and accused US of plans oe send Japanese troops abroad, £2 to 
further US “aggression” in Asia. 

Question of “normalizing” relations between China and Japan apparently 


discussed at some length by Mao and Chou in interviews with Japanese Diet members 





visiting Peiping, October 3. Account of interviews given in Hong Kong and 


of the United States 


Japanese press indicate Chicoms now seeking restoration “normal relations” prior 


‘tr discussion outstanding issues. Chou reported to have offered "normalized" 


relations, without conditions, and to have taken conciliatory line on question eo 


Japanese relations with Taiwan, stating Peiping would not insist on rupture prior 
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to talks. lo reported x to have promised release of Jap “war criminals,” once vd 


state of war ended with Japan. Mao and Chou also reported to have suggested 


inauguration of talks on “normalization” of relations, at ambassadorial level, or 


higher, and Chou reported to have renewed invitation to Hatoyama +e visit Peiping. § 





ee 


NCNA October 15 accused Japanese government of turning deaf ear to Peiping's efforts 


to normalize Sino-#Japanese relations. 


| Daily editorial October 12 hailed withdrawal six Chioom divisions tres ,~ | = 
as “major contribution to promotion peaceful settlement Korea questions" ¢ 
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This letter will be short since not much has transpired since 
I wrote you on the 16h. 

The Secretary has noted that it would seem at scm point ve 
should try to smoke out the Chinese Commnists by asking tien whether 
the matters they have proposed constituted the only matters they have 
at issue with the J. S. ‘the Searetary observes that the purpose of 
the talks was te discuss such matters and he thinks we might askt hat they ~ 
should tring out everything thet is ia their minds. Otherwise the 
talks eannct serve their agreed purpose. 

The foregoing is related to your remarks about whether the 


raising of other subjects by either side is precluded. Ido not 
believe that anyens om cur side thinks that as of now the raising 


Sif 


of subjects other than the four mentioned under Item Two is ruled out. 


The only question is whether a deadlines should be established for the 
introdustion of new subjects. 

Seme of Juige Phleger's people ami also Ralph Clough, are working 
on material for your possible use in connection with the renunciation 
of force item. We are in samething of a dilema in thet any elzboration 
The honorahle 

U. Alexis Johnson, 

American Ambassador now at deneva, 


American Consulate deneraly 
Geneva. 
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of our position on support of the GRC, the Mutual Defense Treaty, the 
Mission of the 7th Fleet, ami the presence of HAAG units in Taiwan 
tends to cet us involved in a discussion involving: the essential 
interests if not the rights of the GC. Yet avoidance of all mention 


of these matters and of our position on the juridical status Taiven 
“ie? em 






pats us in a false position of seeming to have 
and nothing to say in response to Wen;sripostes. It would look as if 
cur position were ectireiy LHETE ES, extenario. It would almost 
seem that we were ashamed to even attempt to defend our position. 
Suuhen we must west out 0 mann of cxcdditcerumtgel far wate svenee 


without getting bogged down in a counter prodistive dispute. “Pun 





I am enclosing a copy of an important speech which Mr. Robertson 
made at Davidson College on Ostober 15. This will be of considerable 
background use to you. You will note that our problems are 
specifically dealt with beginning on the bottom of Page 5, running 
through Page 9. This speech is being given heavy play by the VOA 
throughout the FE although it was not carried as a State Yepartaent 
press release. We expect to put ‘t in the State Depertasnt Bulletin soon. 














. SLRET 
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The Secretary is still taking a firm position against travel of 
American correspondents to Communist China while the 19 are still 
held. He reaffirmed this position to a CBS Executive recently. The 
pressure xa for immediate relaxation is undiminimed. 

The poush is closing. (« are meeting this afternoon on the 
guidance for your Thureday meeting. We hope to get this out tomorrow 
so you will have time to assinilate the telegram and come back at us 
if nevessary before your meeting. You did well to cet the meetings 
established on a weekly schedule without any adverse reaction fra 
Wang. 

Krishna Menon saw the Secretary alone on the 15th. I do not t 


Qa 7 
have any on what transpired yet. I hope we can seni aenethieg 
bu 44 
tenpeatibhthenapate of direst interest within the next few days. 


Good wishes, 


of the United States 


Sincerely, 
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1. You should continue stress exphatically Us dissatisfaction with © 5 > s 
vi" 
= PkC failure implement «greed Announcement elon, lines Deptel o70 numbergd ~o c 
3 ‘ 
ya parevraph 1. situation remains unchanged re-arding nineteen Americens and _- 5 
w o 
= ability Ui. Charre carry out lis agreed functions. Conviction ,; rowing in © = | 
5 og | ; Ole 
w Us thet Americans being held as hostages for politicel purposes. As ws | 
53 =! | 
—_y 
~ 3 evidence hardening of US public opinion you should quote verbatim New York oO = | 
co 
-—- ‘2 
cy Times editorial October 17 which illustrates srowing concern US over Chinese * 3 
® 
= a . : a 
ne failure implement their agreement. (Leptel 910) US Government seriougly — ° 
= i Ur— 
as concerned by PRC's continued evasion its express commitments, which cannot 
a 
ye 
- © fail have unfavorable effect on other aspects these talks. 
rw Ove 
Ow sor ocd 
z (omen 2. At last meeting wang introduced subjects such as status Taiwan 
va 
> s/s and presence US forces in area on which Us and Pic hold different views. 
w) 
U 
< e These not subjects which can be usefully discussed under present conditions. 
v 
r= CA 
C Remind Wang that fundamental and pressing need is for both parties renounce 
Lr. 
Phleger | Use force so as to remove threat of war. \henever Wang attempts divert 
discussign 
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discussion to other topics you should endeavor bring it back to this simple 
basic proposition, 

3. With reference +e Wang's demand that US withdraw its forces from 
Taiwan areay you should point out that this is in effect a demand that US 
change its policy and abandon those whom it has pledged to defend from attack, 
under threat that armed force will be used if Ls does not accede to that 
demand. US does not intend yield to threat of force. Force is not an 
adnuissible means settling differences between us. Us is not deranding that 
PRC alter its views and objectives. We only ask that both sides declare their 
willingness renounce force. Then and only then can differences be freely 
discussed. 

4. Discretion on uneccounted-for military personnel continues in 
accordance with Leptel 670 paragraph 3 end on exbargo accordance paragraph 5 
same telerran. 

5. As opportunity arisesp endeavor smoke out Wang on what other issues 
PiiC may wish discuss under Item 2) so that we nay know of all questions 

se questions raised latter paragraph is te 
Chinese Communists want settled. lay basis for our inability solve embarge 
item unilaterally (your letter Oct. 13). 

6, While Secretary in Cenevay responsibility for issuance your regular 

instructions will remain in vepartment. Telegraph promptly any instructions 


you may receive direct from Secretary in order keep Department fully informed. 


Department will keep secretary informed of all instructions to you. 


— WRADhES . 
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Following draft declaration on renunciation of force has not repeat not | 
received final approval in Lepartuent but is trans: itted for your comments: 
UOTE 


Agreed Announcenent 


©% Peaansey a, 


of the Ambassadors of the United States of jmerica and 
the People's Republic of China 
The Ambassadors of the United States of America and the People's 
Republic of China in the discussion of the prectical matters at issue 
between the two sides have agreed to announce the followin; decleretions: 
Ambassador Wang Pingenan infori.cd anlassador L. alexis Johnson that: 


general, 
In Rockumkeess and with particular reference to the Taiwan area, 


of the United States 


The Feople's Republic of Uhina renounces the use of force, except in 





GSS8l-OlL/S6°1IS 


individuel and collective self defense. 


Ambassador U. Alexis Johnson informed Ambassador ‘ians Pingenan that: 
general, 
Vv In wate and with particular reference to the Taiwan areag the 
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United States renounces the use of force, except in individual and 


collective self defeng 
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FROM JOHNSON 


Name of Officer __ 


1. Re penultimate sentence paragraph 1 PERTEL.914 hes 


2. For following reasons I question desirability 
newspaper editoria! in meeting: 


A. I open door to Wang quoting back to me as expressions US 
public opinion other American newspaper editori#@ls favoring 
higher level meeting, even recognition, admission to UN, et 
cetera. (He can always find something our press quote against 


me while we can be sure we will never find anything CHICOM press 
quote against him.) 








SG6lL-OL/S6°1ILO 


of the United States 
4 





B. While cited editorial is excellent and I have in past and 
Will continue make its principle points, my quoting it in 
meeting constitutes degree of endorsement which may require me 
to defend in detail. For example while phrase "Red China" is 
perfectly proper in context editorial and even public statements 
in US, it is type of phrase which I have thus far avoided in 
meeting and if Wang were to use corresponding Communist phrases 
in characterizing US Government or its officers I would expect 
immediately call him on it. Next, reference in fourth sentence 


editorial to "still larger number supposedly free to leave" 
presumably refers to "47", : ‘ 
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‘ U 
I do not believe we have any evidence or even indication support > 
implication these person most of whom probably workingssfor tw) 
CHICOMs desire to leave or are being prevented from 1 ing. tri 
In fact at last meeting I rejected Wang's efforts con Usepdssue e' 
with this group. While editorial speaks of "top level{f mbeting hg 
between Secretary of State Dulles and Red Chinese Premier 
Chou En-lai" Wang has spoken only of “higher level" me@ting and a 
while implication of Dulles-Chou meeting is clear it Hh& never 

“i been specifjcally identified as such. rr] 

i 





é DA io 
cf ft Y Cc. It REPRODUCTION FROM 
; »2 ) SECRET COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, 
PERMANENT pl’ PROHIBITED 


RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 











Ww 
i 
oO 
= 
» 
co 
= 
wv 
co 
— 
m 
- 
wv 
= 
oO 
LH 
i 
™ 
i 
°o 
a 
» 
co 
U 
= 
f= 
2 
=) 
oO 
= 
oO 
Gq 
wo 
<8) 
= 
qe 
oT ol 
“n 
72] 
© 
Gf 
oO 
wv 
OQ 


of the United States 











SECRET . 


-2- 896, October 19, noon, from Geneva 


C. It seems to me I weaken my position as spokesman in these 
negotiations for a representative government presumably able we 
to speak for and assess public opinion much better than any pate 
newspaper by formally introducing a newspaper editorial to ‘ 
support our position. He will be able throw back at me my 


previous statements early in negotiations on undesirability 


using press as authoritative source. (See llth paragraph 
MYTEL 354). 


3. I can and will in meeting strongly make point of hardening 
of US public opinion because CHICOM failure implement announce- 
ments CHICOMs closely follow US press and well know which 
papers are authoritative and influential, and will well know 
accuracy my statements without my reading editorials to them. 


4, Therefore believe best use this and similar editorials 
in repetition to China by VOA and inclusion in Wireless 
Bulletin which they able closely follow. 
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Letter No. 13 





Dear Walter: 


Your letter of October 14 was here when I returned 
yesterday afternoon. Your letter of October 17 arrived 
today. As always they are tremendously helpful and 
appreciated. 


With the pouch going out tomorrow noon and my 
having a meeting at the same time, there is not much 
that I can write at this time. I have been steadily 
at work all day on my material for tomorrow's meeting 
on the basis of Deptel 914. I very much hope that 
you agree with me on the use of the New York Times 
editorial on which I sent you a message this morning 
as soon as I had read the instructions. Otherwise I 
felt the instructions were excellent and very helpful. 


ST? G @L 4OT 


I am bothered by the absence of any word whatever 
from O'Neill and hope that something will arrive before 
tomorrow morning's meeting so that I do not go out on 
any limbs. 


I thought the Secretary's press conference state- 
ment yesterday was excellent. I am glad that he brought 
out the extent to which we are actually on Item 2 
although it has necessitated my doing a little explaining 
to correspondents here with whom I have thus far been 
less forthcoming in this regard. 


I do not expect anything dramatic in tomorrow's 
meeting and will try to write you more fully on Friday. 


With 
Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 


Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State. 


SECRET Nn 





SSCRET 





o@<« 


With the Foreign Ministers' Conference opening, we 
will be able to take advantage of much more frequent 
pouch service. 


I will probably return again to Prague on Saturday, 
again coming back here on Tuesday with the expectation 
of remaining here steadily during all or most of the 
Foreign Ministers' Conference. 





Sincerely, 






. Alexis Jonnson 
American Ambassador 
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October 19 1986 
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Dear General Erskines 


oIms0¢ = Ft | 


I refer to our previous correspondence regarding unaccounted= 
for United States Military personnel and our exchanges of views 
vy! il yegarding the accounting to be demanded at Geneva by Ambassador 
qi ar’ Johnson from the Chinese Communist representative. 


It appears that the Chinese Commmist representative may 
respond to Ambassador Johnson's request for an accounting by 
making a counterdemand for an accounting for Chinese military. 
personnel, including those who, in accordance with the Arais 
Agreement, chose not to be repatriated, 





Pas I believe that our chances for favorable action on the 
9! release of the iuprisoned civilians, as well es on our demand 
| for this accounting, will be improved if we are able to render 
as full an accounting as possible for any list the Chinese 
Communist representative may submit. I understand an extensive 
accounting for Chinese personnel on lists previously submitted 
by the Communist side through the Military Armistice Commission 
in Korea has already been prepared, but not handed over to the 


Communists because of their refusal to account for our side's 
unaccounted-for personnel, 


_——.) 
’ 


a/so \ cs6l lorreers bBn 1: 


I would appreciate receiving from you any general suzgcestions 
end comments you may have as to how Ambassador Johnson might be 
instructed to respond to a Chinese Coummmist demand for an 
accounting for their personnel from the Korean War. I would 


also 


CA 

cr 

General G, B, Erskine, : ; 2 
wood 





Assistant to the ” Secretary of Defense, 
(Special Operations), 
" Depart ent of Defense, 
HO : Pentagon. <2 
11735 
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also like to know your estimate, based om pest Counmist demands 
through the MAC, of the probable size and brealktom of the list 
which the Chinese Communist representative may suimit, together 


with our position and capabilities with respe fumishing 
desired accounting. % to the 








Sincerely yours, 

= 
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2 
Ss. Walter 8. Robertson 
3 Assistant Secretary 
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a direction tv VLCyy e 
= 1. TWO HOUR TWENTY MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING, SOMEWHAT (O 
oY OVER HOUR OF WHICH DEVOTED TO IMPLEMENTATION. = 
o Ww 
u+- —s 
<s , 2. | MADE PREPARED STATEMENT ALONG LINES PARA OWE DEPTEL oO 
no 914 AND INCLUDING INFO ON O'NEILL'S INABILITY P&RFORM FUN- ' 
=s CTIONS CONTAINED DEPTEL 933. N 
i on 
=o 3. DURING CONSIDERABLE GIVE AND TAKE IN WHICH HE SAID NOTHING ¢p 
=e 4 NEW, | STRONGLY STRESSED TO WANG INCREASING SERIOUSNESS 
~sa PRESENT SITUATION, INCREASINGLY UNFAVORABLE EFFECT IT WOULD 
£ HAVE ON OTHER ASPECTS THESE TALKS, REFERRED TO INCREASINGLY 
z HARD TONE AMERICAN PRESS AND READ PORTION OF LETTER | HAD 
ra RECE!VED FROM MOTHER OF FATHER HOULE. THEME WAS AMERICANS 
o BELIEVE ANNOUNCEMENT MEANT WHAT IT SAID AND AS TIME PASSES 
® WITH NO RESULTS IN THIS OUR FIRST COMMON PUBLIC ACT, HE MUST 
2% EXPECT STRONG REACTION. CONVICTION 19 BEING HELD FOR POL- 
ITICAL PURPOSES STRENGTHENED BY CONTINUED REFERENCE PRC 
PUBLIC STATEMENTS ON "IMPROVEMENT OF RELATIONS" AS FACTOR S 
IN TIMING RELEASE. BELIEVE | WAS SUCCESSFUL IN SOME DEGREE > 
, IMPRESSING ON HIM SERIOUSNESS WITH WHICH WE VIEW SITUATION. ra 
4. =| THEN MADE PREPARED STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE iS 
ALONG LINES PARAS 2 AND? 3 DEPTEL 914 WANG REPLIED WITH > 
SHORT PREPARED STATEMENT TO EFFECT OUR PROPOSAL WAS ABUSEto | 
NON-RECOURSE TO FORCE PRINCIPLE IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS > 
See TO PREVENT THEIR EXERCISE OF SOVEREIGN RIGHTS IN TAIWAN, < 
TAIWAN WAS DOMESTIC PROBLEM, DISCUSSION INADMISSIBLE JN. SS a 
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CONFIDENTIAL 
-2- #910, OCTOBER 20, 1 P.M. FROM GENEVA. 


SCOPE THESE TALKS AND MERE STATEMENT PRINCIPLE CANNOT RESOLVE 
TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA. DEEDS, THAT iS US WITHDRAWAL FROM 
TAIWAN, REQUIRED. REPEATED THEME "CIRCUMSTANCES PERMITTING 
CHINESE GOVERNMENT WILLING TO STRIVE FOR LIBERATION TAIWAN 
BY PEACEFUL MEANS". IN GIVE AND TAKE HE REGULARLY SPOKE 

OF "AMERICAN INVASION AND ARMED OCCUPATION OF TAIWAN". 
REJECTED ANY PARALLEL BETWEEN TAIWAN SITUATION AND OTHER 
DIVIDED COUNTRIES. PRC “WILL NEVER RECOGNIZE STATUS QUO". 


5. | IGNORED CHALLENGE OUR POLICY AND KEPT COMING BACK TO 

THEME FIRST AND FUNDAMENTAL STEP WAS NON-RECOURSE TO FORCE 

DECLARATION TO WHICH HIS REITERATED REPLY WAS WITHDRAWAL US 
FORCES IN IMPLEMENTATION US ACCEPTANCE OF PRINCIPLE NON- 


RECOURSE TO FORCE OR THREAT OF FORCE. 
6 


6. NEXT MEETING THURSDAY OCTOBER 27. 


/ 


j. | AM DEPARTING FOR PRAGUE SATURDAY RETURNING GENEVA 
TUESDAY. 
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= USIS Coverage Team FONMIN Conference, and is departing , Ww 
ox Geneva immediately thereafter for home leave. No information: ~\, d 
S here on arrival his successor tut appears may be at least ne A = 
- weeks. With mass arrival correspondents for FONMIN Conferen q Og 
cy it can be expected will be considerable increase in demands .3 4 
= on information officer for my taiks. Thus important information pj 
se officer with clear responsibility my talks be available not laterO 
a i than October 26. From policy standpoint would not think it Oo 
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1. IN GENERAL | THINK IT IMPORTANT THAT WHATEVER OUR Te) 
POSITION ON TEXT OF DECLARATIONMAY BE WE START WITH ON 
MORE SO AS TO PRESERVE BARGAINING ROOM. WOULD NEVER > 
CONVINCE WANG OUR FIRST POSITION WAS FINAL POSITION AND FIRST O 
1 

A’ 

oO 

6) 
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TEXT SHOULD HAVE SOME NEGOTIATING LATITUDE BUILT INTO IT. 


2. AT SAME TIME DO NOT BELIEVE TEXT THIS DECLARATION CAN BE 

MADE FRAMEWORK FOR NEGOTIATIONS ON SUBJECT TO SAME DEGREE 

AS WAS POSSIBLE WITH AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ON RELEASE CIVILIANS. 
THAT IS, DO NOT RPT NOT BELIEVE !T WOULD BE PRODUCTIVE INTRODUCE 


ANY TEXT UNLESS AND UNTIL NEGOTIATIONS REACHED POINT APPEARED 
SOME AGREEMENT IN PRINCIPLE IN SIGHT. 


3. | PERCEIVE NO OBJECTION TO DRAFT TEXT BUT HAVE DIFFICULTY 
IN VISUALIZING AT THIS STAGE HOW NEGOITAIONS THEREON MIGHT 
DEVELOP. IN EVENT SOME AGREEMENT IN PRINCIPLE 1S REACHED IT 
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1. 22ND MEETING TODAY LASTED TWO HOURS AND TWENTY MINUTES. 
| OPENED WITH PREPARED STATEMENT AS FOLLOWS: 


Ae MR AMBASSADOR, | FIRST WISH TO DISCUSS WITH YOU THIS MORNING 
QUESTION OF IMPLEMENTATION OF ANNOUNCEMENT WITH REGARD TO RETURN 
OF CIVILIANS WHICH WE ISSUED ON SEPTEMBER TENTH. 

THIS SATURDAY SIX WEEKS WILL HAVE PASSED SINCE THAT ANNOUNCEMENT 
WAS ISSUED. IN OUR LAST FEW MEETINGS | HAVE EXPRESSED TO YOU 
INCREASING CONCERN OVER DELAY BY YOUR GOVERNMENT IN IMPLEMENTING 
THAT ANNOUNCEMENT. AT OUR LAST MEETING | STATED THAT IT SHOULD 
BE EVIDENT THAT MY GOVENMENT WAS BOUND TO TAKE INCREASINGLY 
SERIOUS VIEW OF YOUR GOVERNMENT'S FAILURE TO IMPLEMENT ANNOUNCE- 
MENT WITH RESPECT TO 19 AMERICANS IN JAIL IF THIS FAILURE 

SHOULD BE FURTHER PROTRACTED. HOWEVER, | HAVE NOT TAKEN UP 
VALUABLE TIME AT THESE MEETINGS TO DISCUSS THIS MATTER IN 
DETAILS. 
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B. | HAVE DONE THIS IN DEFERENCE TO YOUR WISH THAT WE SHOULD 
PROCEED TO DISCUSSION OF MATTERS UNDER AGENDA ITEM 2 AS RAPIDLY 
AS POSSIBLE. THIS !S MY DESIRE TOO, BUT YOU MUST UNDERSTAND 
THAT IN ORDER FOR DISCUSSION OF THESE COMPLEX SUBJECTS TO 
PROCEED WITH SOME HOFE OF SUCCESS, THERE MUST BE PRESENT -~AN 
ATMOSPHERE OF MUTUAL CONFIDENCE AND ASSURANCE THAT AGREEMEN 
REACHED WILL BE CARRIED OUT. ~ 
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C. THIS ATMOSPHERE OF MUTUAL CONFIDENCE IS RAPIDLY AND SERIOUSLY pe 
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BE|ING JEOPARIDZED BY YOUR GOVERNMENT'S FAILURE TO IMPLEMENT 
AGREED. ANNOUNCEMENT WITH RESPECT TO REMAINING IMPRISONED . 
AMERICANS, AS WELL AS BY CONTINUED INABILITY OF UK CHARGE IN 
PEKING TO CARRY OUT FUNCTIONS ENVISAGED IN ANNOUNCEMENT. 

WHEN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WAS RELEASED, PEOPLE OF UNITED STATES 
AND WORLD PROMPTLY TOOK IT TO MEAN SIMPLY WHAT IT SAID. 

THEY BELIEVED THAT AMERICANS IN YOUR COUNTRY WHO WANTED TO RE 
TURN WOULD BE PERMITTED EXPEDITIOUSLY TO EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT 
TO DO SO, THIS ENCOURAGED AMERICAN PEOPLE AND MY GOVERN- 

MENT AND ME TO BELIEVE THAT WE COULD PROMPTLY GO ON TO FRUITFUL 
DISCUSSION OF OTHER MATTERS AT ISSUE BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES. 
WE HOPED AND EXPECTED THAT IN THIS ATMOSPHERE IT WOULD BE 


POSSIBLE TO MOVE AHEAD ON THESE OTHER IMPORTANT AND DIFFICULT 
MATTERS. 


D. | MUST IN INTEREST OF OUR TALKS FRANKLY TELL YOU THAT 
FAVORABLE ATMOSPHERE CREATED BY ISSUANCE OF THE ANNOUNCEMENT 

IS BEING RAPIDLY DISSIPATED. UP TO NOW NO ACTION WHATEVER 

HAS BEEN TAKEN TO PERMIT RETURN OF REMAINING 19 AMERICANS. 
FURTHERMORE, YOU TOLD ME THAT YOUR GOVERNMENT WOULD PROMPTLY 
CONSIDER SUGGESTIONS WITH REGARD DETAILS OF IMPLEMENTATION SUB- 
MITTED BY BRITISH CHARGE IN PEIKING. ALTHOUGH MORE THAN FIVE 
WEKS HAVE NOW PASSED SINCE | FIRST RAISED THESE QUESTIONS HERE 
WITH YOU AND SEVERAL WEEKS HAVE PASSED SINCE BRITISH CHARGE 
RAISED THESE SAME QUESTIONS WITH YOUR GOVERNMENT, HE STILL 

HAS NOT EVEN RECEIVED REPLY. NOR HAS ANY IMPRISONED AMERICAN 
BEEN PERMITTED BY YOUR GOVERNMENT EVEN TO COMMUNICATE WITH HIM. 
THIS 1S CAUSING SERIOUS DOUBT IN MY GOUNTRY CONCERNING WILLING- 
NESS OF YOUR GOVERNMENT FAITHFULLY AND PROMPTLY TO CARRY OUT 
THIS, OUR FIRST COMMON PUBLIC ACT. FEELING IS GAINING GROUND 
THAT CASES OF THESE AMERICANS ARE NOT BEING ‘HANDLED! IN LIGHT 

OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, BUT RATHER THAT THESE INDIVIDUALS 

ARE BEING HELD AS HOSTAGES FOR POLITICAL PURPOSES. | WOULD NOT 
BE HONEST IF | DID NOT TELL YOU THAT CONTINUATION OF THIS SITUA+ 


TION CANNOT FAIL TO HAVE AN UNFAVORABE EFFECT ON OTHER ASPECTS 
OF THESE TALK’ 
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E. IF THIS 1S TO BE RESULT OF OUR ISSUING AN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 
'T WOULD HAVE, PERHAPS, BEEN BETTER IF iT HAD NEVER BEEN ISSUED. 
HOWEVER, | AM VERY RELUCTANT TO COME TO THIS CONCLUSION. 

| WANT TO BELIEVE THAT YOUR GOVERNMENT WILL TAKE ACTION TO COM- 
PLETE CARRYING OUT OF ITS COMMITMENT AND THEREBY RESTORE AN 


ATMOSPHERE IN WHICH IT WILL BE POSSIBLE TO MAKE FURTHER PRO- 
GRESS IN THESE TALKS. 


F. BEFORE TURNING TO ANY OTHER MATTERS THIS MORNING, |! WOULD 
LIKE TO HEAR WHAT YOU HAVE TO WAY WITH REGARD TO THIS SITUATION. 


2. WANG REPLIED THAT HE REGARDED MY AGAIN RAISING QUESTION 

OF IMPLEMENTATION REGRETTABLE. HE COULD NOT ACCEPT MY STATEMENT 
THAT HIS GOVERNMENT HAD NEGLECTED IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. THERE WERE STILL CHINESE NATIONALS iN US WHO 
DESIRE TO RETURN BUT’ ‘HAVE NOT BEEN ABLE TO DO SO. HIS GOVERN- 
MENT HAD NOT RECEIVED LISTS OF NAMES EVEN OF THOSE INDIVIDUALS 


| HAD INFORMED HIM HAD DEPARTED US. WANG SAID THAT THIS WAS 
NOT SATISFACTORY. 


3. HE CONTINUED BY STATING THAT 66 AMERICAN NATIONALS REMAIN 

IN CHINA, INCLUDING 47 "CIVILIANS". ANY OF THESE "CIVILIANS" 

WHO DESIRE TO RETURN TO US MAY DO SO IN ACCORDANCE WITH AGREEMENT. 
AS TO ANOTHER 19 WHO HAVE "COMMITTED OFFENSES", 

WANG SAID THAT HE HAD PREVIOUSLY INDICATED THAT HIS GOVERNMENT 


IS WLLING TO REVIEW CASE OF EACH OF THESE PEOPLE IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH CHINESE LAW. 


4. WANG SAID THAT "ALLEGED DOUBT" IN US CONCERNING WILLING- 
NESS OF HIS GOVERNMENT TO CARRY OUT AGREEMENT IS NOT JUSTIFIED, 
AND THAT HE OPPOSED STRONGLY "ALLEGED STATEMENT" THAT RE- 


MAINING 19 ARE HELD AS HOSTAGES. HE TERMED THIS "DELIBERATE 
DISTORTION OF FACTS". 
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5. HE SAID THAT EACH SIDE HAD INVITED THIRD COUNTRY AND THAT 
ALL MATTERS CONCERNING IMPLEMENTATION SHOULD BE REFERRED TO THESE 
COUNTRIES. IT IS UNNECESSARY FURTHER TO BRING UP MATTER IN 
= , THESE TALKS. IF MATTER IS FURTHER RAISED IN THESE TALKS, 

: HE CANNOT BUT TAKE IT AS QUESTIONING THEIR GOOD FAITH IN 
IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 





6. WANG STATED THAT HIS SIDE WAS NOT RAISING QUESTION OF 

US |MPLEMENTATION IN SPITE OF ITS DISSATISFACTION ON RETURN 
OF CHINESE NATIONALS IN US. HE STATED HE WOULD NOT RAISE 
QUESTION OF GOOD FAITH OF US tN CARRYING OUT AGREEMENT. 


7-! REPLIED THAT ADVANTAGE OF OUR MEETING WAS INFORMAL ATMOS- 
PHERE WITHOUT PUBLICITY THAT ENABLED US TO TALK FRANKLY WITH 
EACH OTHER. | STATED THAT | HOPED WE WOULD BE ABE TO CONTINNUE 
TO DO SO. | TOLD HIM THAT WHAT | HAD SAID THIS MORNING WAS 
MOTIVATED BY EARNEST DESIRE TO EXPLAIN FRANKLY SITUATION IN 

.) MY COUNTRY IN REGARD TO TALKS. | TOLD HIM THAT IF HE IS 


DISSATISFIED WITH PROGRESS OF RETURNING CHINESE NATIONALS 
FROM US HE SHOULD TELL ME SO FRANKLY. 


of the United States 


3. | STATED THAT TO BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE NO CHINESE NATIONAL 

WHO WANTS TO RETURN iS BEING PREVENTED FROM RETURNING BY ANY 

ACTION BY MY GOVERNMENT. | SAID THAT ANY CHINESE NATIONAL WHO 

FEELS HE '!S BEING HINDERED IS FREE TO COMMUNICATE WITH INDIAN 
EMBASSY, AND THAT WE HAD PREVIOUSLY STATED THAT WE WOULD ACCEPT 
REPRESENTATIONS FROM INDAN EMBASSY ON BEHALF OF ANY SUCH NATIONALS. 
| SAID THAT | KNEW OF NO CASE THUS FAR IN WHICH SUCH REPRESENTATIONS 


HAD BEEN RECEIVED AND THAT WE WOULD ACT PROMPTLY SHOULD ANY SUCH 
CASE ARISE. 
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9. | SAID THAT CASE OF 19 AMERICANS IS ENTIRELY DIFFERENT. 

| SAID THAT ONLY ACT!'ON BY WANG'S GOVERNMENT CAN PERMIT THEM 
TO LEAVE. WHATEVER HE MAY FEEL CONCERNING JUSTICE OR INJUSTICE 
OF MY STATEMENTS REGARDING PUBLIC OPINION IN US, IT IS FACT 
THAT HAS TO BE CONSIDERED. | AM SURE HIS GOVERNMENT FOLLOWS 


US PRESS AND KNOWS STATEMENTS | MADE ARE NOT BASED ON FIGMENT 
MY IMAGINATION. 
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10. | SAID THAT PRESS RELEASES BY OFFICIAL AGENCIES OF HIS GOVERN- 
MENT HAVE DONE MUCH TO FEED FEELING THAT THESE AMERICANS BEING 
HELD AS HOSTAGES. THESE PRESS RELEASES AND STATEMENTS CONTINUED 

TO SPEAK OF IMPROVEMENT IN RELATONS AS FACTOR IN RELEASE OF 

THESE AMERICANS. 


11. | SAID THAT AMERICAN PRESS AND PUBLIC ARE PUTTING SAME 
INTERPRETATION ON THESE STATEMENTS THAT | HAD TOLD HIM IN EARLIER 
MEETINGS | COULD NOT BUT PLACE ON SIMILAR STATEMENTS HE HAD 

MADE. | SAID THAT | AM VERY DISTURBED ABOUT THIS SITUATION. 


12. ! TOLD HIM THAT | EARNESTLY HOPED THIS SITUATION CAN BE 
CORRECTED AND THAT ATMOSPHERE CREATED BY AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
CAN BE RESTORED. | SAID | GREATLY FEARED CONSEQUENCES OF 
CONTINUATION OF PRESENT SITUATION, AND THAT | WAS SAYING THIS 
NOT TO BE PROVOCATIVE OR TO MAKE THREATS, BUT SIMPLY IN ORDER 
TO SHARE FRANKLY WITH HIM TREND OF OPINION IN MY COUNTRY WITH 
'TS INEVITABLE CONSEQUENCES ON THE TALKS. 


13. WANG REPLIED THAT HE SHARED MY VIEW THAT WE SHOULD SPEAK 
FRANKLY IN THESE TALKS. HOWEVER, FRANK EXCHANGES SHOULD FACILITATE 
RATHER THAN HINDER PROGRESS OF TALKS. INSOFAR AS PUBLIC OPINION 

|S CONCERNED, THERE IS ALSO PUBLIC OPINION IN HIS COUNTRY. 

IN HIS COUNTRY "PUBLIC OPINION IS TRULY REPRESENTATIVE OF 


OPINION OF CHINESE PEOPLE", AND THIS FACT COULD NOT BE DISTORTED 
IN ANY WAY. 


14. HE SAID THAT OUR POSITIONS IN THESE DISCUSSIONS MUST BE 
BASED ON GENUINE FACTS. IF OUR DELIBERATIONS WERE BASED ON 
INACCURATE SPECULATIONS, WE COULD NOT POSSIBLY COME TO CORRECT 
CONCLUSIONS. IN SAME MANNER HE HOPED THAT THERE WOULD BE 


CONCILIATORY ATTITUDE IN PUBLIC OPINION. THIS REQUIRED EFFORTS 
ON BOTH SIDES. 


15. | REPLIED THAT | AGREED THAT DISCUSSION SHOULD BE BASED ON 
FACTS, AND THAT | WAS TRYING TO EXPLAIN FACT REGARDING SITUATION 
IN MY COUNTRY. | SAID | HOPED HE AND HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD 


EARNESTLY CONSIDER WHAT | HAD SAID BECAUSE IT WAS SAID TO FACILI- 
TATE TALKS. 
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16. | SAID | WISHED TO STRESS THAT FACT THAT PEOPLE IN MY 
COUNTRY EXPECTED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 70 LEAD TO EXPEDITIOUS 
RETURN OF DETAINED AMEICANS AND THAT ADVERSE REACTION OF 
DISAPPOINTMENT WAS INCREASING WITH TIME. | SAID THAT AS PERSONAL 
TOUCH | HAD LETTER FROM LADY IN MY OWN HOME TOWN, MRS HOULE, 
MOTHER OF FATHER HOULE. | READ EXCERPTS FROM LETTER, EXPRESSING 





MRS. HOULE'S EXPECTATION AT TIME OF ANNOUNCEMENT HER SON WOULD 
> PROMPTLY RETURN AND INCREASING (#4) 
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16. | SAID | WISHED TO STRESS THE FACT THAT PEOPLE IN MY 1 
COUNTRY EXPECTED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO LEAD TO EXPEDITIOUS — 
RETURN OF DETAINED AMERICANS AND THAT ADVERSE REACTION OF & 


DISAPPOINTMENT WAS INCREASING WITH TIME. | SAID THAT AS 
PERSONAL TOUCH | HAD LETTER FROM LADY !N MY OWN HOME TOWN, 
MRS. HOULE, MOTHER OF FATHER HOULE. | READ EXCERPTS FROM 
FROM LETTER, EXPRESSING MRS- HOULE'S EXPECTATION AT TIME OF 


ANNOUNCEMENT HER SON WOULD PROMPTLY RETURN AND !INCREASING 
DISAPPOINTMENT AT NO WORD ON HIS RETURN. 


1 7- | CONCLUDED THAT |!T WAS HARD FOR ME TO ANSWER LETTERS 


LIKE THAT, BUT THAT | WOULD NOT PURSUE SUBJECT FURTHER THIS 
MORNING. 


18, WANG REPLIED THAT THERE ARE PEOPLE WHO EXPRESS SAME FEEL- 
INGS IN LETTERS TO HIM AND THAT THERE HAVE BEEN VARIOUS VIEWS 
CONCERNING THE ADVANCE RELEASE OF AMERICANS WHO HAVE 
COMMITTED OFFENSES. HE SAID THAT QUESTIONS HAVE BEEN RAISED 
WHY SUCH PEOPLE WHO HAVE BEEN UNFRIENDLY TO CHINA AND CARRIED 
OUT ACTS AGAINST |T SHOULD BE RELEASED EARLY. HE SAID HE 

DID NOT PROPOSE TO DEAL FURTHER WITH THIS POINT. 
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19. | NEXT PRESENTED PREPARED STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION OF 
FORCE AS FOLLOWS: 


A. MR. AMBASSADOR | HAVE VERY CAREFULLY STUDIED REMARKS WHICH 
, YOU MADE AT OUR LAST MEETING CONCERNING PROPOSAL OF MY GOVERN- 
‘ MENT THAT EACH OF US SHOULD RENOUNCE USE OF FORCE TO ACHIEVE 
OUR POLICIES WHEN THEY CONFLICT AND SPECIFICALLY THAT BOTH 

4 SIDES DECLARE THAT THEY WOULD NOT RESORT TO USE OF FORCE IN 

. TAIWAN AREA EXCEPT DEFENSIVELY. 


of the United States 


B. DURING YOUR DISCUSSION AT OUR LAST MEETING YOU INTRODUCED 
SEVERAL SUBJECTS, IN PARTICULAR THAT OF STATUS OF TAIWAN AND 
PRESENCE OF UNITED STATES FORCES IN THAT AREA. THESE ARE SUBJECTS 
UPON WHCH OUR RESPECTIVE GOVERNMENTS HOLD DIFFERENT VIEWS. 

| HAVE CAREFULLY AVOIDED ATTEMPTINGTO FORCE ON YOU VIEWS OF 

MY GOVERNMENT WITH REGARD TO THESE COMPLEX MATTERS. ALTHOUGH 
MY GOVERNMENT IS ENTIRELY CONVINCED OF RIGHTNESS AND JUSTNESS 
OF ITS POSITION WITH REGARD TO THESE MATTERS, IT !S NOT NOW 
ASKING YOUR GOVERNMENT TO ACCEPT OUR VIEWS. MY GOVERNMENT FULL 
WELL RECOGNIZES THAT ITS VIEWS ARE DIFFERENT FROM THOSE OF 

YOU GOVERNMENT AND THAT EACH OF OUR GOVERNMENTS HAS POLICIES 
WHICH ARE IN CERTAIN RESPECTS INCOMPATIBLE WITH EACH OTHER. 
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©. ON OTHER HAND | HAVE NOTED YOUR DEMAND THAT MY GOVERNMENT 
SHOULD WITHDRAW ITS FORCES FROM TAIWAN AREA. IN EFFECT YOU 
we ARE DEMANDING THAT UNITED STATES SHOULD CHANGE ITS POLICY AND 
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THAT MY GOVERNMENT SHOULD ABANDON THOSE WHOM IT HAS SOLEMNLY ,- 


1 


PLEDGED TO DEFEND FROM ATTACK. YOU STATE THAT YOUR GVOERNMENT r= 


WILL, IF CIRCUMSTANCES PERMIT, SEEK WHAT YOU TERM THE LIBERATION *_, 


OF TAIWAN BY PEACEFUL MEANS. | CANNOT SUT READ INTO YOUR STATEMENT 


THE CLEAR IMPLICATON THAT IF YOU ARE NOT ABLE BY PEACEFUL = 


MEANS TO ACHIEVE YOUR NATIONAL OBJECTIVES WITH RESPECT TO : 
TAIWAN AREA, YOU WILL RESORT TO FORCE. WHAT YOU SEEM IN EFFECT * 
TO BE SAYING IS THAT YOU WILL USE PEACEFUL MEANS AS LONG ; 
AS YOUR NATIONAL OBJECTIVES CAN THEREBY BE ACHIEVED BUT THAT 
IF THEY CANNOT BE ACHIEVED’ BY SUCH MEANS, YOU THREATEN TO USE 
FORCE. THEREFORE, !T SEEMS TO ME THAT WHAT YOU IN EFFECT HAVE 
SAID IS THAT IF UNITED STATES DOES NOT ACCEDE TO YOUR 
GOVERNMENT'S DEMAND THAT MY GOVERNMENT CHANGE ITS POLICIES, 
YOUR GOVERNMENT THREATENS USE OF ARMED FORCE. 


D. JUST SO THAT WE MAY BE ENTIRELY CLEAR, | WANT TO SAY 
VERY FRANKLY AND VERY BLUNTLY THAT UNITED STATES DOES NOT INTEND 
TO YIELD TO THREAT OF FORCE. 


E. MY GOVERNMENT DOES NOT CONSIDER THAT FORCE IS ADMISSIBLE 

MEANS OF SETTLING DIFFERNECES BETWEEN US. MY GOVERNMENT IS NOT 
DEMANDING THAT YOUR GOVERNMENT ALTER ITS VIEWS OR ITS OBJECTIVES. 
PROPOSAL WHICH | HAVE MADE IS ONLY THAT BOTH SIDES DECLARE THEIR 
WILLINGNESS TO RENOUCE FORCE TO IMPLEMENT THESE POLICIES. 

THEN AND ONLY THEN CAN THESE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN US BE FREELY 

AND HOPEFULLY DISCUSSED. THEY CANNOT BE USEFULLY DISCUSSED 

UNDER PRESENT CONDITIONS IN WHICH ONE PARTY 1S THREATENING 

USE OF FORCE IF ITS VIEWS DO NOT FULLY PREVAIL. 


Fe | HAVE SOUGHT TO DETERMINE ASPECTS OF THIS PRINCIPLE ON 
WHICH WE AGREE AND HOPE THAT WHATEVER COMMON GROUND WE DO 

HAVE MAY BE EXTENDED AND PROVIDE A SUFFICIENT BASE FOR MAKING 
DECLARATIONS WHICH | HAVE SUGGESTED. SOLEMN DUTY WHICH BOTH 

OF US HAVE TOWARD OUR RESPECIVE GOVERNMENTS AND PEOPLES 

1S TO ATTEMPT TO WIDEN AREA OF WHATEVER AGREEMENT EXISTS 
BETWEEN US AND TO NARROW AND EVENTUALLY ELIMINATE AREAS OF 
DISAGREEMENT. YOU HAVE STATED THAT YOUR GOVERNMENT IS 

IN AGREEMENT WITH MY GOVERNMENT REGARDING PRINCIPLES OF UNITED 
NATIONS CHARTER WITH RESPECT TO USE OF FORCE. HOWEVER, IF 
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| UNDERSTAND YOUR REMARKS CORRECTLY, YOUR GOVERNMENT !S NOT 
WILLING TO APPLY THOSE PRINCIPLES TO SITUATION IN TAIWAN AREA. 
AS | POINTED OUT IN MY STATEMENT AT OUR 20TH MEETING, THERE 
ARE MANY COUNTRIES IN WORLD TODAY WHCH ARE ABNORMALLY DIVIDED. 
IN EACH OF THESE CASES RESORT TO FORCE BY ONE SIDE OR OTHER 
CANNOT BUT RESULT IN WAR. A DETERMINATION THAT SUCH SITUATIONS 
SHOULD NOT BE PERMITTED TO BRING ABOUT WAR HAS BEEN VOICED 

BY RESPONS!|BLE GOVERNMENTS. IN SUCH AN ATMOSPHERE THERE CAN 

BE HOPE THAT EQUITABLE, JUST AND PEACEFUL SOLUTIONS CAN, 

WITH PATIENCE, BE FOUND. SUCH SOLUTIONS ARE IMPOSSIBLE IN 
ATMOSPHERE OF OVERWHELMING THREAT OF ONE SIDE TO RESORT TO 
FORCE IF ITS VIEWS DO NOT PREVAIL. ONLY WHEN THREAT OF FORCE 


IS REMOVED CAN THERE BE HOPE OF COMING TO CONSTRUCTIVE 
CONCLUSIONS. . 


Ge | 


FAIL TO SEE WHY OR UPON WHAT MORAL OR LEGAL BASIS 

YOUR GOVERNMENT CONSIDERS THAT SITUATION IN TAIWAN AREA 
DIFFERS FROM THESE OTHER SITUATIONS. | FAIL TO SEE WHY YOUR 
GOVERNMENT CONSIDERS THAT IT SHOULD BE ENTITLED TO DISREGARD 
ACCEPTED STANDARDS OF INTERNATIONAL CONDUCT WITH REGARD 

TO THIS PARTICULAR SITUATION. 


He | AGAIN MOST EARNESTLY EXPRESS HOPE THAT YOUR GOVERNMENT 
WILL BE ABLE TO AGREE WITH MINE UPON THIS SIMPLE BUT FUNDAMENTAL 
PRINCIPLE SO THAT OTHER MATTERS CAN BE DISCUSSED WITH A BETTER 
HOPE OF REACHING CONSTRUCTIVE CONCLUSIONS. 


20. WANG REPLIED WITH PREPARED STATEMENT. HE SAID THAT HE HAD 
PREVIOUSLY POINTED OUT THAT PRINCIPLE OF NON-RECOURSE TO FORCE 
MUST NOT BE ABUSED WITH RESPECT TO CHINA'S EXERCISE OF ITS 
SOVEREIGN RIGHTS TO ITS OWN TERRITORY OF TAIWAN. HE SAID THAT 
CHINESE GOVERNMENT HAS ALREADY STATED THAT "CIRCUMSTANCES 
PERMITTING IT WILL STRIVE TO LIBERATE TAIWAN BY PEACEFUL MEANS". 


HOWEVER, THIS CHINESE DOMESTIC AFFAIR IS NOT WITHIN SCOPE OF 
OUR PRESENT TALKS. 


21. HE SAID THAT SECOND AGENDA ITEM COVERED ONLY PRACTICAL 
MATTERS AT ISSUE BETWEEN CHINA AND US AND THAT | HAD REPEATEDLY 
IND‘ CATED THAT DISCUSSION COULD INVOLVE ONLY CHINA AND US. 
HENCE HE CONSIDERED DOMESTIC AFFAIRS OF CHINA OR US COULD NOT 
BE MADE SUBJECTS OF TALKS. 
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22. HE STATED THAT AS HE HAD PREVIOUSLY POINTED OUT, CHINA 

HAS ALWAYS ADVOCATED PEACEFUL SOLUTIONS OF INTERNATIONAL 
DISPUTES RATHER THAN RECOURSE TO FORCE AND THAT CHINA IS 
OPPOSED THREAT OR USE OF FORCE TO UNDERMINE SOVEREIGNTY AND 
TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY OF ANY STATE. HE SAID THAT |! HAD STATED 
THAT US AS MEMBER OF UN AGREED TO REFRAIN FROM THREAT OR USE 

OF FORCE IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS. HE STATED THAT US BY USING 
FORCE AGAINST CHINA'S TAIWAN HAS ALREADY BROKEN PRINCIPLE OF 
NON-EMPLOYMENT OF FORCE IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS. 


23. AT APPROXIMATELY THIS POINT WANG ABANDONED HIS MANU- 

SCRIPT AND CONTINUED EXTEMPORANEOUSLY. HE SAID THAT MERE STATEMENT 
OF PRINCIPLE CANNOT RESOLVE TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA. PRACTICAL 
QUESTION 1S HOW US IS GOING TO IMPLEMENT PRINCIPLE BY ACTUAL 
DEEDS. 


24. HE COULD NOT ACCEPT THE WAY | HAD RAISED QUESTION OF STATUS 
OF TAIWAN. TAIWAN IS CHINESE TERRITORY AND THIS CANNOT BE 
DISPUTED. THAT QUESTION HAS BEEN SETTLED LONG AGO. TAIWAN 

1S AS MUCH CHINESE TERRITORY AS NEW YORK IS AMERICAN TERRITORY 
AND CANNOT BE SEPARATED FROM CHINA. 


25~- HE SAID THAT | HAD ON-ONE HAND PROPOSED TO MAKE ANNOUNCEMENT 
REGARDING RENUNCIATION OF USE OF FORCE. ON OTHER HAND, 

| HAD OPENLY MADE A STATEMENT THIS MORNING CONCERNING JUSTICE 

OF USE OF FORCE BY US IN TAIWAN AREA. IF SUCH AMERICAN USE 

OF FORCE IS JUSTIFIABLE ONE 1S BOUND TO QUESTION SIGNIFICANCE 

OF CAIRO DELLARATION, OF POTSDAM AGREEMENT ON WHICH SIGNATURE 

OF US PRESIDENT IS AFFIXED, OF PUBLIC STATEMENTS BY AMERICAN 
PRESIDENTS, AND OF UN CHARTER STIPULATIONS. IF AMERICAN USE 

OF FORCE AGAINST TAIWAN IS JUSTIFIED, WHAT WAS MEANING OF 
RESISTANCE AGAINST JAPANESE AGGRESSION. IF AMERICAN USE OF 

FORCE AGAINST TAIWAN IS TERMED JUSTIFIED WE ARE BOUND TO SAY 

1T 1S MAKING FARCE OF NORMALLY ACCEPTED STANDARDS OF INTERNATIONAL 
LAW. 


26. WANG STATED THAT HE ALSO WISHED TO SAY FRANKLY THAT US 
ARMED OCCUPATION OF TAIWAN IS NOT MERELY THREAT TO SECURITY OF 
CHINA BUT ALSO THREAT TO SECURITY AND PEACE IN FAR EAST. 
CHINESE PEOPLE CONSISTENTLY ADVOCATED PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT 
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OF INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES AND OPPOSED SETTLEMENT BY FORCE, 


BUT THEY WILL NEVER YIELD TO THREAT OF FORCE AND WILL NEVER 
RECOGNIZE STATUS QUO. 


27- HE SAID THAT EXAMPLES OF DIVIDED NA!IONS THA! | HAD CITED 
CAN NEVER EXPLAIN OR JUSTIFY AMERICAN ARMED OCCUPATION OF TAIWAN. 


25. HE SAID THAT CHIEF CAUSE OF TENSION LIES IN FACT THAT US 

USED FORCE IN THE AREA. SUCH USE OF FORCE GREATLY THREATENS 

CHINA AND OTHER CONTRIES IN THAT AREA. THAT WAS WHY IT WAS NECESSARY 
TO CARRY ON TALKS HERE. PURPOSE OF TALKS IS TO IMPROVE RELATIONS 
BETWEEN CHINA AND US AND TO EASE TENSE SITUATION IN FAR EAST. 

HE SAID THAT IF AS PROPOSED BY CHINA US APPLIES PRINCIPLE OF 
NON-RECOURSE TO FORC AND WITHDRAWS ITS ARMED FORCES FROM 

TAIWAN AREA, THEN |T WOULD NOT ONLY IMPROVE RELATIONS BETWEEN 


OUR TWO COUNTRIES, BUT AT SAME TIME GREATLY REDUCE TENSION 
IN THAT PART OF WORLD. 


29. HE CONCLUDED BY STATING THAT THE QUESTION IN WHAT MANNER 
CHINA WILL LIBERATE TAIWAN IS SOLELY A DOMESTIC AFFAIR AND 
NOT FOR DISCUSSION HERE AND THAT CHINESE PEOPLE RESOLUTELY 
OPPOSE ANY STATE THAT TRIES TO INTERFERE IN THEIR DOMESTIC 


AFFAIRS. HE RESERVED COMMENTS ON REMAINING PARTS OF MY STATEMENT 
FOR THE NEXT MEETING. 


30. | REPLIED THAT IF ONE GOVERNMENT WERE ENTIRELY TO CONCEDE 
TO THE VIEWS OF ANOTHER GOVERNMENT, MANY SITUATIONS WOULD BE 
RESOLVED, BUT ONLY IN A ONE-SIDED MANNER. WHAT GOVERNMENTS 
CAN DO |S TO SAY THAT DIFFERENCES MUST NOT LEAD THEM TO WAR 
AND THAT THEY WILL DISCUSS PROBLEMS IN PEACEFUL ATMOSPHERE 
FREE FRO’ THREAT OF FORCE FROM EITHER SIDE. | SAID 

THAT | WAS PROPOSING NO MORE AT THE MOMENT. | WAS NOT ASKING 
HIM TO CONCEDE TO OUR POINT OF VIEW, BUT SIMPLY ASKING THAT 
WE AGREE WE WILL NOT FIGHT OVER OUR POINTS OF VIEW. THEN WE 


WOULD BE ABLE TO DISCUSS OTHER MATTERS WITH A BETTER HOPE OF 
FINDING SOLUTIONS. 


31. WANG REPLIED THAT OF COURSE WE WERE TRYING TO FIND BETTER 
SOLUTIONS IN OUR TALKS AND THAT IT WAS CERTAINLY CORRECT WHEN 
f SAID THAT DIFFERENT POINTS OF VIEW SHOULD NOT LEAD TO WAR. 


HE 
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HE SAID THAT AS HE HAS STATED ON MANY OCCASIONS AND AS PREMIER 
CHOU EN-LA! HAS ALSO STATED, CHINESE PEOPLE ARE FRIENDLY TO 

THE AMERICAN PEOPLE AWD DO NOT WISH TO =IGHT AMERICANS. 
HOWEVER THE PRESENT SITUATION CAN BE Diescr!IBED AS DAGGER THRUST 
INTO THE BODY OF CHINA. THOSE WHO SUFFER ARE CHINESE PEOPLE. 


32. WANG SAID THAT |! HAD STATED THAT NO GOVERNMENT CAN RESOLVE 

A DISPUTE WITH ANOTHER GOVERNMENT ENTIRELY IN ACCORD WITH ITS 
OWN VIEWS. HE SAID HE RECOGNIZED THAT EACH PARTY TO A DISPUTE 
HAS |1TS OWN REASONS, BUT ONE CANNOT SAY ALL REASONS ARE CORRECT. 
THAT 1S WHY IT IS NECESSARY TO HAVE INTERNATIONAL LAW 

AND STANDARDS OF CONDUCT SUCH AS UN CHARTER. THAT MEANS EACH 
STATE MUST RESPECT TERRITORIAL INTEGRRITY AND SOVEREIGNTY OF 
OTHER GOVERNMENTS. IF ANY GOVERNMENT COULD INTERFERE IN 

INTERNAL AFFAIRS OF OTHER STATES IN DISREGARD OF INTERNATIONAL 
LAW, OUTLOOK OF WORLD WOULD INDEED NOT BE OPTIMISTIC. 


33. | REPLIED THAT IF HIS GOVERNMENT WAS DETERMINED THAT THE. 
SITUATION SHOULD NOT LEAD TO WAR AND IF, AS | HAD TOLD HIM, 
MY GOVERNMENT 1S SO DETERMINED, WHY SHOULD IT NOT BE POSSIBLE 
FOR US SIMPLY TO SAY SO. 


-_ 


of the United States 


34. WANG REPLIED THAT IF DECLARATION OF RENUNCIATION OF 

USE OF FORCE IS TO BE MADE THEN WHY CANNOT US SPECIFICALLY 
WITHDRAW ITS ARMED FORCES FROM THIS AREA. HE CITED A CHINESE 
PROVERB: ONLY A PERSON'S DEEDS CAN VERIFY A PERSON'S WORDS. 
ONLY DEEDS GIVE EFFECT TO WORDS. 
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35. | REPLIED THAT WANG WAS ASKING THE US TO ABANDON SOLEMNLY 
PLEDGED WORDS AND AGREEMENTS WITH OTHERS AND TO CHANGE ITS POLICIES 
IN AREA. | SAID | WAS NOT EXCLUDING DISCUSSION OF OTHER SUBJECTS 
BUT | WAS SIMPLY SAYING THAT WE CANNOT DISCUSS SUCH SUBJECTS 

UNLESS WE HAVE SAID WE WILL NOT LET DIFFERENCES LEAD US TO WAR. 

THAT 1S FUNDAMENTAL TO ANY FRUITFUL DISCUSSION OF DIFFERENCES. 

I1F HIS GOVERNMENT SHARED MY GOVERNMENT'S DETERMINATION THAT 
DIFFERENCES SHOULD NOT LEAD TO WAR, J SAW NQ REASON WHY 

WE SHOULD NOT SAY SO. ONCE WE HAD DONE THIS, WE COULD HAVE 

BETTER HOPE IN DISCUSSING OTHER MATTERS. 





36. WANG 
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36. WANG REPLIED THAT US |S MEMBER OF UN, AND THAT HE WAS ASKING 
US TO ABIDE BY SOLEMN PLEDGE IT HAS MADE IN UN CHARTER AND 

OTHER INTERNATIONAL DCCUMENTS TO WHICH iT !S SIGNATORY. 

HE SAID THAT IF THAT SPIRIT CAN BE SFEVIF» CA'LY !MPLEMENTED 

WITH DEEDS, WE CAN EXPECT PROGRESS IN THE WORLD. 


37- | ADDED THAT THERE WERE TWO INDISPUTABLE FACTS: ONE, 

THERE IS A DISPUTE BETWEEN US; AND, TWO, THE SPIRIT OF THE UN 
CHARTER IS THAT DISPUTES SHALL NOT BE SETTLED BY RECOURSE TO 
FORCE. | SAID THAT REGARDING OUR SPECIFIC DISPUTE, WE WERE 
WILLING TO STATE WE WOULD NOT RESORT TO FORCE. IF HIS GOVERNMENT 
WOULD SAY THE SAME THING, THEN WE COULD START TALKING ABOUT 


THE DISPUTE IN AN ATMOSPHERE FREE FROM THREAT OF FORCE BY EITHER 
S!IDE. 


38. WANG REPLIED THAT IF THE US WOULD WITHDRAW ITS ARMED FORCES 
FROM TAIWAN, 1T WOULD CERTAINLY CREATE PEACEFUL ATMOSPHERE. 

HE SAID THAT HE HOPED | WOULD VERY CAREFULLY STUDY HIS PROPSAL 
AND PUT FORWARD CONSTRUCTIVE VIEWS. 


39. | SAID | HAD NOTHING TO ADD AT THIS TIME. THE MEETING 
CONCLUDED WITH CONFIRMATION OUR PREVIOUS AGREEMENT THAT THE 
NEXT MEETING WOULD BE THURSDAY, OCTOBER 27, AND THAT THE 
USUAL STATEMENT WOULD BE MADE TO THE PRESS. 
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FROM JOHNSON -etion to DC/R 


1. AT YESTERDAY'S AS WELL AS PRECEDING MEETING WANG WAS 
RELAXED AND MADE NO EFFORT FORCE PACE OF MEETING OR PRESS 
DISCUSSION HIS SUBJECTS. YESTERDAY WORDS "HIGHER LEVEL MEETING" 
OR "TRADE €MBARGO" WERE NOT MENTIONED EVEN OBLIQUELY. HIS 
ENTIRE ATTITUDE LAST TWO MEETINGS AS WELL AS READINESS WITH 
WHICH HE AGREED MY PROPOSAL FOR WEEKLY MEETINGS GIVE GENERAL 
IMPRESSION OF WILLINGNESS, AT LEAST FOR TIME BEING, PERMIT 
TALKS CONTINUE AT LEISURELY PACE WITHOUT MAKING EFFORT BRING 
ANY ISSUES TO HEAD. THIS REPRESENTS SHARP CONTRAST TO 

HIS ATTITUDE AT BEGINNING DISCUSSION ITEM TWO. 
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@. |T MAY BE THEY HAVE NOW REACHED CONCLUSION IT IS IN THEIR 
INTEREST KEEP TALKS GOING MORE OR LESS INDEFINITELY EVEN 
THOUGH THEY OBTAIN NO CONCRETE RESULTS. ON OTHER HAND THEIR 
PRESENT TACTICS MIGHT BE RELATED TO FONMIN MEETING AND MAY 
UNDERGO CHANGE FOLLOWING THAT MEETING. 
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34 POSSIBILITY THAT SHOULD BE CONSIDERED IS THAT, IF THEIR 
* PRESENT DESIRE IS TO KEEP TALKS GOING FOR THEIR OWN SAKE 


EVEN THOUGH NO CONCRETE RESULTS OBTAINED, THEY MAY ESTIMATE is 
OUR ONLY INTEREST IN TALKS IS TO OBTAIN RELEASE OF ANS G 
AND WHEN THAT 1S ACCOMPLISHED WE WILL CUT THEM OFF. *TH Mg 
MAY THUS BE ESTIMATING THAT IT 1S NECESSARY FOR THEM.CQRTINUE Ex 


HOLD SOME AMERICANS TO ACCOMPLISH EVEN LIMITED OBJEGHIVE OF 
CONTINUATION TALKS. NOT SURE HOW WE CAN MEET THIS ns neo 
ROM THIS 





~ ft WILL BF. ALERT FOR ANY OPPORTUNITY TO CONFIRM THIS THEORY 
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AND DO WHAT | CAN TO REFUTE. te 


4. WANG WILL PROBABLY MAKE OPENING STATEMENT NEXT MEETING 
REPLYING MY STATEMENT YESTERDAY'S MEETING ON RENUNCIATION 


FORCE. QUESTION IS WHAT | CAN USEFULLY SAY IN REPLY OTHER e 
‘ THAN REITERATING POINTS ALREADY MADE. 
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v US acoused of continuing to -rely on ‘force to achieve "aggressive" goalies 
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Q Taiwan issue, NCNA October 17 stated US still creating tension Taiwan aree,: | 
hence continued need for “vigilance’; stressed need to "prepare for liberation of 


Taiwan," while Geneva talks continue. People's Daily editorial October 19 stated | 





"Chinese people willing to strive to liberate Taiwan by peaceful means," Cited 


>. J 


Tibet as example of "peaceful liberation." Contrasted US "use of force" in Taiwan 
area, with Chinese peaceful intentions. Concluded that "If Dulles principle of . “teg ¢ 

ey 
renouncing force is to have practical significance, US should discard use of 


forces..and materially contribute to easing of tension in Taiwan area," 


Considerable attention in Peiping press during past week to need for early 





"normalization" relations with Japan. Address by Liu Shao-ch'i to group Diet 
members October 16 followed general line established by Chou-Mao interviews ah # 
October 3 == i.e., achieve “normalization” first, then settle specific issues. 

Liv called for early holding of "diplomatic negotiations" with Japanese government, - 
and continued expansion of informal contacts, through trade, cultural, and parlia- _ 
mentary missions. Liu address followed by joint communique October 17 galling for f 
“positive efforts" normalize relations; relaxation of COCOM controls; increased . 
cultural contacts. Mao Tse-tung quoted by Reuters as having told Japanese Diet 
members he was willing to visit Japan or te US, if invitation offeredy and would 
extend return invitation to Hatoyama. Mao reported as having said that inter- 
national situation “might change," hence he sought to promote friendship with all 


countries. Neanwhiley Peiping continued #e take harsh line toward Hatoyama 





fovernment y strongly protesting Japanese deoision send 150 Chinese residents of 


Japon to Taiwang and hinting this was due to "American influence." 
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Dear Walter: 


I do not know when this letter will reach you but 
I hope that it may be of some value in contributing to 
your more long range thinking back there. It is very 
much in the nature of "thinking aloud" and represents 
distillation of many "bull sessions" we have had here 
on the subject. 


We have now for several meetings discussed prima- 
rily renunciation of force. One of the things about 
which we have been puzzling is why Wang has been so 
willing to drop his subjects and at least talk around 
our subject. One theory, which I set forth in my 
telegram 924 of today, is that they are willing to see 
the talks kept going either more or less indefinitely 
or at least through the Foreign Ministers' Conference 
and do not desire to take any steps that would tend to 
bring matters to a head. 


ST? G ZL OT 


Another theory we have been discussing Since I 
sent my telegram is that they see in this subject 
possibility of pressing their undoubted desire for the 
withdrawal of our forces from the Taiwan area within 
such a framework, whereas they full well realize that 
its introduction as a subject by them would have been 
rejected by us as outside the scope of these talks. 


This leads me to an attempt to analyze what their 
thinking may be with respect to our renunciation of 
force proposal. Despite its surface appearances, I 
believe the Chinese Communists may weil view the 
proposal as very unequal from their standpoint. They 
may well feel that it would require them to make substan- 
tial political concessions while we are making virtually 
none. 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, It would 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau @ Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State. 
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It would not increase the assurances which they 
now have from us against military attack contained in 
our treaty with the GRC, our general obligations under 
the UN Charter and our public statements. At the same 
time we would continue to maintain in close proximity 
to them our present heavy preponderance of air and sea 
power. 


Also, the Chinese Communists may estimate that 
such a declaration would carry with it for them the 
foliowing other disadvantages: 


a) It would carry with it a tacit acknowledgment 
of the existence of the GRC far more than any other 
act they have thus far taken. The PRC is in a much 
stronger international position than any of the rump 
Communist governments in other divided countries which 
for the most part have no status outside the Communsit 
bloc. The tacit recognition that a no force declaration 
would give to the status quo, and the GRC as a government 
which claims sovereignty over all of China and is 
recognized by most free world countries, would greatly 
weaken the PRC claim as the only government of China 
and the government entitled to occupy China's seat in 
the UN. 


b) The renunciation of force declaration by the 
PRC would virtually eliminate the possibility of its 
obtaining even the offshore islands in the foreseeable 
future. PRC estimates that there is a good possibility 
it could attagK those islands without too serious risk 
of U.S. intervention and without serious political 
loss. It also estimates that if the U.S. were to 
intervene to prevent capture of the offshore islands 
and any considerable hostilities should develop there- 
from, the PRC would have considerable political support 
in Asia as well as elsewhere, while the U.S. would 
tend to become politically isolated on this issue. 


c) The renunciation of force declaration would be 
interpreted in Taiwan and by the overseas Chinese as 
an acceptance of the status quo by the PRC and would, 
therefore, greatly inc pg e difficulties of PRC 
Subversion of Taiwan a RA ne iuence among overseas 
Chinese. 


ec) Such a bilateral declaration would not bind 
the GRC or bring about any cessation of GRC harassment 
of the mainland and shipping destined for the PRC. 


The only 
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The only factors that I perceive that might move 
them toward making such a declaration are the following: 


a) It would contribute to their current diplomatic 
peace offensive. 


b) It would increase pressure on U.S. to agree 
to a higher level meeting and, in turn, speed up 
relaxation of trade controls, membersnip in the UN, etc. 





c) If they genuinely fear that the U.S. intends 
to put Chiang back on the mainland, they would enter 
into the declaration in the hope that it would tie our 
hands. 


d) They could use such declaration to bring pressure 
on uS to restrain GRC from its harassing tactics. 


None of the foregoing points seems very persuasive 
to me from their standpoint, and I doubt if they out- 
weigh what they consider to be the disadvantages. My 
estimate of the situation at present is that I see 
little or no possibility of their entering into such 
a declaration unless it were accompanied by the with= 
drawal of our forces from Taiwan or, much less likely, 
a firm commitment to a Foreign Ministers' meeting. I 
would not even be sure that they would enter into it 
even if both things were done. I am also not sure where 
Quemoy and Matsu might fit in. I certainly thus far 
have not perceived any support for the oft repeated 
thesis that a ceasefire could be obtained in the Formosa 
Strait if Matsu and Quemoy were turned over to them. 
However, by stretching things a bit, one might be able 
to read into Wang's remarks thus far that they would be 
willing to agree to renunciation of force declaration 
in exchange for withdrawal of U.S. forces from Taiwan. 
He has never defined or been specific about this. I 
am not sure whether he is talking just about the air 
unit whieh we have stationed there, which is, I under- 
stand, our only tactical unit on the island, or whether 
he is talking about the whole complex of the MAAG and 
the Seventh Fleet. 


It might be, as indicated in my today's telegram, 
that they are willing to keep these talks going 
indefinitely as an alternative to making decisions on 
these problems which are even more difficult for them 
than for us. However, it is too early to come to any 
firm conclusion on this. 


I am 
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I am not sure where all of this ieads us but 
Simply wanted fully to share with you some of our talk 
on the subject. If the opportunity arises, I hope to 
talk some of these things through with the Secretary 
while ne is here, but before doing so would appreciate 
having FE reactions to some of these hypotheses. 


Sincerely, 







exys Johnson 
mericar Ampassador 


P.S. In case you haven't seen it, I thought you would 
be amused at the enclosed FBIS. You should have 
somebody get out the original New York Times 
Story to which it refers. 


SECRET 














[] Excise as s' own ) 
[_] Deny y Basic 304 | 
LETTER Ho. 21 [] Downgrade to 


L] fview Again Caine =: 
Official Informal | keiwe > ay, (AV 
y. 1 ae © h J 


~ aaa’ 














SECRET — 2. oe 
Lear Alex: 

The Secretary is due to arrive in Geneva on Wednesday afternoon, 
i October 26. I have just talked to Rod O'Connor for the second time 
regarding contacts with you. We think the arrangement for the 
handling of your instructions during the Foreign Ministers Conference 
should work all right. The regular instructions to you will contime 
to be handled in the Department, but will be repeated to the 
Secretary in the TEDUL series. We will take particular pains to 
get these instructions out on the Tuesday before the Thursday 


RR 5 
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mectings, so there will be time for the Secretary to amend aor comment 
on the instructions if be wishes to do go. It would be well far you 
to give the Secretary's staff in Geneva a copy of all your messages 
to the Department simltaneous)with the dispatch of the messages. 
This in addition to the arrangement for ycu to inform us of any 

e instructions you receive direct from the Secretary should give us a 


pretty 
The Honorable 


U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
American Consulate General, 
Geneve. 
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pretty couplete cross-check. In addition, there may be some direct 
exchanges between tic Secretary and/or derman Phleger in Jeneva and 
tiie Decartment on policy considerations involved in your instructions. 
There will always be a risk of some confusion or misunierstanding in 
a situation like this but we hope tiat this arrangement will give us 
maximum insurance against any serious crossing of the wires. 

Ralph Clough has nad Joe liagoski prepare an up-to-date box 
score on the status of the 76 Chinese in this country wio were 
mentioned to Wang. It is enslosed as of possible background use to 
yOUs | 

The mild and cautious tone of the Secretary's remarks about the 
Geneva talks at his Press Conference on October 16 has created an 
impression in some quarters tnat we are not particularly dissatisfied 
with the PRC's resord of implementation of the Agreed Announcensnt, 
and that a Foreign Ministers’ level meeting might be seriously con- 
sidered immediately after your talks are terminsted. Senator Knowlani 
telephoned from California on Qetober 19 to express his surprise over 
the presse reports on tie Secretary's remarks and tc zo on record as 
being opposed to any discussions under Item 2 "until the 19 Americans 
rotting in Communist jails have been released". te thought we had 
abandoned our firm position. Mr. Robertson explained that we had not 
abandoned Item 1 and would not do so until the last civilian was 
released. ite also pointed out that tie only substantive discussion 


under Item 2 concerned the remuncistion of force, which was our 


topic. 
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topic. The discussion of this topic was in our interest and in no 
way indicated a weakeming of our position or a concession to tis 
Communist viewpoint. 

We are doing what we can to counter any impression abroad that 
we are satisfied with Chinese Comsunist performance unier the Agreed 
Announcement, that we are avout ready for a Dulles-Chou En-lai 
meeting, or that our stand on the recognition issue has cnanged. 

We are sending you a memorandum of the latest conversation 
between Ambassador Koo and Mr. Robertson on this subject which took 
place Sctober 20. 

The British Embassy here is giving us somewhat fuller abstracts 
of 9*Neill's reports tnan the Foreign Office in London is giving to 


ow Eabessy there. There is some duplication involved since you 


are receiving this mterie] toth from Lonion and from us. We would 
like to have an indisation from you as to whetier the somewhat 
greater detail you get in our telegrans justifies the added expense. 
We are awaiting your reaction to the shart and simple draft 
declaration on remunciation of force. It may not be tie best forn 
of statement to propose to wang but it is a starter anyway. We want 
to avoid high~flown language suggestive of a treaty. So it will have 
to be short and simple. We feel we must cet in a specific inclusion 
of the area of Taiwan without diluting the force of the reneral 
statement. This creates something of a dilerma for us. Lhe 


introduction of the "colleetive" reference is an added complication. 


The report 
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The report of thie 22m seeting yesterday indicates tuat you are 
just about on the uerry-go-round in the discussion of the renunciation 
of the use of force. There is a need for introduction of new material 
to avoid repetition ad nauseam of the hackneyed phrases. it seems to 
me we must rebut in some way the Communist canard txat we are in 
military occupation of Taiwan. ilow to do this without cettine side- 
tracked, asi without being led into matters dealing with the rights 
and essential intercsts of the IRC, is a poser. 

A good sojourn in Prague, and I hope that you won't mind being 
deprived of the limelight during the Foreign Ministers Conference, 

Regards, 


Walter P. McConaughy 
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FROM ROBERTSON ie 
1. We have been considering in what way Johnson might bring about:three 


week recess in talks to prevent Wang ami Chinese Communists from exploiting 
ay 


Tea pec 


increased status amd prestige which would result from continuation Johnson- 
Wang conversations simultaneously with Foreign Ministers Conference. 


2. If release of Americans were sole objective of talks, we would 


gsvz-01/s6'" 119 


favor very fuxezef foreeful presentation our case at this point,including - 


public statement, and insistence on three-week recess as method of exerting. 


+ 


pressure on Communists and demonstrating we do not propose continue talking 


indefinitely with representative of government which failing to live up 


r Publication in Foreign Relations 
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to its express commitments. However, this tactic would make it very difficult 


for us to resume talks if Communists failed to act within three-week period. 





To do so would be interpreted as weakness by Communists and would certainly 
be criticized in US. Alternative would be indefinite recess at least until 


Dec 


lassified fo 
“8 ope 


4 


probably would not be consonant with one of major objectives, namely, keep 
or 
ta going. 





~~, 

\ aL | 3. It would be possible, however, for Johnson to present recess 
ee ie 11059 /- 
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proposal in manner giving least impression of pressure and with due regard 





for Chinese Communist considerations of face. He would point out to Wang | 
that Wang himself had emphasized need for time to carry out judicial processes z 


required in release of Americans and that we were tmrmf therefore proposing 





three-weeks' recess for this purpose. He would seek Wang's concurrence in 
recess am would not insist if Wang objected. It is problematical whether 
Viang would agree and whether, if he did, any Americans would in consequence 
be released, but this tactic would avoid risks to major objective of talks 
which are inherent in that proposed in paragraph 2. 

4. A third alternative would be to have Johnson make forceful statement | 
expressing US dissatisfaction at Chinese Communist nongerformance and 
informing Wang that if no action on Americans had taken place by following 


meeting we would be compelled to consider making public statement. This 





type of threat once used by Wang on us and implications would not be lost on 

him. It involves some risk, but has advantage of giving Chinese Communists 

chance to act before any public exchange of recriminations had occurred. 
5. We have also considered whether time has not arrived to take harder 2 he 


line in our conversations with Wang even if this would cause a deterioration 





in tone of talks. Public and Congressional opinion hardening here in face 


continued inaction on release of Americans by Chinese Communists. a 


6. Would appreciate early reply so Johnson can be instructed prior to oS are 
October 27 meeting. 
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FROM: GENEVA 1:17 P.M. 


10; Secretary of State 
NO: 957, OCTOBER 25, 6 P.M. 
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/ a ws on ees 
SENT DEPARTMENT 957 REPEATED INFORMATION NIACT allie 132. 





FROM JOHNSON 


PARIS EYES ONLY FOR DULLES 


“419 


HAVE JUST RETURNED AND SEEN ROBERTSON'S TEDUL 8 REPEATED 
GENEVA 981 AND HAVE FOLLOWING COMMENTS: 


1. RE PARA | REFERENCE TELEGRAM, WHILE | AM NOT IN BEST POSITION 
TO JUDGE !T DOES NOT SEEM CLEAR TO ME CHICOMS OBTAIN ANY INCREASED 
STATUS AND PRESTIGE FROM CONTINUATION TALKS DURING FONMIN CON= 
FERENCE. IN FACT WOULD SEEM TO ME TALKS AT ONLY AMBASSADOR I AL 
LEVEL WITH CHICOMS WHILE FOUR FOREIGN MINISTERS MEETING SAME CITY : 
DOES NOT GIVE CHICOMS ANY SPECIAL ADVANTAGE THEY NOT ALREADY 
DERIVING FROM TALKS AND MAY BE vane OUR ADVANTAGE. 


~ 


et 
f 


“seas oes 
a E 


> 


2 





2. RE PARA 2, AM CONVINCED THAT AT LEAST FOR TIME-BEING PUBLIC” a 
PRESSURE, AND PARTICULARLY TO EXTENT OF RECESSING. TALKS, ON 
CHICOMS WOULD BE COUNTERPRODUCTIVE IN EXPEDITING RELEASES. 


> 
3. PARA 3, WANG IS NEVER GOING TO AGREE TO ANY RECESS FOR PURPOSE i 
ALLOWING TIME COMPLETING "JUDICIAL PROCESSES" FOR RELEASE. on 


FORTH PARA 4 HOWEVER IN ORDER SET STAGE TO OBTAIN MAX |MUM_ 


4, | BELIEVE THERE 1S MUCH MERIT IN THIRD ALTERNATIVE SET Sp 
BENEFIT SUGGEST FOLLOWING COURSE OF ACTION: oe 
we 


(A) AT OCTOBER 27 MEETING | WOULD MAKE PRESENTATION ON 4- 


| ers MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL AND WOULD SUGGEST TO WANG AGREED 
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COMMUNIQUE FOLLOWING MEETING WOULD INCLUDE STATEMENT WE HAD 
CONTINUED DISCUSSION IMPLEMENTATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND 
QNDER ITEM TWO U.S. HAD INTRODUCED TOPICS RENUNCIATION FORCE 
AND MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL AND, AS PREVIOUSLY STATED, 

PRC HAD INTRODUCED TRADE EMBARGO AND FONMIN MEETING. 

| WOULD EXPECT WANG REJECT WHEREUPON | WOULD INFORM HIM | WOULD 
ISSUE UNILATERAL STATEMENT ALONG SIMILAR LINES EXCEPT THAT |! 
WOULD OMIT REFERENCE TO TWO PRC TOPICS. PURPOSE OF THIS WOULD 
BE SUPPLEMENT SECRETARY'S OCTOBER 18 PRESS CONFERENCE STATEMENT 
AND MAKE CLEAR TO WORLD OPINION US REASONABLENESS IN ENTERING 


INTO DISCUSSION ITEM TWO EVEN THOUGH PRC HAD-~NOT—IMPLEMENTED emer ae 


AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT . 


(B) AT NOVEMBER 3 MEETING | WOULD MAKE THREAT OF PUBLIC STATE- 
MENT ON OUR DISSATISFACTION WITH IMPLEMENTATION AND 


(C) IF NECESSARY WOULD IMPLEMENT THE THREAT AT NOVEMBER 10 
MEETING WHICH WOULD BE JUST TWO MONTHS FROM ISSUANCE AGREED - . 


ANNOUNCEMENT AND DURING MIDST FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE. * 
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“ LIMIT DISTRIBUTION os ; 
FYI Senator George delivered following confidential letter to Secretary C 
® 
shortly before his departure on 2lst: t a 
* o 
QUOTE On the eve of your departure for the Geneva Conference,permit me, 4 
g 
as Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, to wish you a mn 
‘ eo } 
, Se email 
pleasant and a successful conference. aa. 0) 
7) —_ 
2 I hope it may be of some help to you to know that as Chairman of the |. om 
© 
» e 
wie Senate Foreign Relations Committee, and as far as I am authorized to speak - (G 
a=) 
@ Ol 
= for the Committee, my position is that there are some matters before the ~ 
= ah 
w ambassadorial conferees that ought to be concluded before any further steps oO 
~ ! 
oa | are takene . 
. The Chinese Communists first should release the American prisoners they (jy 
,; Ol 
on have promised to free and they should give same accounting of the 150 soldiers 
fs who remain unaccounted for after the Korean War, 
If they will do these things and make a public pledge to give up the 
use of force in any settlement of the Formosa issue, then we should be , 
| prepared to go ahead with a high level conference. bh wi -@ 
cw “ : 
With my cordial regards to you for a pleasant trip and a safe return, Sod 
—UNQUOTE. Kot ACTING + es 
| ae oa 
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Partial guidance for October 27 meeting: 
although - 

1. On renunciation of force item, At is undesirable for you to ng 
34 

4 


in extensive debate with Wang in Defense US policy regarding Taiwan, nie o : 
accusation that US has occupied Taiwan by force of arms cannot be permitted 
rest unchallenged. You should briefly and factually state our positions 
that Taiwan is seat of GRC which we recognize; that US has signed Motual 
Defense Treaty with GRC under which we assumed obligations to assist ink 
defense of Taiwan against outside attack; and that such units of US esunt 


forces as are stationed on Taiwan are there in accordance with treaty Y 


r Publication in Foreign Relations 
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provisions and with full consent of GRC. To describe this situation as ~ 


"US armed occupation of Taiwan" is distortion of truth. 


=e"! 
L 


You should then reiterate, along lines followed last meeting, that ~ 


in best interests both countries and world at large urgent requirement is 


Declassified fo 


not to sit in Geneva arguine whose position right and whose wrong,, but for 


both parties renounce use of force to settle differences, with particular 


reference to Taiwan area. MP 


a i 





% Drafted by: . Telegraphic transmission and 


FE:CA:RNG1 sek 10/25/55 classification approved by, ~~—~=Ss« Walter S. Robertson 


Clearances: ian Mies Y 


S/S - Mr. Barn CA - Mr. McCona Peo ~ 
\ uehy CTION FROM TH 


ot in draft COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 
a FE - tir. Sebaldpyiy (in draft) SEGRET PROHIBITED. 


11062 Classification 








— 
5 FE ee me eee 











oe, 


> * ne of oe WS 4 ‘on tte Om Sake OLE 
.Y or tt ge lo \ ae “4 Ne a oe LP ty GRIT =o aoe 
Peis SO eae a oe ee 
— ’ 





= 


" Page__2 of telegram to__Amco FOR JOHNSON RPT PARIS, QE TEDUL foe 
} 


° SECRET 
Classification 


gts 


2. Your 957 approve your recommendation that statement on unaccountede.. 4... gle 
; 
) 
a 










a 


4 ahaa 
for military persennel be presented. eee 


3. Awaiting reply from Secretary before sending additional instructions » 


és. Da 


concerning manner of presentation item on release Americans. 
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WPP Meeting. 
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NIACT 
1 FOR NEXT MEETING AGREE YOUR GUIDANCE IN GENEVA 996, SUGGEST 
5 THAT FORCEFUL STATEMENT BE MADE ABOUT FAILURE IMPLEMENT 
a DECLARATION ABOUT REPATRIATION, THEN PRESENT STATEMENT ON 
x UNACCOUNTED-FOR MILITARY PERSONNEL AND CONTINUE ON ITEM 
5 | RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. DO NOT BELIEVE ADVISABLE SUGGEST 
@ | _—s* RECESS OF TALKS, IN VIEW OF RISKS, AT LEAST AT THIS TIME, 0) 
ov” OR TO GIVE NOTICE WE WILL MAKE PUBLIC STATEMENT. THESE “ 
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ny 
‘ ” lines your statement last meeting reported your 922, but make tone somewhat — oe 
; ~ : ae 
: 8 more insistent in view passage additional week with no performance, Remind © ' 
5G : Wang that American Government and people have been extremely patient in - — = . 
55 ‘ waiting for PRC to carry out Agreed Announcement, but as time continues o \. : 
- @ “i ry. 
55 ; pass with no action whatsoever, not even authorization for nineteen 0D f 
6° imprisoned Americans to communicate with British Charge or be seen by hin, -~ ng 
@ = patience wearing thin. oO 
ye Pa Paal 
a ° , “as 
ise] . ** 
rf " WF 0 OV ER | ba 
8 > ee 
t 
| : by 
. ; ' t. 
/) 4 é 
=e 
a? A) 
Drhed be NW 10/267 bu» ee 
:6:CA:RNCL ough/WPNeConaughy/ikb ' Walter S. Robertson _ “Oo ated 
Clearances: x CR ms" cnn 
SID Se) S . 
FE- Mr. Sebald. S Sp " 
ir. Sebal ‘gf SPR. nao | 2 Pe COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, Is we 
: - COPY, R 
SECRET PROHIBITED. ve 
11065 Classification Mi 
Sa “F9 ‘ yar ae ee OY BS SG ON I ST oe 
ALS ee SMe Re wick 





Department of State 


, j 
CONF |DENTIAL . = 
Control : 13908 46 ed 


Rec'd: OCTOBAR 2 2 
FROM: GENEVA 7:46 AM - zs 


RMR 10: Secretary of State ch 
Assigned 6 

SS NO: 968, OCTOBER 27, 5 AM 

j 











But OF 
Hd BUSA siyy 


eS 
x 
s 
PeusNja,, aq 





NIACT - 










LIMITED DISTRIBUTION 


FROM JOHNSON ue af Offieng 
FOLLOWING IS TEXT DRAFT clean STATEMENT® TED -BY- WANG 


AT TODAY'S MEETING: 








1. AMBASSADOR WANG PING-NAN ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT OF THE 
PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA AND AMBASSADOR U. ALEXIS JOHNSON 
ON nTLy ee Y bp GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
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2. PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 3, ARTICLE 2 OF THE CHARTER OF THE UNITED 
NATIONS, ™ ALL MEMBERS SHALL SETTLE THEIR INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES 
BY PEACEFUL MEANS IN SUCH A MANNER THAT INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND 
SECURITY, AND JUSTICE, ARE NOT ENDANGERED"; 2 
| Curd uw arrmrlhere ih Mitrle 2, Para ) 
° 3. “PARAGRAPH _4, ARTICLE 2 OF THE CHARTER OF THE UNITED NATIONS, 
3 "ALL MEMBERS SHALL REFRAIN IN THEIR INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS 
FROM THE THREAT OR USE OF FORCE’ AGAINST THE TERRITORIAL 
INTEGRITY OR POLITICAL INDEPENDENCE OF ANY STATE, OR IN ANY 
OTHER MANNER INCONSISTENT WITH THE PURPOSES OF THE UNITED NATI 
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OF THE QUESTION OF EASING AND ELIMINATING THE TENSED SITUATION 
IN THE TAIWANG AREA. 
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2. | REPLIED WITH STATEMENT ALONG LINES PARA ONE DEPTEL 996 AND 
STATED | WOULD STUDY AND REPLY LATER CONCERNING HIS DRAFT 
STATEMENT. 
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3. HE REPLIED WITH LONG AD LIB STATEMENT "REJECTING" MY STATEMENT 
ON TAIWAN. AFTER SOME SPARRING AND GIVE AND TAKE | TRIED TO 

PROBE FURTHER FOR MEANING PARA 4 HIS DRAFT STATEMENT TO DETERMINE 
WHETHER IT WAS ANY MOVE TOWARD MEETING OUR POSITION ON RENUNCIATION 
OF FORCE IN TAIWAN AREA. WHILE HIS REPLIES FOLLOWED CHOU EN-LAI 


FORMULA THEY WERE SOMEWHAT MORE AMBIGUOUS THAN PREVIOUSLY. Q 

REPLYING TO MY SPECIFIC QUESTION HE STATED PARA 4 "INCLUDED DISPUTE@D 

BETWEEN US AND CHINA IN TAIWAN AREA". MY SPECIFIC PROBING ON > 

SIGNIFICANCE HIS CONTINUED USE "CONDITIONS PERMITTING" WITH | . 

RESPECT "LIBERATION" TAIWAN LED TO NO DEFINITE CONCLUSION. * © 

4. | THEN REVERTED TO IMPLEMENTATION IN BRIEF BUT STRONG_TERMS o 

TO WHICH HE REPLIED MY INFORMATION WAS NOT CURRENT WITH RESPECT ‘fd 

ABILITY UK CARRY OUT ITS FUNCTIONS AND REJECTED IN HARDERATERMS : 

THAN PREVIOUSLY MY RAISING QUESTION THESE MEETINGS. HE REBURFED 

ALL MY EFFORTS DETERMINE WHAT HE MEANT BY MY INFORMATION NOT 

CURRENT. © FE 
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5. | THEN MADE STATEMENT ON MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL IN 


ACCORDANCE DEPTELS 824 AND 828. 


IN REPLY HE READ PREPARED 


STATEMENT "REJECTING ASSERTION 450 AMERICANS STILL ALLEGEDLY 


BEING HELD" AND FLATLY REFUSED ACCEPT LISTS. 


6. | REPLIED BY POINTING OUT | HAD NOT ALLEGED 450 "STILL BEING 
HELD" BUT WAS ASKING FOR INFORMATION WITH REGARD TO THEIR FATE.. 
| THEN CITED AS EXAMPLE CASE OF ARMY PFC. PAUL E. CRAIG, 

POINTING OUT HIS SPECIFIC MENTION IN PEIPING BROADCAST AND THAT 


THEY COULD NOT DENY THEY HAD INFO WITH REGARD TO HIM. 
WERE DEAD, ALL WE WERE ASK NG WAS WHEN AND WHERE. 


IF HE 


THERE WAS THEN 


LONG AND INCREASINGLY ACRIMONIOUS DISCUSSION WHICH | CENTERED 
AROUND FACTS IN CRAIG CASE AND HUMANITARIAN ASPECTS. HE 
REHASHED POSITION ON FOURTEEN THOUSAND AND REITERATED ENTIRE 


MATTER SHOULD BE TAKEN UP IN MAC. 


HE CLAIMED HE HAD ANSWERED 


OUR QUERY BY GIVING US LIST ALL AMERICANS IN CHINA, INCLUDING 


LIST LAST YEAR ALL THOSE WHO HAD DIED IN CIHINA. 
DIRECT REQUEST FOR INFORMATION ON FOURTEEN THOUSAND. 


HE MADE 
| POINTED 


OUT NO RELATION BETWEEN 14,000 AND LIST 450, THE CASE 14,000 

ANALOGOUS TO AMERICANS WHO REMAINED THEIR SIDE AND WENT TO PRC. 

| SAID HIS REFUSAL ACCEPT LIST WAS NOT IN KEEPING WITH 

_ SPIRIT OUR TALKS AND MADE REPEATED EFFORTS GET HIM ACCEPT. 

_ AFTER | HAD PUSHED HIM INTO TIGHT CORNER BY CONTINUALLY COMING 
BACK TO CRAIG CASE, HE SIMPLY CLAMMED UP AND REFUSED TO SAY 


ANYTHING MORE. 


IT WAS CLEAR HE WAS UNDER CATEGORICAL 


INSTRUCTIONS NOT TO ACCEPT LIST AND NOTHING | SAID WAS GOING 


TO CHANGE THIS FACT. 


MY RESERVING RIGHT REVERT TO MATTER. 


7. NEXT MEETING NOVEMBER 3. 
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Dear Walter: 


I hope to take advantage of the more frequent pouch service 
for the next few weeks. — 


The Secretary arrived Wednesday evening, and Herman Phleger 
immediately got in touch with me to show me the message which he 
and the Secretary drafted on the plane on the way over replying to 
your 981. I made no suggestions for any changes and they sent it 
off immediately Niact at about 8 p.m. Geneva time, but I was sorry 
4 to see from your 1013 that it had apparently not arrived. 7 


The Secretary asked to see me the same evening and I had some 
general discussion with him, primarily on the trade question. I 
gathered that he had talked with MacMillan on the CHINCOM question 
and that he had come to the conclusion that some drop in the CHINCOM 
level, towerd but not all the way to a COCOM level, is shortly 
inevitable. (I understand a telegram on the subject went from Paris 
to the Department but I have not seen it.) We had some general 
discussion on how this could be tied in with my talks here but came 
to no conclusion, except that I gathered that it is the Secretary's 
desire that if this development is in any event going to take place, 
I should attempt to capitalize on it here. I told him that, without 
expressing any opinion on whether or not the level should or should 
not be dropped, my strong feeling was thet if we had come to the 
conclusion that it was going to be dropped, I thought it important 
solely from my standpoint here that it would appear we had agreed, 


or at least acquiesced, rather than that it had happened in spite of 
our opposition. 


of the United States 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
ST? Gd ZL 30T 


If I am going to make any capital out of it here, it would be 
important that Wang and I have had at least some discussion of the 
subject prior to any reduction becoming known to the Chinese Communists. 


Obviously 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington, D. C. 
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Obviously I cannot and would not in any sense negotiate with him on 

the level of CHINCOM controls, but believe I could at the most intimate 
a causal relationship. It seems to me that this would assist in the 
objective of keeping these talks going by giving the Chinese Communists 
a feeling that the talks were not entirely devoid of results for them. 
It just might also help somewhat in release of Americans. 


Yesterday's meeting went about as exnected excert for Wang's 
introduction of his draft agreed statement. It is clearly a very 
clever piece of work, and if published, would have much public appeal. 
As I noted in my 970, I feel that it does represent some slight advance 
inasmuch as it relates some form of renunciation of force to a 
Foreign Ministers’ meeting rather than to the previous position on 
withdrawal of U.S. forces from the Taiwan area. Of course, this latter 
objective is merely deferred to the Foreign Ministers’ Conference. 


I am very provoked at Wang's attitude yesterday - sitting back 
and smugly telling me that he knew something I didn't know with 
regard to implementation but would not tell me what. It was only 
after I got back to the hotel after the meeting that I learned that 
the press tickers reported the release of Hariett Mills and Father 
Proulx. I was put in a somewhat foolish position at the meeting by 
not knowing this. This was probably their intent. Technically I have 
no basis for real objection, as under the Agreed Announcement there 
is no obligation on their part to inform me here (nor to inform 
O'Neill, for that matter), but it is hardly in the spirit of relation- 
ship which I have been trying to establish with Wang. Of course he 
was under instructions, and it is clear that their objective is to 
make clear that these releases are their unilateral act and that any 
credit in the matter will go only to the British. They are not 
going to let me obtain any credit by giving out the announcement here. 


What I am disturbed by and am sending you a telegram on is that 
from Hong Kong's 84, sent Department 883, it appears O'Neill was 
informed of these releases on October 26, but I had no word here 
until Hong Kong's 84 was received today. 


The missing military personnel item went about as I expected. 
I was sorely tempted to put it off as it was late, we had already 
exchanged many recriminations on our occupation of Taiwan and 
implementation, and the atmosphere was poor. However I decided to 
get it over with and, as it turned out and was to be expected, he was 
under clear instructions and no matter when or how I did it, the 
result was going to be the same. I felt that:I was able to back 
him into a corner for whatever satisfaction there was to be derived 
from that. I don't think we should drop the subject too quickly or 
easily, but feel that we are not going to get any real satisfaction. 


I should 
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I should think that, in light of our discussion at yesterday's 


meeting, we might consider again also pushing the matter in the 
MAC. 


Herman Phleger has just been in while I have been dictating 
this letter. We have been having some preliminary discussion of 
Wang's draft agreed statement of yesterday. He talked with the 
Secretary a little about it during the course of yesterday's 
Foreign Ministers' meeting. We are seeing the Secretary this 
afternoon. I will save any comments, as I presume the Secretary 


will want to send you a message during the course of the day on 
the subject. 


Sincerely, 


- 


exigp’ Johnson 
rican /Ambassador 
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2. WITH RESPECT IMPLEMENTATION BELIEVE CIRCUMSTANCES CALL FOR some 
DIFFERENT APPROACH FOR AT LEAST ONE MEETING AND | SUGGEST MY LINE B 
TO NOTE RELEASE MILLS AND PROULX AND EXPRESS HOPE THIS SIGNIFIES ALL 
OTHCRS WILL BE FOLLOWING SHORTLY. 
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WILL CONTAIN WELL DOCUMENTED FACTS ON AT LEAST ONE 

ADDITIONAL NAME. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


v 
> 


Be" es 
. A te 


r 4 


4. IN ORDER CAPITALIZE ON PROBABILITY SOME ACTION WILL TAKE 
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Additional material individual cases being forwarded. Prepare ground for 
possibly reading lists to Wang next meeting if he still refuses accept. ee 
3. Renunciation of farce: Again reject Wang's allegations that U. 5S. 
occupying Taiwan, violating UN Charter, etc. Inform him that although PRC's ue +g *; 

willingness to consider renunciation of force is contribution to progress of = ; 
talke, his Graft statenent unsscopteble. > 2b ogmpletely queide sain iseus, ‘vaieh’ = 
et. 2 


is that both sides renounce use of force, with particular reference to Taiwan $3 a 


area, Paragraphs 2 and 3 deal exclusively with renunciation of force in inter-. <: 


. ae 


national disputes and Wang has clearly indicated PRC would not consider itself ha 
prevented by these provisions from using force against Taiwan, Wats Whatever ys 
Language chosen for declarations must be applicabig.tagituation, which one 7 °° 72% 
party consideks solely domestic issue and other does not. Both must pledge = 
not to use force in this situation, except defensively. Paragraph 5 introduces r ee 
extraneous subject, Foreign Ministers Confereme, which as previously pointed — & 
out, not considered suitable subject for discussion these talks, | oy 

4. In view information contained DEPTEL 1052 endeavor discuss our roe < 
draft (DEPTEL 915) with Secretary and Phleger with view introducing it as Re. 
counter proposal at Nov. 3 meeting. 
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Heidelberg, Bonn or Paris, with temporary duty in Gensva. This 
should be acceptable to Defense, but Army 0-2 may object. 

The courier service to Gensva is almost daily during the 
Foreign Ministers' Conferense so you will be hearing from usaa bit 
more frequently. I hope you are having an opportunity for sane 
talks with the Secretary and Herman Phleger. 


Regards and zood luck, 


Snclosures s 


1. Six commnications from Sritish Sabassy, 


Washington, based on reports fron British 
Charge, Peiping. 


2. Letter from Lt. Col. Monrose, with attachments 
regarding certain unaccounted for military personml. 
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RE DEPTEL 1053 TO JOHNSON 


: 0) 
1. PARAGRAPH 1. AS CHICOMS HAVE NOW RELEASED TWO OF 19 THINK = 
JOHNSON SHOULD EXPRESS EXPECTATION THIS WILL BE FOLLOWED BY om 
EXPEDITIOUS RELEASE REMAINDER. AGREE JOHNSON SHOULD EXPRESS co 
DISSATISFACTION WITH CHICOM REGULATIONS ALONG LINES DEPARTMENT'S ON 
GUIDANCE TAKING INTO CONSIDERATION WHAT FURTHER INFORMATION MAY BE S\, 
RECEIVED FROM O'NEILL WITH RESPECT VISITS BY TIME NEXT MEETING, O 


2e PARAGRAPH 2, CONCUR EXCEPT SUGGEST LEAVE TO JOHNSON'S DiScReT ig, 
WHETHER {T WOULD BE DESIRABLE AGAIN PRESENT LISTS THIS MEETING 
OR ATTEMPT READ LISTS. IMPORTANT HE HAVE INFORMATION TO PRESENT oO 


“OF AT LEAST ONE ADDITIONAL CASE WHERE CLEAR INDIVIDUAL WAS IN CHINESOI & a 


CUSTODY, 


- 3. PARAGRAPHS 3 AND 4, THINK NOT DESIRABLE TO PRESENT COUNTER- 


PROPOSAL OF AGREED STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION ON FORCE UNTIL WE HAVE 
PROBED MEANING OF CHICOM PROPOSAL. THINK AT NEXT MEETING 
JOHNSON SHOULD PROBE MEANING AND APPLICATION OF CHINESE PROPOSAL 
INCLUDING QUESTIONS DESIGNED TO BRING OUT POINTS MENTIONED LATTER PART 
PARAGRAPH 4 URTEL. WOULD EXPECT WANG MIGHT POSTPONE REPLIES TO SOME 
QUESTIONS TO NEXT FOLLOWING MEETING AND THUS GIVE US ADDITIONAL 
TIME, vy 
— 
4. WE ARE BEING HARD PRESSED HERE TO AGREE ACCEPT THAT “REVEL a 
CHICOM CONTROL SHOULD SE IDENTICAL WITH SOVIET BLOC CON ERO LEVELSC) 
AND THAT THESE SHOULD BE REDUCED AND WE MUST sacar ae WITH 
NEAR FUTURE WE WILL BE FACED WITH IRRESISTABLE DEMANDS SUC [x] 
REDUCTION. THEREFORE IMPORTANT TO UTILIZE THIS BARGA IN EBIG POINT ic. 
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x Peiping international broadcasts on Taiwan revived emphasis on Chou En-lai “a 
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formila for “peaceful liberation," with Tibet again cited as example. TA KUNG PAO 


October 25 cited Chou statements of May 13 and July 30 regarding talks with 
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"responsible local authorities" on Taiwan. NCNA October 26 explained that such 
negotiations would be of nature of negotiations between "central and local governe- 


ment," and methods should be chosen by "Chinese people themselves." 


Portuguese plans to celebrate 400th anniversary of rule in Macau provoked 





bitter propaganda blast from Peipinge People's Daily October 26 issued stern 





warning to effeot that "Macau is Chinese territory and Chinese people have right 
to demand its recovery." Stated that Chinese people would “not long tolerate" 
Portuguese occupation. Mass rally held Canton October 27 marked by speeches 


demanding cessation of "provocations" by Portuguese Government, and scousing 


of the United States 


Portuguese authorities in Macau of " sheltering" Nationalist agents» and mt 
collaborating with US and Taiwan in effort E>) "sabotage" ChiCom regime. Added, 


howevery that "Chinese people” favored settlement sf Macau question by 
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in line with recent effort =< "normalize" relations with non-Comminist countries 


end isolate US. According to Manila press Chou En-lai held interview with 
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"inevitable," end urged that Philippine Government conclude treaty of non-aggression 


“7 


with Peipingg based on Chou-Nehru Five Principles and Bandung Ten Principles. 
ChiCom press October 25 stated that time was now ripe for establishment of 
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[ “diplomatic relations with Italy a.d suggested thet negotiations for same be tied _—é| 








to discussions for extension of trade gm and cultural relations. 


NCNA commentary on Japan acoused Hatoyama government of protracting talks 


_ with USSR, and of adopting "passive attitude" on subject of normalizing relations 


with north Korea. NCNA commentary on Diem government referendum views it as 


US plot to undermine Geneva agreements and turn south Vietnam into separate state. 
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Dear Walter: 


Herman Phleger and I had dinner with the Secretary Friday 
evening during which we discussed the Chinese draft in a general 
and preliminary way but without coming to any conclusions. The 
Secretary has apparently not made up his mind on how he wants to 
handle it, and clearly wanted to have time to think about it, 
which was difficult with the extreme pressure on him of other 
events here. Therefore, in the telegram of suggestions for the 
next meeting, which I sent you on Saturday, I suggested that we 
not get intu any detailed discussion. 


The Secretary was also obviously very anxious that I get 
started on the trade embargo item, and, hence, my suggestion in 
that regard. I also want you to know that it was the Secretary's 
thought that I should query Wang with regard to specific items on 
the CHINCOM list, set forth in the last sentence of my 999. I 
told him that I had serious doubts about the desirability of this, 
but put it up in my telegram as my own query so that the Department 
would not feel any inhibitions in commenting on it. I have talked 
to Goodkind about it but he was understandably very reluctant to 
commit himself on the policy considerations involved. He saw no 
objection from the purely technical CHINCOM standpoint. 


of the United States 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
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It has been a big help to have Goodkind and Doherty here to 
get myself thoroughly briefed on all aspects of CHINCOM controls, 
as it is a subject with which I was not familiar in detail. I want 
to let both you and Walter know that, except for the foregoing 
background against which I sent my 999, it represented only my 

; own thoughts and I deliberately avoided showing it to or discussing 
it with the Secretary, because I feel that he should have the 
advantage of thoughts and recommendations of you and Walter in each 
case before making up his mind. I do not feel it right that my 


temporary 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington, D. C. 
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temporary proximity to him here should operate so as to cause him 
to give any undue weight to my opinions and without having FE 
epinions in front of him. This gets to be a little difficult, but 
I want you to know that I have it very much in mind, as I know 

he does. I am sorry that my 999 crossed with your 1053. I sent 
it priority quite early Saturday morning and do not understand 
why you did not have it prior to sending your 1053. However, I 
believe it worked out all right as the Secretary had both messages 
in front of him yesterday and he and Herman did up a Dulte on the 
subject to you. 


The one specific question which I particularly desired to, and 
did, discuss with the Secretary and Herman Friday evening was this: 
As I told him, it seemed to me that in the context of our talks 
my continued reference to “other matters” which could be more 
hopefully discussed following a satisfactory renunciation of force 
statement included, in Wang's mind, the presence of our forces in 
the Taiwan area. As I told the Secretary, I have very carefully 
avoided any specific statements and have carefully kept to simply 
the "other matters" formula. Wang has also not pressed me to be 
specific in this regard but he might well do so. In any event I 
want it to be clear in my own mind as to whether we would admit to 
discussion of the presence of our forces in the Taiwan area as an 
"other matter" if there were the satisfactory renunciation of 
force statement. Admitting to discussion, of course, would not 
carry with it any implication that we might be willing to agree 
with their demand for withdrawal or otherwise accept their point of 
view. However, I said it seemed to me that it would, as Herman 
phrases it, carry with it an implication of willingness to “bargain 
in good faith” and not simply sit and say "No". I particularly 
raised the question as to whether any such discussion would be 
within the agreed scope of our talks or whether it would be some- 
thing involving the rights and interests of the GRC and, ther -.e, 
outside the scope of our talks. 


I believe the Secretary's view can be summarized as follows: 
We cannot, of course, give any consideration, und.r present conditions, 
to withdrawal of all of our forces from the Taiwan area. Apart from 
any other considerations, the presence of at least symbolic forces is 
essential for the maintenance of morale on Taiwan. However, the 
United States has no desire to maintain forces in forward positions 
except as we consider essential in the light of our estimate of 
security situation in the particular area. This policy has been 
demonstrated by a reduction of strength in Korea and Japan. Similarly, 
the forces we maintain in the Taiwan area will be dependent upon our 
estimate of the security situation in that area. If the Chinese 
Communists unequivocally renounce force in the Taiwan area and other- 
wise demonstrate their peaceful intent, it could be expected we would 
give consideration to unilateral reduction in whatever strength is 
being maintained by us in the area. This would be a purely unilateral 
act on our part and not subject in any sense to agreement with the 
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Chinese Communists. Such decisions on our part do not involve the 
rights or interests of the GRC nor our agreements with the GRC. 
Therefore, "discussion" of the subject with PRC in the light of the 
foregoing could be admitted to. 


The foregoing is merely my reconstruction of dinner conversation 
in which the Secretary was simply thinking out loud, and teat I am 
passing it on to you simply in that context. 


The Secretary has taken with him on his trip to Madrid today 
the renunciation of force file, including the PRC draft and the 
Department's draft. One aspect of the PRC draft that I am not clear 
on how I am going to handle in debate is that the 4th paragraph is 
very cleverly and carefully confined to disputes between PRC and the 
US. Thus, it is strictly within the agreed scope of our talks. 
What we want, of course, is for their renunciation to include the 
GRC, including Quemoy and Matsu. How do I justify this within the 
agreed scope of our talks? Is this not something which involves the 
rights and interests of the GRC and PRC-GRC relations? Another 
factor that occurs to me is if the PRC has renounced force as between 
itself and the US, how could it attack Taiwan as long as US forces 
are there without clearly breaching its renunciation of force with 
the US? Of course this leaves Quemoy and Matsu out. The Foreign 
Ministers' Conference is, of course, easy to handle as they are in 
an insupportable position in attempting to make any renunciation of 
force conditional upon the Foreign Ministers' Conference. 


T am sure of only one thing: there is room for much and long 


discussion during which I will need all the ideas that you can give 
me. 


Sincerely, 
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° CORRESPONDENT HAS INFORMED ME IN CONF IDENC 
AE HAS LEARNED THAT CHICOMS HERE HAVE TOLD YUGOSLAV UNESCY 
REP NOW IN GENEVA THAT THEY ARE VERY UNHAPPY WITH SOVIET 
MANEUVER. IN MIDDLE EAST AS IT 1S SPOILING ATMOSPHERE FOR 
WORKING OUT THEIR PLANS IN FE. CHICOMS ARE SUPPOSED TO HAVE 
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PRESUME DEPARTMENT WILL REQUEST UK INSTRUCT O'NEILL IMMEDIATELY © 
ATTEMPT ARRANGE VISIT TO DOWNEY, | DO NOT SEE HOW ANY QUESTION WI 
PRIORITY IS INVOLVED AND WOULD HOPE O'NEILL WOULD IN INTERVIEW 
PARTICULARLY ATTEMPT TEST CHICOM REGULATION ON "DISCUSSION an 
CASE IN WHICH PRISONER INVOLVED", ' 
N 
IN THIS CONNECTION DEPARTMENT AND OtNEILL SHOULD HAVE IN MIND % 


USUAL COMMUNIST (AS WELL AS FORMER JAPANESE AND SOME EUROPEAN) 
PRACTICE OF KEEPING PRISONER INCOMMUNICADO UNTIL "INVESTIGATION" 
CASE COMPLETED, AS DOWNEY HAS BEEN TRIED AND SENTENCED SUCH 
CONSIDERATION SHOULD UNDER ANY CIRCUMSTANCES NO LONGER APPLY 
ALSO SHOULD NOTE FACT CENSOR PASSED DOWNEY!S LETTER 
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SBORET | 
OFFICIAL INFORMAL | 
Letter No. 23 a 
Dear Alex: 

This will be a short note, mainly to submit a few factual 
items. 

Indian Ambassador Mehta saw Mr. Robertson on October 27 to 
discuss certain phases of the Indian Babassy's function under the 
Agreed Ammouncement. A memorandum of the conversation is enclosed. 
The Indians are inclined to tring up various hair-splitting points 
although fundamentally they are obviously satiafied that all Chinsse 


in this country are free to return to the Mainland if they wiah to 
do so. Mehta seemed worried by what he termed evidence of fear 
on the part of several Chinsse who have made preliminary inquiries, 
mostly by telephons, of the Indian Mabassy here and the Inijian 
Consulate General in New York. He seems to think they fear a certain 
intimidation of some sort, as if they think they will be penalized 
in some way if their interest to return to the Mainlam should be 
The Honorable 

U. Alexis Johnson, 

American Ambassador now at Geneva, 


American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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known. He wants us to find some means of giving reassurance to 
Chinese who may be deterred by vague fears from contacting the 

Indian Embassy. We pointed out to Mehta that there is no possible 
reason for any Chinese fearing any action by the U.S. Government 

if he should express a wish to return to the Mainland. We do not 

know of any further action which we could take to make their complete 
freedom to depart more explicit. Menta also brougnt up the question 
of Chinese who are dual nationals. He wanted to know if Chinese with 
a valid claim to both American ami Chinese citisensnip are covered. ; 
He algo inquired about native American wives and minor uu, 


f 
wished to return and take their families with them. These questions 


seemed to be largely hypothetical at this stage. 

Hubert Graves onfiy)yesterday brought in )'Neill's message of 
Ostober 31 reporting the receipt of a letter from Dowey. We ose no 
reagon why O'Neill should not play this stra&aght and seek to interview 
Downey immediately. We are informing the British Smbassy to this 
effect today. We are also SepnetaS pumares paragraph 3 of O'Neill's 
comments on the release of Mills ami Proulx, which we received from 
the British Embassy on October 28. (We sent you this document as an 
enclosure to my last letter.) Our reply will recommend tnat O'Neill 
proceed to dispatch inmediately an identical letter to each prisoner. 
This letter will reiterate the terms of the Agreed Announcement, and 
confirm the readiness of the British MSmbassy in Peking to contact the 


atusn. We will give O'Neill a certain amount of latitude in 
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drafting tne letter so as to enable hin to get aroumi the objection 
that any repetition of tne Agreed Announcement would seem to indicate 
a lack of confidence in tiie assurances that Chou En-lai personally 
gave to °'Weill that each American had been notified. We do not 

know what °'Neill meant by saying tiat “I do not think the Chinese 
will allow me to act until they have confirmation tnat Indians in 
United States will receive reciprocal rights". We are asking for 
clarification of this. 

Chou En-lai's conversation with O'Neill of October 29 is 
undoubtedly of considerable significanse. We take it as signifying 
that the PRC is likely to increase the pressure for a higher level 
conference and that our difficulties in indefinitely maintaining 
tae conversations at the present level will increase. 

You will be interested to know that Joe Alsop remarked to me 
only) yesterday that our tactic of dragging out the talks, and our 
motivation for doing so, were transparently clear to him. de said 
that Krishna Menon had revealed in a recent conversation with him 
tuat he (Menon) also saw this clearly. Naturally Alsop thinks the 
Chinese Communists see this with increasing clearness, and are likely 
to manifest growing impatience. 

I hope you get some conclusive word from the Secretary on our 
guidance for your next meeting in time for jou to map out your 
campaign without undue haste. His visit to Madrid probably complicated 


matters somewhat for you. I suppose tiere is not now much chance of 
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- , 
submitting our draft on remunciation of force at tie next seting, 
but we would hope that it could be dome on Nowember 10 at the 
latest. 

Our people are working activel, with Colonel Honroe of defense 
on assembling the information on the best cases amon the 450. it 
is slow ant frustating business. 

Do you have in your files a copy af the ORF Intellizense 
Report io. 6858 of March 22, 1955, entitled “Chinese Communist 
Views on Taiwan*? This is useful background historical zsterial. 
we will semi you a copy at onse if you do not already have it. This 
study shows that back in the 30's the Chinese Commnists pretty 
consistently took tie stand that Taiwan should be iniependent andi 
was not « pert of China. 

Regards and good fortune to you, 


s ; 4 Py ae 
/ ait wo MAb fF 2 sitter 
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FOLLOWING IS SUGGESTED REDRAFT OF AGREED ANNOUNC ON RENUNC IAT! 

OF FORCE WHICH HAS BEEN SHOWN TO THE SECRETARY AND PHLEGER AND HAS — fi 
THEIR GENERAL CONCURRENCE. HOWEVER DESIRE TO RECEIVE DEPARTMENT'S ~~ yb 

, COMMENTS. IN PARTICULAR DESIRE *COMMENTS ON INCLUSION PHRASE | 
© "TO ACHIEVE ITS NATIONAL POLICY OBJECTIVES WHEN THIS WOULD THREATEN 
INTERNATIONAL PEACE" IN LAST TWO PARAGRAPHS. THERE IS SOME THOUGHT(y § 
THIS MIGHT BE OMITTED FROM FIRST DRAFT PRESENT TO WANG AND POSSIBLY = f%#: 
RETAINED FOR LATER INTRODUCTION DURING COURSE NEGOTIATIONS. ES 
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of the United States 


|}. THE AMBASSADORS OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND THE PEOPLE'S 
REPUBLIC OF CHINA IN THE DISCUSSION OF THE PRACTICAL MATTERS AT ISSUE fgg 
BETWEEN THE TWO SIDES HAVE RECOGNIZED THAT THE TWO COUNTRIES CONFRONT 

EACH OTHER WITH POLICIES WHICH ARE IN CERTAIN RESPECTS INCOMPATIBLE.  iyaee 
THETR GOVERNMENTS ARE DETERMINED, HOWEVER, THAT THEIR FIRST OBJECTIVE fox 
WILL BE TO SEE THAT THESE DIFFERENCES DO NOT LEAD TO ARMED CONFLICToy | Ge oy 
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2. THEIR DETERMINATION NOT TO RESORT TO WAR DOES NOT MEAN THAT - iter ba 
GOVERNMENT MUST RENOUNCE ANY POLICY OBJECTIVES WHICH IT CONSIDERS a 
IT 1S LEGITIMATELY ENTITLED TO ACHIEVE OR RENOUNCE THE RIGHT OF 
INDIVIDUAL OR COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE. IT DOES MEAN THAT NEITHER 
WILL INITIATE THE USE OF FORCE TO IMPLEMENT ITS POLICIES. 


3. THEIR DETERMINATION NOT TO RESORT TO_THE USE OF FORCE 0 “an HE 
POLICIES OF EITHER PARTY PREVAIL OVER THOSE OF THE OTHER DOES NOT Eg 





3 INVOLVE THE INTERESTS OF THIRD PARTIES NOR DOES IT INVOLVE T i) Fr 
en JUSTICE OR, INJUSTICE OF CONFLICTING CLAIMS. ry 
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4. THEY RECOGNIZE THE BASIC PRINCIPLE THAT THE USE OF FORCE TO ACHIEVEgg 
NATIONAL OBJECTIVES DOES NOT ACCORD WITH ACCEPTED STANDARDS OF 
CONDUCT UNDER INTERNATIONAL LAW IF IT CONSTITUTES A THREAT TO 
INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND SECURITY AND JUSTICE. 


5. FURTHERMORE, THEY RECOGNIZE THAT THE DETERMINATION NOT TO RESORT 
TO THE THREAT OR USE OF FORCE IS ESSENTIAL TO THE JUST SETTLEMENT 

OF DISPUTES BY PEACEFUL MEANS, FOR NEGOTIATIONS CANNOT ACHIEVE 

FAIR AND EQUITABLE SOLUTIONS IF CONDUCTED UNDER THE OVERHANGING 


THREAT THAT FORCE MAY BE RESORTED TO WHEN ONE PARTY DOES NOT AGREE 
WITH THEN OTHER. 










6. ACCORDINGLY; AMBASSADOR U. ALEXIS JOHNSON INFORMED AMBASSADOR 
WANG PING-NAN THAT: IN GENERAL, AND WITH PARTICULAR REFERENCE TO THE 
TAIWAN AREA, THE USA RENOUNCES THE USE OF FORCE TO ACHIEVE !TS NATIONA 
POLICY OBJECTIVES WHEN THIS WOULD THREATEN INTERNATIONAL PEACE, 
EXCEPT IN INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE. 


{+ AMBASSADOR WANG PING-NAN INFORMED AMBASSADOR U. ALEXIS JOHNSON 
THAT: IN GENERAL, AND WITH PARTICULAR REFERNECE TO THE TAIWAN AREA, 
THE PRC RENOUNCES THE USE OF FORCE TO ACHIEVE ITS NATIONAL POLICY 
OBJECTIVES WHEN THIS WOULD THREATEN INTERNATIONAL PEACE, EXCEPT IN 
INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE. 
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FROM JOHNSON. 


1. | OPENED TWENTY=-FOURTH MEETING TODAY BY PRESENTING PREPARED 
STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION OF ITEM ONE, AS FOLLOWS: 


A. MR. AMBASSADOR, |! WAS PLEASED TO LEARN AFTER OUR LAST 
MEETING THAT TWO IMPRISONED AMERICANS HAD BEEN RELEASED 

~ MISS HARRIET MILLS AND FATHER ARMAND PROULX. IT IS EN- 
VOURAGING TO SEE THAT APPROPRIATE MEASURES HAVE BEEN TAKEN TO 
PERMIT RETURN OF TWO OF 19 AMERICANS. | EARNESTLY HOPE AND 
EXPECT THAT RELEASE OF THESE 2 WILL BE FOLLOWED BY EXPEDITIOUS 
RELEASE OF THE REMAINDER AS PROVIDED IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


SGSe-1|t/S6°I1IO 


B. | WAS ALSO GRATIFIED TO LEARN THAT DAY BEFORE OUR LAST 
MEETING BRITISH CHARGE IN PEKING WAS INFORMED THAT HE COULD, 

'N ACCORDANCE WITH AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, VISIT AND CORRESPOND 
WITH AMERICANS IN PRISON. THIS IS ANOTHER GRATIFYING IN- 
DICATION THAT SOME STEPS ARE BEING TAKEN TO IMPLEMENT AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT AND TO ENABLE UK CHARGE TO UNDERTAKE HIS FUNCTIONS. 


C. | MUST ADD, HOWEVER, THAT | WAS SURPRPSED THAT BRITISH 
CHARGES VISITS AND CORRESPONDENCE WITH IMPRISONED AMERICANS tn 
|S TO BE IN CONFORMITY WITH "RULES AND REGULATIONS GOVERNING tr 
PRISONERS! RECEIVING AND CORRESPONDING WITH RELATIVES. rm Q 
OF COURSE, BRITISH CHARGE IS NOT RELATIVE BUT OFFICIAL +OF |: 
HIS GOVT CHARGED UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WITH SPECIF FE j, j 
OFFICIAL FUNCTIONS. | EXPECT THAT HE WILL NOT BE RESTREC 4 
BY THESE REGULATIONS IN PERFORMANCE OF HIS OFFICIAL FUNETIONS [3] 
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CONFIDENTIAL 
-2- 1056, NOVEMBER 3, 9 PM (SECTION | OF 5), FROM GENEVA. 


D. AS | HAVE INFORMED YOU AT OUR PREVIOUS MEETINGS, INDIAN 
EMBASSY WAS FULLY AUTHORIZED TO UNDERTAKE iTS FUNCTIONS IN US 
IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING ISSUANCE OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. OF 
COURSE WE, TOO, HAVE REGULATIONS GOVERNING VISITS BY FAMILIES 
TO PRISONERS. HOWEVER, MY GOVT HAS AUTHORIZED ME TO INFORM YOU 
THAT NO RESTRICTIONS ARE IMPOSED ON INDIAN AMBASSADOR IN 
CARRYING OUT HIS FUNCTIONS UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


Ef. IMPORTANT FACT, OF COURSE, IN ALL THIS DISCUSSION OF THE 
DETAILS OF IMPLEMENTATION IS THAT IN OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
ON SEPTEMBER 10 WE STATED THAT ALL THOSE WHO WANTED TO RETURN 
WERE FREE TO DO SO AND THAT AF’PROPRIATE MEASURES COULD BE 
TAKEN TO ENABLE THEM TO DO SO EXPEDITIOUSLY. 

2. WANG REPLIED THAT HE HAD BEEN TELLING ME FOR LONG TIME HIS 
GOVT WOULD BE FAITHFUL IN IMPLEMENTING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
AND THAT THIRC STATE WOULD BE ABLE TO CARRY OUT FUNCTIONS. 


3. | CONTINUED WITH EXTEMPORANEOUS STATEMENT ON RENUNC IA: ION 
OF FORCE. | ACKNOWLEDGED RECEIPT OF REVISED ENGLISH VERSION 
AND STATED WE WERi CONTINUING STUDY OF HIS DRAFT AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT . 


4. | SAID RENUNC!ATION OF FORCE WAS SUBJECT ON WHICH IT WAS 
IMPORTANT THERE BE FULL UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN US. IT WAS NOT 
AN AREA IN WHICH PROLEMS COULD BE RESOLVED BY UNCLEAR OR 
CLOUDY LANGUAGE THAT MAY MEAN ONE THING TO ONE SIDE, ANOTHER 
THING TO THE OTHER SIDE. 


5. | SAID WE BOTH RECOGNIZED THAT WE FACED PRACTICAL SITUATION 
IN TAIWAN AREA. MY GOVT IS DETERMINED INSOFAR AS IT LIES 
WITHIN ITS POWERS THAT THERE BE NO HOSTILITIES. IF HIS GOVT 
HAS SAME DETERMINATION, QUESTION OF POSSIBILITY OF HOSTILITIES 
ARISING IN AREA CAN BE RESOLVED. 


6. | SAID IN CONSIDERING HIS DRAFT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 
| WOULD LIKE TO BE ABLE TO INFORM MY GOVT EXACTLY TO WHAT 
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RAISING THIS SUBJECT. IN THAT STATEMENT | HAD SAID TO USE 
FORCE TO ACHIEVE NATIONAL OBJECTIVES DOES NOT ACCORD WITH 
ACCEPTED STANDARDS OF CONDUCT UNDER INTERNATIONAL LAW. | 
HAD CITED INSTANCES AND EXAMPLES IN WHICH THIS PRINCIPLE WAS 
ENUNCIATED. | HAD SAID US HAS IN PAST AND IS WILLING AGAIN 
TO ENUNCIATE THIS PRINCIPLE. 


7- | SAID QUESTION | WOULD LIKE TO BE ABLE TO ANSWER TO MY 
GOVT 1S WHETHER OR NOT DRAFT IS INTENDED INCORPORATE THIS 
PRINCIPLE. 





8. | SAID | HAD ALSO NOTED I™ DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT INCLUSION 
OF AGREEMENT ON MEETING OF FOREIGN MINISTERS OF OUR TWO 
COUNTRIES. THIS APPEARED TO LINK QUESTION OF DECLARATION THAT 
FORCE NOT BE USED TO SETTLE DISPUTES WITH A PARTICULAR FORM 
OF NEGOTIATIONS. THESE TWO THINGS ARE QUITE DIFFERENT FROM 
ONE ANOTHER. IF PRINCIPLE NON-RECOURSE TO FORCE 1S 

SOUND, I!T 1S SOUND FOR ITS OWN SAKE AND NOT PROPER TO LINK 
IT WITH ANY PARTICULAR FORM OF NEGOTIATION. WEI THER UN 
CHARTER, PORTIONS OF WHICH HE HAD QUOTED, NOR ANY OTHER 
PRINCIPLE | KNOW OF, STATES PROBLEMS MUST BE NEGOTIATED 
BETWEEN FOREIGN MINISTERS OF COUNTRIES. 


9. | SAID UN CHARTER AND OTHER STATEMENTS THIS SUBJECT REFER 

TO PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES. MANY WAYS OF PEACEFULLY 
SETTLING DISPUTES AND MANY CHANNELS THROUGH WHICH NEGOTIATIONS 
BETWEEN GOVTS CAN BE CARRIED ON FOR PURPOSE PEACEFULLY SETTLING 
DISPUTES. AS WE BOTH KNEW, NORMAL CHANNEL IS BETWEEN AMBASSADORS 
OR BETWEEN AMBASSADOR AND FOREIGN OFFICE. 


10. | SAID MY GOVT HAD SUGGESTED THE PRESENT TALKS FOR PUR- 
POSE PEACEFULLY DISCUSSING AND SETTLING DISPUTES. | DID NOT 
SEE HOW QUESTION OF ANOTHER LEVEL OF TALKS AROSE UNTIL WE HAD 
COMPLETED THE TALKS HERE. 


11. | SAID THE IMPORTANT POINT WAS THAT WHATEVER WORDS WERE 
USED OR WHATEVER FORM WE ADOPTED, IT BE PERFECTLY CLEAR THAT 
NEITHER OF US WOULD USE FORCE IN TAIWAN AREA. 


12. | SAID 
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12. | SAID THAT IN MY ORIGINAL STATEMENT | HAD SAID WE 
SHOULD BOTH OF US CLEARLY RENOUNCE FORCE TO MAKE POLICIES OF 
, EITHER OF US PREVAIL OVER THOSE OF OTHER. WE CONSIDERED 
; THAT THIS APPLIED PARTICULARLY TO TAIWAN AREA. 





13. | SAID THIS INVOLVED NO THIRD PARTIES, NOR DID IT IN- 


WY 

S VOLVE JUSTICE OR INJUSTICE OF CONFLICTING CLAIMS. 
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14. | SAID | WOULD APPRECIATE HIS OBSERVATIONS ON WHETHER 
HIS ANNOUNCEMENT INTENDED TO COVER POINTS | HAD RAISED IN 
MY ORIGINAL STATEMENT, WHICH WAS PROPOSAL HIS SIDE DECLARE IT 
WOULD NOT RESORT TO FORCE IN TAIWAN AREA EXCEPT DEFENSIVELY, 


AS ! HAD SAID AT TIME, US PREPARED MAKE CORRESPONDING DE- 
CLARAT ION, 


15 | CONCLUDED THAT WHATEVER ANSWER HE MIGHT GIVE ME WOULD 
BE OF GREAT HELP IN CONSIDERING HIS PROPOSAL, 


16. WANG REPLIED THAT HE SHARED MY VIEW THAT PURPOSE OF 
TALKS IS TO SETTLE DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES PEACEFULLY, 
AND IN PARTICULAR DISPUTES IN TAIWAN AREA, 


of the United States 


17. WANG CONTINUED WITH PREPARED STATEMENT ON THIS SUBJECT, 
WHICH HE ELABORATED EXTEMPORANEOUSLY, HE SAID THAT | HAD 
SAID AT THE PREVIOUS MEETING. THAT TAIWAN HAD BEEN RESTORED 
TO CHINA FROM JAPAN, THAT 1S EXACTLY WHAT FORMER PRESIDENT 
TRUMAN SAID IN STATEMENT OF JANUARY 5, 1950, NO MATTER WHAT 
WAS THEN CHINESE GOVT, NO ONE CAN DENY TAIWAN IS CHINESE 
TERRIROTY, AS THIS |S CASE, LIBERATION OF TAIWAN CANNOT 

BUT BE ADMITTED AS DOMESTIC AFFAIR OF CHINA, 
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18. WANG SAID US CANNOT COVER UP US ARMED ENCROACHMENT 
TAIWAN AND INTERFERENCE CH!NESE PEOPLEtS LIBERATION TAIWAN 
AND COASTAL ISLANDS BY CONCLUDING TREATY WITH CHIANG KAl- 
SHEK CLIQUE, | NEVERTHELESS | HAD GONE SO FAR AS TO TRY TO 
MIX UP CIVIL CONFLICT IN CHINA WITH INTERNATIONAL MATTERS 
BY INVOKING TREATY, HIS SIDE COULD NEVER ACCEPT THIS, 
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WANG SAID | HAD STATED | HAD NO INTENT DEBATE CONFLICTING 
POLICIES TAIWAN IN ORDER TO AVOID LONG FUTILE CONTROVERSY, 
HOWEVER, IF WE TO DISCUSS HOW NON-RECOURSE TO FORCE MAY BE 
APPLIED TO SINO-US DISPUTE IN AREA, WE CANNOT EVADE FACT US 
RESORTING TO THREAT AND USE OF FORCE, THAT FACT GAVE 
RISE TO SINO-US DISPUTE IN AREA, WHICH 1S PRESSING FOR 

} SOLUTION, 


20. WANG SAID HE HAD REPEATEDLY POINTED OUT THAT IN DIS- 
CUSSING PRINCIP LDS OF NON-RECOURSE TO FORCE, DISTINCTION MUST 
BE MADE BETWEEN INTERNAL CONFLICT AND INTERNAT!ONAL DISPUTE, 
INTERNAL CONFLICT NO BUSINESS OF PRESENT TALKS, ANOUNCEMENT 
SHOULD NOT HAVE ANYTHING TO DO WITH INTERNAL MATTERS OF ANY 
COUNTRY, 





21. WANG SAID CHINESE PEOPLE ALWAYS STRIVE FOR PEACEFUL 
SOLUTIONS EVEN iN REALM OF INTERNAL MATTERS, BUT IT WAS 
CHIANG KAI=SHEK WHO STARTED LARGE SCLAE INTERNAL CONFLICT 
IN 1946, AS EVEN STATE DEPT WHITE PAPER ADMITTED, CHINESZ 
PEOPLE COMPELLED RESORT TO WAR TO OVERTHROW CHIANG RULE AND 
ESTABLISH PRC, 


22. WANG SAID TODAY REMNANT ELEMENTS CHIANG CLIQUE STILL 
HAUNT TAIWAN, WAG!ING DISRUPTIVE WAR AGAINST MAINLAND CHINA, 
NEVERTHELESS, CHINESE PEOPLE STILL WILLING, CONDITIONS PER- 
MITTING, STRIVE LIBERATION TAIWAN BY PEACEFUL MEANS, 

THIS INTERNAL MATTER, NOT SUBJECT PRESENT TALKS, 
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23. WANG SAID US GOVT HAD INDICATED IT DOES NOT INTEND SPEAK 
FOR CHIANG KAI-SHEK, NOR CAN HIS SIDE ACCEPT US TO REPRESENT 
CHIANG IN TALKS, HE CANNOT AGREE TO A PUBLIC ANNOUNCE- 

MENT WHICH WOULD TOUCH ON A CHINESE INTERNAL AFFAIR, 


24, WANG SAID | HAD SPOKEN OF SITUATIONS OF DIVISION IN OTHER 
PARTS OF THE WORLD, AS FAR AS CHINA CONCERNED, THIS METOPHOR 
OUT OF PLACE AND CANNOT JUSTIFY US ENCROACHMENT ON TAIWAN, 

ANY ATTEMPT SPLIT CHINA INTO TWO CHINAS UNACCEPTABLE TO 
CHINESE PEOPLE, 
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25.2 WANG SAiD HIS DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT ON BASIS UN CHARTER 
CALLED FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES WITHOUT RESORT ING 
TO THREAT OR USE OF FORCE, THIS MET SPIRIT OF MY STATEMENT 
CONCERNING SETTLING DISPUTES BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES 
PEACEFULLY, 


26. WANG SAID, IN ORDER REALIZE THIS DESIRE, APPROPRIATE 
BOTH SIDES HOLD CONFERENCE OF FOREIGN MINISTERS TO SETTLE 
| QUESTION OF AND ELiMINATE TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA, 


27- WANG CONCLUDED IF US GENUINELY SEEKING PEACEFUL SETTLE- 
MENT, THERE NO REASON WE CANNOT AGREE MAKE SUCH ANNOUNCEMENT, 
NO JUSTIFICATION FOR STALLING IN ISSUING SUCH ANNOUNCEMENT, 


28. | REPLIED THAT | D!ID NOT SEE HOW HIS REMARKS ADVANCED THE 
SITUATION VERY MUCH, WAS | TO TAKE IT AS HIS POSITION THAT 
NEGOT!ATIONS BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES COULD BE CARRIED ON 
ONLY AT THE FOREIGN MINISTERSt LEVEL? 


8 —— gga 





29. WANG REPLIED THAT HIS SIDE REGARDED DISPUTE IN TAIWAN 
AREA AS GRAVEST EXISTING DISPUTE BETWEEN CHINA AND US, 
AFFECTING NOT ONLY RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND US BUT ALSO 
SECURITY AND PEACE IN FAR FAST, THEREFORE IT HIS VIEW THAT 
IT WOULD BE MORE PRACTICAL REFER SUCH GRAVE PROBLEM TO 
CONFERENCE OF FOREIGN MINISTERS OF OUR TWO COUNTRIES, 


of the United States 


30. WANG SAID IF | CONSIDERED MYSELF FULLY AUTHORIZED AND ABLE 
ASSUME RESPONSIBIL!TY FOR SETTLING QUESTION OF WITHDRAWAL 

US ARMED FORCES FROM TAIWAN AREA, HE WOULD JOIN ME IN DISCUSSING 
THIS QUESTION HERE, 
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31. | REPLIED THAT | UNDERSTOOD THEN THAT NEGOTIATIONS COULD 
BE CARRIED ON AT LEVEL OTHER THAN FOREIGN MINISTER, 


32. WANG SAiD THAT iF | HAD POWER SETTLE QUESTION TO WHICH 
HE HAD REFERRED, HE WOULD JOIN ME IN DISCUSSING THE PROBLEM, 
HE WAS NOT TRYING TO EVADE DISCUSSION OF THE QUESTION, 


33. | SAID THAT NEXT QUESTION | WISHED TO RAISE WAS ONE | 
HAD RAISED BEFORE, WE HAVE DIFFERENT VIEWS WITH RESPECT 
~ NATURE OF DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA, DID HE AGREE THAT FIRST AND MOST 
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IMPORTANT ASK IS MAKE SURE DIFFERENT VIEWS DO NOT LEAD US TO 
WAR? WE RECOGNIZED THERE IS PRACTICAL SITUATION IN AREA, 
OVERWHELMINGLY IMPORTANT QUESTION OF PRINCIPLE WAS THAT PRAC- 
TICAL SITUATION SHOULD NOT LEAD US TO WAR, 


34. | SAID HE HAD REFERRED TO SITUATION AS INTERNAL MATTER 
AND HAD SAID "CONDITIONS PERMITTING" HIS SIDE WOULD STRIVE 
FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT, AS |! HAD POINTED OUT AT LAST 
MEETING, THAT IS VERY DIFFERENT FROM SAYING FORCE WILL NOT 
BE RESORTED TO IN AREA EXCEPT DEFENSIVELY, 


35~- | SAID OBLIGATION TO SEEK PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT AND NOT 

TO RESORT TO FORCE DID NOT REVOLVE ABOUT THE QUESTION OF 
INTERNAL MATTER OR INTERNATIONAL MATTER, QUESTION IS WHETHER 
USE OF FORCE WOULD ENDANGER INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND SECURITY, 


36. | SAID HE HAD QUOTED PROTIONS OF UN CHARTER, | WOULD 
LIKE TO QUOTE ANOTHER PORTION THAT HAS PERTINENCE TO THE 
SITUATION, | READ PARAGRAPH 1, ARTICLE 33, CHAPTER VI, 

OF CHARTER, 


37. | SAID TEST IS NOT WHETHER QUESTION 1S INTERNAL OR 
EXTERNAL, BUT WHETHER IT AFFECTS INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND 
SECURITY, SAME POINT MADE IN ARTICLE 1 OF CHARTER, WHICH 
REFERS TO "SITUATIONS WHICH MIGHT LEAD TO BREACH OF PEACE", 
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38. 1 SAID MY PURPOSE IS NOT TO GET INTO LEGALISTIC ARGUMENT 
OVER INTERPRETATION OF CHARTER. | SIMPLY MEAN TO POINT OUT THAT 
CHARTER IS ONE OF PLACES WHERE PRINCIPLE WAS ENUNCIATED THAT IT 
IS CONTRARY ACCEPTED STANDARDS OF INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS USE 


FORCE IN SITUATIONS LIKELY TO ENDANGER INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND 
SECURITY. 


\ 39. | SAID | WAS NOT ASKING HIM ACCEPT PROPOSITION THAT PROBLEM | 
IN TAIWAN AREA IS NOT INTERNAL. TO SAY FORCE WILL NOT BE 
RESORTED TO IN TAIWAN AREA DOES NOT PREJUDICE HIS POSITION IN 
REGARD TO NATURE OF DISPUTE. | WAS NOT SUGGESTING HE SAY ANYTHING 
THAT WOULD PREJUDICE HIS POSITION. | WAS SIMPLY ASKING WHETHER 


1T 1S INTENT OF HIS DRAFT TO MAKE CLEAR THAT FORCE WILL NOT 
BE RESORTED TO EXCEPT DEFENSIVELY. 


4O. | SAID IT WAS OF EXTREME IMPORTANCE THAT WE BE ABSOLUTELY 
CLEAR BETWEEN OURSELVES ON THIS. IT WOULD BE MOST UNFORTUNATE 
AND DISCUSSIONS HERE WOULD BE COUNTERPRODUCTIVE IF WE 


PRODUCED WORDS THAT MEANT ONE THING TO HIM AND ANOTHER THING 
TO US. 


4i. | SAID THAT | WAS HONESTLY NOT CLEAR WHAT HIS POSITION 
WAS. 


ATA 


42. WANG REPLIED THAT HIS SIDE "USED TO MAINTAIN" IN DISCUSSIONS 
BETWEEN US THAT US SHOULD WITHDRAW ITS ARMED FORCES TO EXPRESS 
ITS SINCERITY. | HAD REPEATEDLY URGED THAT A STATEMENT BE ISSUED 
TO EFFECT THAT ALL DISPUTES SHOULD BE SETTLED PEACEFULLY WITHOUT 
RESORTING TO FORCE. DRAFT WAS INTENDED TO SATISFY THIS REQUEST 
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43. WANG SAID ANY DRAFT MUST REPRESENT COMMON POINT OF VIEW 


BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES. HIS DRAFT CONTAINED THREE POINTS 
SUITABLE TO BOTH OF US: 


Ae FIRST, !T CONTAINED ARTICLE FROM UN CHARTER ON WHICH HE WAS 
SURE WE COULD HAVE NO DIFFERENCE OF OPINION. NEARLY EVERYONE 
HAS LEARNED STIPULATIONS OF UN CHARTER BY HEART. 


B. SECOND, DRAFT PROVIDED FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES 
WITHOUT RESORTING TO FORCE. HE WAS SURE WE COULD AGREE ON THIS 


POINT. DRAFT PROVIDED THAT BOTH CHINA AND US WILL NOT RESORT 
TO FORCE. 


Ce THIRD, DRAFT SUGGESTS CONFERENCE AT HIGHER LEVEL SHOULD BE 
HELD TO SETTLE QUESTION OF TENSION TAIWAN AREA. EVEN SOME 
RESPONS|BLE PERSONAGES IN US HAD EXPRESSED 1!S DESIRE. 


44, WANG SAID IT SEEMED THEREFORE HIS DRAFT PROPOSAL WAS 
REASONABLE AND ABLE TO FACILITATE OUR TALKS. THE POSITION OF 


HIS SIDE WAS QUITE CLEAR, AND IF | HAD INTENT TO UNDERSTAND IT, 
| WOULD BE ABLE TO DO SO. 


45. WANG SAID HIS SIDE WAS IN FULL AGREEMENT WITH PROVISION UN 
CHARTER | HAD QUOTED. ARTICLES QUOTED PROVIDE FOR PEACEFUL 
SETTLEMENT INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES WITHOUT RESORTING TO WAR. 

THAT 1S WHAT HIS SIDE 1S STRIVING FOR. HOWEVER IN THESE ARTICLES 
AND IN OTHER PORTIONS OF UN CHARTER THERE ARE NO PROVISIONS 


PERMITTING ONE COUNTRY TO INTERFERE IN INTERNAL AFFAIRS 
OF ANOTHER. 


46. WANG SAID THAT 1S WHY HE HAD STATED WE MUST NOT MIX UP TwO 
DISTINCT PROBLEMS. DISTINCTION MUST BE MADE BETWZEN INTERNAL AND 
INTERNATIONAL ISSUES. FIRST POINT WE MUST BE CLEAR ON |S THAT 
INTERNAL CONFLICT 1S NOT MIXED UP WITH INTERNATIONAL. 


47. WANG SAID SECOND POINT |S QUESTION OF INTERFERENCE IN 
INTERNAL AFFAIRS OF OTHER COUNTRIES. FACT THAT US HAS USED 
ARMED FORCE AGAINST TAIWAN HAS BROUGHT US TOGETHER IN PRESENT 
TALKS. WE SHOULD DISCUSS QUESTION OF INTERFERENCE IN CHINESE 
INTERNAL AFFAIRS ON PART OF US. IF AMERICAN ARMED FORCE !S 
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WITHDRAWN FROM TAIWAN AND US AVOIDS INTERFERENCE IN INTERNAL 


AFFAIRS OF CHINA, A NEW PAGE IN RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND US 
WOULD EMERGE. 


48. WANG SAID IF US COULD MEET TWO POINTS MENTIONED ABOVE, 
QUESTION HOW CHINESE PEOPLE WILL DEAL WITH CHIANG CLIQUE IS 
MATTER OF CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS. CHINESE PEOPLE HAVE CON- 
SISTENTLY EXPRESSED WILLINGNESS DEAL WITH CHIANG BY PEACEFUL 


MEANS. THAT |S TO SAY, CHINA ALSO WILLING SETTLE INTERNAL 
ISSUES BY PEACEFUL MEANS. 


49, WANG SAID IN SAME MANNER {1S SIDE WILLING SETTLE DISPUTES 


BETWEEN US AND CHINA. HE WAS SURE HE HAD MADE HIS POSITION QUITE 
CLEAR. 


50. WANG SAID ANY SOVEREIGN STATE MUST AND SHOULD ADOPT SUCH 
POSITION. IN PAST US ALWAYS STATED !|TS DESIRE MAINTAIN TERRITORIAL 
INTEGRITY CHINA. US EVEN MADE PLEDGE IT WOULD NOT INTERFERE 
CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS. THESE TWO STATEMENTS IN US HISTORY 

ARE QUITE JUST AND WELCOMED BY CHINESE PEOPLE. GRAVE TEST 

FACING US IS IMPLEMENTING NOW TWO SOLEMN PLEDGES MADE IN PAST. 


51. WANG SAID US HAS STATED HISTORY OF CHINA FULL OF HUMILIATIONS, 
FOREIGN OCCUPATION, SPECIAL PRIVILEGES ON PART OF FOREIGNERS, 
AND ENCROACHMENT ON TERRITORY. FOREIGN COUNTRIES ENCROACHED 
ON AND OCCUPIED TERRITORY INCLUDING TAIWAN AND MANCHURIA AND 


EXPLAINED AS FOREIGN ENCROACHMENTS CHINESE SOVEREIGNTY CONTRARY 
TO UN CHARTER. 


52. WANG SA!D SUCH STATEMENT ON PART OF US WAS IN ACCORD WITH 
HISTORY OF CHINA. HOWEVER, BREACHES OF CHINESE SOVEREIGNTY 

AND INTEGRITY OF CHINESE TERRITORY HAVE NOW BECOME MATTERS OF 
CHINESE HISTORY AND THESE COULD ONLY BE INFLICTED ON A WEAK 
GOVERNMENT. HUMIL!ATION COULD ONLY BE INFLICTED UPON WEAK STATE 
SUCH AS OLD CHINA OF PAST. THINGS HAVE CHANGCD ENTIRELY. TODAY 


GREAT, STRONG CHINA WILL NEVER ALLOW THAT HISTORY TO REPEAT 
ITSELF. 


53. WANG SAID HIS PRESENT REQUIREMENT 1S A MINIMUM ONE. WHAT HE 
SOUGHT WAS TO PRESERVE SOVEREIGNTY AND TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY 


OF HIS COUNTRY. SUCH WAS HIS POSITION. HE HOPED | WOULD UNDERSTAND 
HIS POSITION. 
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10 54, | REPLIED THAT iT WAS GETTING LATE AND THAT | HAD TWO OTHER 


MATTERS | WISHED TO TAKE UP. THE DISCUSSION SO FAR HAD BEEN 
HELPFUL. | WOULD LIKE TO ASK ONE QUESTION, NOT IN AN ARGUMENTATIVE 
SPIRIT BUT TO SEE WHETHER WE WERE GETTING CLOSER TOGETHER, 

DID THE AMBASSADOR AGREE WITH ME THAT WHATEVER OUR DIFFERENCES 

OF INTERPRETATION AND VIEWS IN REGARD TO TAIWAN SITUATION MAY 

BE, PRESENT FACTUAL SITUATION IS SUCH THAT RESORT BY EITHER SIDE 
TO FORCE IN AREA WOULD ENDANGER INTERNATIONAL PEACE? 





55. WANG REPLIED THAT HE AGREED SO LONG AS CHINA'S iNTERNAL 
AFFAIRS WERE NOT INVOLVED, SO LONG AS DISPUTES BETWEEN CHINA 
AND US DID NOT INVOLVE CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS. IN SAME SPIRIT 
HIS PREMIER HAD STATED CHINESE PEOPLE AND AMERICAN PEOPLE WERE 
FRIENDLY, CHINESE PEOPLE DO NOT WANT TO FIGHT AMERICAN PEOPLE, 
PROVIDED BOTH RESPECT SOVEREIGNTY AND TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY OF 
OTHER SIDE. HIS SIDE WAS WILLING TO REACH A RECONCILIATION WITH 
US. HE HOPED US WOULD ALSO SHOW ITS RECONCILIATION BY ACTUAL 
DEEDS. 
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56. WANG SAID | HAD STATED THAT NO THIRD PARTIES WERE INVOLVED. 


57- | REPLIED THAT HE HAD NOT QUITE GRASPED MY QUESTION, 

MY QUESTION WAS WHETHER OR NOT THE AMBASSADOR AGREED THAT FACTUA 
SITUATION TAIWAN AREA WAS SUCH THAT INITIATION OF HOSTILITIES 

BY EITHER SIDE WOULD ENDANGER INTERNATIONAL PEACE. 


58. WANG REPLIED THAT OF COURSE INTERNATIONAL PEACE WAS BEING 
ENDANGERED. IT WAS NOT QUESTION OF RESORT TO FORCE BY .BOTH 
SIDES. IN FACT US ALREADY USING FORCE IN AREA. 
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~ 59. WANG SAID HE WAS SURE ALL HIS STATEMENTS TODAY WERE INTENDED ~ 


ANSWER MY QUESTIONS. IF |! WOULD STUDY HIS REMARKS | WOULD GET 
MY ANSWERS, 


60. | REPLIED THAT | COULD NOT AGREE THAT US USING FORCE IN AREA 
BUT THAT | WAS TRYING TO AVOID CONTROVERSY THIS POINT. | HAD 
PRESENTED VIEWS OF MY GOVERNMENT AT PRECEDING MEETING AND WOULD 
e NOT TAKE TIME TO REPEAT. | WOULD STUDY WHAT HE HAD SAID AND WOULD 
é DISCUSS THIS SUBJECT FURTHER AT SUBSEQUENT MEETING. 


61. | THEN PRESENTED PREPARED STATEMENT ON MISSING MILITARY 
PERSONNEL AS FOLLOWS: 





Ae AT LAST MEETING WHEN | RAISED QUESTION OF MISSING MILITARY 
PERSONNEL, YOU USED PHRASE "NON-EXISTENT". | DO NOT KNOW WHETHER 


YOU INTERPRET THIS TO MEAN MISSING MEN ARE NOW NON-EXISTENT OR 
WERE NON-EXISTENT. 


B. | MENTIONED MR. CRAIG AT OUR LAST MEETING, EVIDENCE INDICATES 
HE WAS ALIVE AND IN YOUR HANDS AT ONE TIME. | WANT TO ASSURE 

YOU OUR PURPOSE iS NOT TO EMBARRASS OR MAKE CHARGES BUT SIMPLY 
TO OBTAIN INFORMATION FOR FAMILIES OF THESE MEN, | WOULD LIKE 

TO MENTION ANOTHER NAME IN LIST | DISCUSSED LAST WEEK. NAME 

|S CORPORAL RUSSEL F. MORRIS OF US ARMY, CORPORAL MORRIS! 

NAME WAS LISTED AS PRISONER OF WAR IN SHANGHA! NEWS OF 


JUNE 30, 1951. AUGUST 1951 ISSUE OF CHINA MONTHLY REVIEW 
ALSO LISTED HIS NAME, 


of the United States 


Ce. IN LISTING HIS NAME ALONG WITH OTHERS, CHINA MONTHLY 
REVIEW STATES LIST COMPILED ON BASIS NEW CHINA NEWS AGENCY 
LIST OF POW'S WHO HAVE BROADCAST STATEMENTS OVER PEKING 
RADIO OR WHO HAVE ASKED CHINESE CORRESPONDENTS IN KOREA TO 


PUBLISH THEIR NAMES SO THAT THEIR FAMILIES MAY LEARN THAT 
THEY ARE PRISONERS. 
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D. IN REGARD TO YOUR STATEMENT LAST WEEK, | WANT TO ASK WHETHER 
THIS MEANS THAT RESPONSIBLE CORRESPONDENTS OF YOUR SIDE IN KOREA 
WOULD TAKE NAMES OF MISSING AMERICANS AND STATE THAT THEY ARE 
POW'S IN ORDER TO MISLEAD THEIR FAMILIES? WOULD YOUR AUTHORITIES 
PERMIT SUCH FALSE INFORMATION TO BE CIRCULATED BY NEW CHINA NEWS 
AGENCY? IT 1S DIFFICULT FOR ME TO BELIEVE THAT THIS IS CASE, 
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IF IT IS NOT CASE, THIS MAN WAS ALIVE AS PRISONER. OF WAR OF OF _XOUR— 
SIDE. HE WAS NOT RETURNED, NO REPORT OF HIS DEATH © REVERS BEEN 

RECEIVED, HIS BODY HAS NOT BEEN RETURNED. I AM SIMPLY ASKING 

THAT YOUR AUTHORITIES INVESTIGATE CASE AND TELL US WHAT HAPPENED 

TO HIM. THERE MUST BE SOME RECORD OF WHAT HAPPENED TO CORPORAL 

MORRIS AFTER AUGUST 1951. THERE SURELY CAN BE NO OBJECTION 

TO TNFORMING WHAT THAT RECORD IS SO THAT HIS FAMILY CAN BE 

INFORMED. IN SPITE OF OUR EFFORTS, WE SIMPLY HAVE NOT BEEN 

ABLE TO FIND OUT. THIS IS ALL I AM ASKING. JUST AS IN CASE OF 


CORPORAL MORRIS, I DO NOT SEE WHY THIS CANNOT BE DONE ALONG 
WITH OTHER NAMES, 


E. THIS MATTER IS ONE OF DEEP CONCERN TO FAMILIES OF MISSING 
MEN, TO AiL AMERICANS, AND TO MY GOVERNMENT. IT IS CLEARLY MATTER 
AT ISSUE BETWEEN OUR TWO GOVERNMENTS. 


62. WANG REPLIED THAT HE HAD MADE HIS POSITION CLEAR AT LAST 
MEFRTING AND COULD NOT ACCEPT DISCUSSION THIS MATTER. AS ALL 
CASES ENUMERATED HAPPENED IN 1951, THEY HAPPENED DURING KOREAN 
WAR. THERE IS A MILITARY ARMISTIC COMMISSION WHICH SPECIALLY 
DFAS WITH PRISONERS AND MISSING PERSONNEL. AMERICAN SIDE 
HAS SOME MEN MISSING AND NOT ACCOUNTED FOR. ON PART OF CHINESE 
AND KOREAN SIDE IN SAME MANNER THERE ARE MISSING MEN NOT ACCOUNTED 
FS, “TF Hie WERE TO ASK FOR INFORMATION CONCERNING THESE MEN, 
n te @ REQUESTS COULD ONLY -BE-REFERRED To-ARMTSTIC COMMISSION’ 

TIT KOREA. THESE MATTERS WITHIN SCOPE OF KOREAN WAR. 


O*. WANG SAID AS TO AMERICANS IN CHINA, HE HAD IN SPIRIT 
SCLUTRTMON GIVEN ME INFORMATION ON ALL AMERICANS IN CHINA. 

HE PENTEVED I COULD RAVE NO DOUBT CONCERNING IIS GoOD WILL THIS 
nF ABD. ~ FACTS IN PAST HAVE BORNE THIS OUT. 




















644. WANG SAID HE COULD NOT ACCEPT DISCUSSION OF MATTER OF MISSING 
PReSONNEL Tf KOREAN WAR. EVEN SECRETARY OF STATE DULLES STATED 

it] AUGUST © PRESS CONFERENCE THAT LIST OF MISSING PERSONNEL MUST 
NO! CAUSE HOPE ANY THESE MEN STILL ALIVE. 


(fe, Sep THB THAT WAS CORRECT. I HAD NOT ALLEGED THESE MEN WERE 
AGAVE. — J WAS.MERELY ASKING THAT IF THEY HAVE DIED WE BE TOLD THAT. 


U6. wie REPBIED HE HAD ALREADY INFORMED US OF WHAT HE KNEW. 
WBA’ iNyDID SGT KNOW HE COULD NOT TELL US. .IF I AGREED WITH 
SFURKIALY DULGES CONCERNING FATE THESE MEN AND THAT LIST MUST 
NOY CAIEIE HOP THAT THEY ARE ALIVE, HE DID NOT SEE WHY I 

RAISED QUESTION NON-EXISTENT MEN. 
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67. WANG SAID HE SYMPATHIZED WITH FAMILIES THESE MEN. THEY 


MUST BLAME THE CRIMINAL WAR. THE SUFFERING AND LOSSES OF CHINESE 
AND KOREAN PEOPLE WERE EVEN MORE SEVERE... 


68. | REPLIED THAT HIS REMARKS CONCERNING KOREAN WAR WERE 


ENTIRELY UNCALLED FOR BUT THAT | DID NOT INTEND TO DEBATE 
MATTER. 


69. | ASKED WHETHER HIS LINKING OF QUESTION OF OUR PERSONNEL 
WITH QUESTION OF HIS SIDE'S PERSONNEL MEANT THAT HIS AUTHORITIES 


DID HAVE INFORMATION THAT THEY WOULD UNDER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES 
BE WILLING TO FURNISH. 


Rep EAR SE 
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of the United States 


{Q. WANG REPLIED THAT HE WOULD NOT HAVE MADE REMARKS ABOUT 
KOREAN WAR HAD THIS ISSUE NOT BEEN PUT FORWARD. HE HAD NO 


INTENT DISCUSS QUESTION. HE HAD NO INFORMATION TO GIVE 
CONCERNING MEN ENUMERATED. 


{i. | REPLIED THAT HE DID NOT EVEN KNOW NAMES OF MEN. ALL | 
WAS ASKING THAT HE TAKE NAMES AND ASK FOR INFORMATION. IMMATERIAL 
WHETHER ANSWER SUPPLIED HERE OR IN MAC. ALL | ASKED WAS THAT HE 


TAKE NAMES, ASK HIS AUTHORITIES TO LOOK INTO MATTER. IF INFORMATION 
|S THAT MEN ARE NOT LIVING WE SHOULD BE TOLD. 
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{2. WANG REPLIED THAT SINCE THIS QUESTION HAD BEEN RAISED IN 
KOREA, IT SHOULD BE PUT THROUGH THE SAME CHANNEL. HE DID NOT 


THINK THIS WAS PROPER PLACE TO DISCUSS. HE HAD NO INTENT 
ENGAGE IN DEBATE WITH ME. 
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73. § ASKED HIM WHETHER HIS GOVERNMENT WAS WILLING INSTRUCT ITS 
REPRESENTATIVE IN MAC TO DISCUSS QUESTION THERE. IT WAS 
PRECISELY BECAUSE HIS SIDE HAD REFUSED TO DISCUSS MATTER AND 
ACCEPT NAMES THERE THAT IT HAD BECOME NECESSARY RAISE MATTER 
HERE. 


_— 74. WANG REPLIED THIS WAS NOT SUITABLE PLACE RAISE QUESTION. 


75- | SAID | WOULD NOT PURSUE THE MATTER FURTHER THIS MORN ING 5 
THAT | WISHED TO RAISE ANOTHER MATTER. | THEN PRESENTED PREPARED 
STATEMENT ON SUBJECT OF TRADE, AS FOLLOWS: 


A. MR. AMBASSADOR, AS | HAVE INDICATED TO YOU, WE ARE CONTINUING 
OUR STUDY OF YOUR DRAFT STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION OF FRANCE. 
| BELIEVE OUR DISCUSSION OF THIS SUBJECT THIS MORNING HAS BEEN 


‘ USEFUL. 

3 

- | B. | FULL WELL RECOGNIZE, AND | AM SURE YOU DO, THAT THE FORMULATION 
o OF ANY DECLARATION ON THIS SUBJECT AGREEABLE TO BOTH OF OUR 

po GOVERNMENTS 1S GOING TO BE A MATTER OF DELICACY THAT WILL REQUIRE 
ea. SOME THOUGHT AND TIME. 

o 

ra = C. AT OUR LAST MEETING YOU SUGGESTED THAT, FOLLOWING ANY , 

a AGREEMENT WE MAY BE ABLE TO REACH ON A RENUNCIATION OF FORCE 


STATEMENT, WE SHOULD UNDERTAKE DISCUSSION OF WHAT YOU TERM 
TRADE EMBARGO. 





D. | AM GLAD THAT YOU HAVE THUS RECOGNIZED THE INHERENT RELATION- 
SHIP BETWEEN THE TWO SUBJECTS AND THAT MY RESPONSE TO THE 
QUESTIONS WHICH YOU MAY RAISE UNDER YOUR ITEM OF TRADE EMBARGO 
MUST GREATLY DEPEND UPON THE DEGREE OF AGREEMENT WHICH WE ARE 
ABLE TO REACH WITH RESPECT TO RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. 
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E. THE TWO SUBJECTS ARE FUNDAMENTALLY RELATED AS THE MEASURES 
WHICH THE UNITED STATES AND OTHER LIKE-MINDED COUNTRIES HAVE 

| TAKEN WITH RESPECT TO TRADE WITH YOUR COUNTRY ARE IN RESPONSE 
TO CONSIDERATIONS OF NATIONAL SECURITY AND MUST BE CONSIDERED 
IN THAT LIGHT. 


F. HOWEVER, WHILE THE QUESTION OF RENUNCIATION OF FORCE IS 
BEING CONSIDERED, 1 WOULD, IN THE INTEREST OF EXPEDITING OUR 


—_ a 
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DISCUSSIONS, BE GLAD TO HEAR WHATEVER VIEWS YOU DESIRE TO PUT 
FORWARD WITH RESPECT TO TRADE. 


G. | DO THIS WITH REGARD TO YOUR SUBJECT EVEN THOUGH YOU HAVE 
THUS FAR REFUSED SERIOUSLY TO DISCUSS OR EVEN CONSIDER WITH ME 
THE QUESTION OF MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL WHICH IS A SUBJECT 
OF DEEP INTEREST TO MY GOVERNMENT AND PEOPLE AND WHICH 

CLEARLY IS A MATTER AT ISSUE BETWEEN US. | ALSO SAY TO YOU THAT 
| WOULD NOT CONSIDER IT WITHIN THE SPIRIT OF THESE TALKS 

TO REFUSE TO ACCEPT ANY MATERIAL WHICH YOU MAY DESIRE TO GIVE 
ME WITH RESPECT TO YOUR SUBJECT. 





H. IN DISCUSSING THE MATTER OF TRADE AT OUR MEETING OF SEPTEMBER 14 
YOU REFERRED TO WHAT YOU TERMED "ECONOMIC BLOCKADE AND EMBARGO 
IMPOSED BY U.S.". | AM NOT CLEAR AS TO WHAT YOU HAVE IN MIND 

IN THIS REGARD. | KNOW OF NO BLOCKADE AND | KNOW OF NOTHING 

IMPOSED BY THE U.S. ON ANYONE ELSE. 


|. | DO KNOW OF VARIOUS SOVEREIGN MEASURES TAKEN BY MY 
GOVERNMENT WITH RESPECT TO ECONOMIC INTERCOURSE BETWEEN MY 
COUNTRY AND YOUR COUNTRY. | ALSO KNOW OF COMMON MEASURES TAKEN 
BY SEVERAL OTHER COUNTRIES IN CONSULTATION WITH EACH OTHER 

AS WELL AS WITH THE UNITED STATES CONCERNING THE EXPORT TO YOUR 
COUNTRY OF STRATEGIC MATERIALS. | ALSO KNOW OF THE RESOLUTION 
OF MAY 18, 1951 BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE UNITED NATIONS 
RECOMMENDING AN EMBARGO ON THE SHIPMENT TO YOUR COUNTRY OF 
ARMS, AMMUNITION) IMPLEMENTS OF WAR AND OTHER STRATEGIC 
MATERIALS. 


J. THEREFORE, WHEN YOU PRESENT THE VIEWS OF YOUR GOVERNMENT, 
| HOPE THAT YOU WILL CLARIFY EXACTLY WHAT ASPECTS OF THIS 
MATTER YOU HAVE IN MIND. 


76. WANG REPLIED THAT AT THE LAST MEETING A HE HAD STATED THAT 
AFTER DISCUSSION OF QUESTION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, WE SHOULD 
GO ON TO QUESTION © EMBARGO. HE HAD NOT SAID THERE WAS ANY 
CONNECTION BETWEEN THESE QUESTIONS. 


{7- WANG SAID HE HAD NEVER INTENDED CREATE IMPRESSION THAT 
DISCUSSION OF CERTAIN SUBJECT IS PRECONDITION FOR DiSCUSSION 
ANOTHER. QUESTION OF EMBARGO IS PRECISELY ONE OF ISSUES BETWEEN 

US AND CHINA. IT IS EXACTLY ONE OF ITEMS WHICH SHOULD BE DISCUSSED. 
DISCUSSION AND SOLUTION OF THESE ISSUES AIMED AT IMPROVING 
RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES. 
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78. WANG SAID HE REGARDED EMBARGO UNREASONABLE BY PRINCIPLE. 
SUCH POLICY RUNS AGAINST PEACEFUL TRADE RELATIONS BETWEEN 
NATIONS. THEREFORE IT IS HIS VIEW THAT TO IMPROVE RELATIONS 
POLICY OF EMBARGO MUST BE ABOLISHED. ABOLITION OF EMBARGO 
POLICY IS IN ACCORD WITH DESIRES AND WISHES ALL PEOPLE INCLUDING 
US PEOPLE. 


79. WANG SAID HE RESERVED FURTHER DISCUSSION AT NEXT MEETING. 
HE ASKED WHETHER HE COULD BE GIVEN A COPY OF MY STATEMENT 
SINCE THEY HAD NOT TAKEN COMPLETE NOTES. 


80. WE AGREED THAT A COPY WOULD BE SENT THIS AFTERNOON. 


81. WANG ASKED WHETHER IT WOULD BE CONVENIENT THAT HE NEXT 
MEETING BE ADVANCED TO TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 8. 


82. | EXPLAINED THAT | HAD MADE PLANS WHICH IT WOULD BE SOMEWHAT 
DIFFICULT FOR ME TO CHANGE SO AS TO BE ABLE TO MEET WITH HIM 

ON NOVEMBER 8, BUT SAID | WOULD BE AGREEABLE TO MEETING ON 
FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 11. 


83. WANG INDICATED HE WOULD PREFER TO MEET ON THE REGUI.AR 
SCHEDULE ON THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 10. WE CONFIRMED THAT THE USUAL 
PRESS STATEMENT WOULD BE MADE. MEETING ENDED AT 12:50. 
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_ 1. SUGGEST THAT AT NEXT MEETING | PRESENT COUNTERDRAFT ON 

_ RENUNCIATION FORCE ALONG LINES MYTEL 1048, WOULD APPRECIATE 
DEPARTMENT'S SUGGESTIONS ON ANY ADDITIONAL POINTS | MIGHT 
MAKE IN THIS REGARD. 


2. REQUEST DEPARTMENT'S VIEWS ON TRANSMITTING AFTER NOVEMBER 10 
MEETING COPIES OUR ORIGINAL RENUNCIATION FORCE STATEMENT TOGETHER 
W!TH COPIES OUR COUNTERDRAFT TO NEHRU THROUGH COOPER, TO UK 
THROUGH EMBASSY WASHINGTON, AND WHETHER AND BY WHAT MEANS TO SOVIETS 


y-tl/S6°tt9s 


S 


of the United States 
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3. WANG WILL PRESUMABLY MAKE STATEMENT ON TRADE TO WHICH ! WILL 


MAKE NO REPLY AT THIS MEETING, EXCEPT TO ASK ANY QUESTIONS THAT MIGHT 
APPEAR USEFUL. 


4. SUGGEST THAT REGARDLESS OF ACTION THAT 1S TAKEN ON RECOMMENDATION 
LAST PARA MYTEL 1054 FOR FRESH APPROACH TO MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL 
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| 1T MUCH MORE EFFECTIVE TO DROP THIS ITEM FOR MEETING OR TWO AND THEN 
| RETURN TO IT RATHER THAN INVARIABLY BRING UP EACH MEETING WITH RESU 

"IT TENDS TAKE ON ASPECT ROUTINE MATTER. BELIEVE SAME CONSIDERATION > 
APPLIES TO IMPLEMENTATION, PARTICULARLY UNTIL O'NEILL HAS TIME MORE 

FULLY TO TEST HIS ABILITY, oswect? 
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1ITEM IN MAC, THAT | MAKE NO MENTION THIS ITEM AT NEXT MEETING. CONS IDER ES. 
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Letter No. 17 





Dear Walter: 


I have received your letters of October 29 and November 2. 


ee allied a ns a~- 
i t 
v bs 


- =F 


I first want to say that I greatly regret that it was impossible 
to discuss your TEDUL 42, in particular paragraph 2, with the 
Secretary until just prior to my meeting yesterday morning. The 
Secretary's Madrid trip and then the extreme pressure of his other 
appointments here made it impossible even to discuss it Wednesday 
night, so Herman and I were not able to get to him until 8:45 
yesterday morning. We talked for about 30 minutes and then I got 
off my very short 1044 to you before going to the meeting so as to 
let you know as quickly as possible what had ened. I had 
prepared for the meeting on the basis of asking questions, and 
with the shift of emphasis I had no time to prepare anything else 
and so talked entirely extemporaneously. I don't feel I made any 
bad slips and, on the whole, it was probably more effective than 
sitting and reading a prepared statement. 


| ca peu 


GSy-1L/Ss° Lig ——— 


— 


of the United States 


Our redraft here of the Agreed Announcement is, as you will 
recognize, simply a plagiarized and adapted version of the opening 
statement on the subject, which, however, it seems to me, well 
lent itself to the purpose. It seems to me that all the added 
"spinach" gives us something with much more political sex appeal and 
much more to talk about. 
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In the meeting yesterday I tried to partially lay the ground 
for introduction of some such draft and, particularly, to try to 
make the point to Wang that they need not sacrifice their position 
on Taiwan being a domestic issue by accepting our formula. 


W/S9 


In view of the longer gap now between meetings, I plan to 
send my next summary report by priority rather than niact, and the 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 


Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, at Dl 

Department of State, ; 

Washington, D. C. 7 
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full report by routine. Let me know if this does not work out 
satisfactorily from your standpoint. 


You are entirely right that I would be very reluctant to lose 
Ekvall. We are used to working with each other and he does very 
well at a very difficult job, particularly when I start extemporizing 
and get myself wound up, as I often do, in long involved sentences 
which are by no means easy to put into Chinese. I also value his 
judgment, and particularly his assessment of reactions of the other 
side. I have had to change every member of my little group here 


except Ekvall. I would be very reluctant to have any more changes 
at this time. 


I am having to go up to Prague this week-end because of a 
personnel emergency arising in the staff up there. As I mentioned 
in my telegram, I plan, as usual, to come back on Tuesday. I 
talked it over with Rod and Herman, as I could, if essential, have 
come back on Sunday, but I think that that will give us plenty of 


time. The Secretary is going to be away in Vienna and Yugoslavia 
over the week-end. 


I sent off to you today my thoughts with regard to the next 
meeting and will presume that by Tuesday evening we will have your 
instructions, which I can, if necessary, Rod assured me, discuss 


with the Secretary Tuesday evening in time to get something back to 
you before Thursday's meeting. 


My travel to Prague has now been complicated by the fact that 
they have taken off the early morning plane from Geneva to Zurich, 
which means there is no way for me to get there except to go up to 
Zurich Friday evening by train and stay overnight and take the 
plane to Prague the next morning. However, I can still come back 
directly, arriving here at 3:45 p.m. Tuesday afternoons. 


I was very interested in the conversation with Mehta. It 
does not shed any light on whether or not they have actually thus 


far “assisted” anyone, but I would presume from the conversation 
that they have not done so. 


Yesterday and today I have quickly and firmly knocked down 
several press rumors -~ one to the effect that yesterday I agreed 
with Wang on a Foreign Ministers' meeting, and another today to the 
effect that the Secretary and Chou have recently exchanged letters. 


I will have to cut this short in order to make the pouch, 
but you can be sure that we will continue to try to keep things 


under 


11755 SECRET_ 











-3-°- 


= under control. 
Bs a all I assume the Department will do whatever it considers necessary 
to keep Hammarskjold informed of our discussion on missing military 


Ar: 


Regards to all. 
do” iad ut 


Sincerely, 


° xis Johnson 
Ameri¢an Ambassador 
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so I hope you will pardon any shortcomings, 


With all best wishes, 


Sincerely yours, 


William J, Sebald 


Draft Agreed Announsement (3 copies) 
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Letter lo. %& 


Dear Alex: 


There is enclosed a copy of a letter from General irskine 
to kr. Robertson concerning the possibility of rendering an accounting 
te Weng of Chinese persomel from the Korean fiar should he demand it. 
As you will note, General irskine says that we are still prepared to ' 
render such an accounting if Hang will respond to our demands. He 
also refers to suggestions being prepared in Defense regarding a 
possible position for us to take in the Geneva talks. jie will study 


these when they arrive and pass along to you any that may seem useful. 


ie have your report on the November 3 meeting, but haven't yet 
had the time to give it and your draft Agreed Announcement the study 
that they deserve. As usual, everybody is swamped around here. I 
expect that Bill sebald, “alter ucConaughy and I will get together 
tomorrow (Seturday) morning and discuss future moves. alter hopes 
to get a letter off to you ilonday morning which you should receive when 
you return from Prague. 
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Best regards, 


Deputy Director for Chinese Affairs 


Enclosure: 


Letter from General Erskine, 
November 1, 1955. 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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Consider redraft too wordy, opening door to variety of undesirable possib 


interpretations and implications. Also question wisdom of abandoning original 





concept of separate, unilateral declarations in favor joint declaration. 


Specific comments by paragraph follow: ' 


2) Undesirable because places U.S. in position of publicly acquiescing in? 
® | PRC's right to hold any policy objective, even though we might consider such 
5 | objective inimical to survival of free world. It seems to us we cannot, even oe 
s implicityy, accept the PRC's right to hold such policy objectives as, for a 
° i example, subversion of free governments. . 
. : 3) Statement that renunciation of force does not involve interests of s 
- Ol 


third parties could be construed as leaving Communists free to attack offshore 





islands, which not specifically covered by Mutual Defense Treaty. 


ay 


4) Provides loophole for Communists to insist this does not apply to 
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Taiwan, which domestic matter, 


5) Contains too strong an implication that U.S. willing enter uppn 32S... 
far-reaching negotiations if Communists renounce force. 


6) and 7) Inclusion phrase "when this would threaten international peace* 
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threat to international peace arises from U.S. "use of armed force" against it. 
Believe we should strive for simple wording which pins Communists down clearly | 

and ummistakably not io use force in Taiwan area. They obviously seeking meaningless 

wording which would not tie their hands. We would rather, if necessary, face up to 





Communist refusal to agree to clearcut statement, provided latter appeared reasonable 


to most of world, than get their agreement to ambiguous document which they would 


then proceed to evade, 

For reasons set forth paragraph 3 TEDUL 42 as well as above considerations 
believe draft contained DepteZ 915 most satisfactory produced to date. If considered 
too bare, it might be prefaced by reference to general principles to which all 
civilized nations subscribe, without using exact UN Charter language in Wang's 
draft. Would be interested in Phleger's comments this telegram. 


Repeat to Secretary. 
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Reference Deptel 1048, Sebald's draft of renunciation of force pouched 
to you with personal letter from him November 5 had not been staffed. Sebald 
now agrees S@t@xxgx should not be used as basis for negotiation, 
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TO: Secretary of State 
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| SENT DEPARTMENT 161, REPEATED INFORMATION GENEVA 14. 
: Yircetioy 45 47/7 

GENEVA FOR PHLEGER AND FORMAN. 4 
RE DEPTEL 1136 to Geneva. 


Did not consider draft MYTEL 1048 departed from concept separate 
unilateral declarations but only that preamble lengthened over 
draft in DEPTEL 915 in orcer give document more "political 
appeal" better to meet CHICOM maneuvers with GOI, UK and Soviets 
as well as give us better public position if publicity becomes 
necessary. 


It does not seem to me bare more or less legalistic language 
draft DEPTEL 915 is best for this purpose. It is also best 
answer to inclusion) UN charter language in CHICOM draft. 


of the United States 


Draft contains nothing we have not already said to CHICOMS in 
our formal opening statement on renunciation force copy of which 
was given Wang. 


veciaSsiTi1ed TOF FUDIFICALION If FUTEIGN NRElavivits 


Specific comments by paragraph: 


2. Do not see question "right to hold" policy objective is 
involved. Paragraph simply states unquestioned fact two sides 
do have policy objectives and that in certain respects these 
incompatible. Do not believe anyone could interpret paragraph 
as US recognition right PRC hold such policy objectives as 
subverting free government. 





3. In view publicly stated US attitude toward off- shord islands UIU 
and specific reference to "Taiwan area" -iy paragraph 7 ‘sedis => 
to me difficult construe statement as whole 4s leav ing ’CHICOMS C) 
free attack those islands. While it seems to me prefefable ae) 








a. include some disclaimer re third parties, could delete cfnts cr 
_ paragreph without weakening statement. J 
G 7 a HW At FE 4, It seems 
AS, 01 6F REPRODUCTION FROM-THIS 
PERMANENT /°'/f SECRET. cory, AF CLASSIFIEGaip 


RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to.RM/R central files with notation of action takene 





«4 > ae a ee etna ut, es : 
ot Me , ~ —_s * i. / r ‘ 4 ws 2 re 4 
m J 
y * - es “» > ; hr ‘ s « 2 C : 
_<-" : . - - ‘ , °° es >. ? “4 ae 











a 


Declassified for Publication In rorelign Kelatl ivlls 


of the United States 


an | aie 


: 


SECRET 
-2-, 161, November 7, 4 pm, from Prague. 


4, It seems to me difficult to enunciate principle that use 

of torce in purely internal matters is not permissable. Police 
in all countries continuouslly use force maintain internal order. 
Whereas we strongly disagree with some of policy objectives 
internal police use force Communist countries it clearly becomes 
international matter only when international peace, security and 
justice involved. Test is not whether country considers matter 
domestic or international, but rather whether in fact use of 
force would endanger international peace. In view existence 

GRC and US treaty relationship thereto there can be no question 
that «se force against GRC constitutes threat to international 
pesce iowever PRC regards matter. It will be ceen that at last 
meeting I strongly pursued this pdint with Wang. 


5. Implication is no stronger than in original statement I 

made to Wang. Entire context discussion renunciation force has 
been willingness discuss "other matters" in these talks if PRC 
renounced force in satisfactory terms. If this removed there is 
little left in my negotiating “position. We have made clear our 
refusal discuss any matters Sutbivine rights and interest GRC. 


With different emphasis and of course for opposite reasons Wang 
has also disclaimed any intent discuss GRC matters with US. 

5. and 7. See comments on paragraph 4 above. 

Entirely concur penultimate paragraph DEPTEL 1136 to Geneva. 
Question is formulating a document that accompEjshes Doth « 
purposes of tying them down and appearing reasemable world 


if negotiations break on this point. In my optmion draft in 
DEPTEL 915 accomplishes former purpose but eh ted 
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Daily Worker story referred to our 1142 is Communists’ most flagrant ~ ee 
' violation to date of agreement that substance of talks will not be revealed S . ae *e 
he alle 
PF without prior agreement or notification. Obvious purpose is to take s. tL 2 
i ' | OSE 
[-8 initiative this subject away from US. You should promptly deliver strong . 0 ee: 
. t ll , 
: written protest to Wang. You may wish #e mention numerous earlier = 
. # ° 
) 4 “S 
5 @ ‘ violations of agreement by leaks to NCNA correspondent which we refrained ~* pr ; 
8 | | : 
Sh : from protesting in interest progress o£ talks, but this last leak too ~ 2 
- 0 8 , 428 
; re : glaring to overlook. Matter should be taken up with Wang at November 10 bw 
sc é zen 
rs 4 meeting, but protest should be delivered seow-oe- Pee sible to show Wang how at 
5c GF 
pe ’ seriously we regard his breach and forestall if possible further Communist... Ol. 
- © | ag eS 
- ‘| efforts publicly exploit this subject prior next meeting. oh, isan 
=) eS Ok * 
= Department neither confirming nor denying-thet Wang has proposed  % -— 
a y joint declaration renouncing use of force. i 
y 7 Repeat to Secretary. % 
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FROM JOHNSON ame o° Officer 


nt pc/R 
REFERENCE DEPARTMENT TELEGRAM 1143, Yreetion \® | 


IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING MY RETURN FROM PRAGUE THIS AFTERNOON 
| SENT THE FOLLOWING LETTER TO WANG: 


}e ON MY RETURN FROM PRAGUE THIS AFTERNOON MY ATTENTION 
WAS CALLED TO A NEWSPAPER STORY IN THE LONDON DAILY WORKER OF 
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 7, BY SAM RUSSELL FROM GENEVA, 


2. | WAS MOST SERIOUSLY DISTURBED TO NOTE THAT THIS STORY 
CONTAINED A DETAILED AND ACCURATE REPORT OF THE SUBSTANCE 
AND EVEN SOME OF THE EXACT WORDING OF THE PROPOSAL WHICH YOU 
MADE TO ME IN OUR MEETING OF OCTOBER 27. 


SGSS8-lLI/S6°1LID 


of the United States 





3- THIS VERY CLEAR AND EXPLICIT VIOLATION OF THE UNDERSTANDING 
THAT WE HAVE WITH RESPECT TO THE PRIVACY OF OUR MEETINGS 

_ CANNOT BUT CAUSE MY GOVT TO HAVE GRAVE DOUBTS CONCERNING THE 

' INTENT OF YOUR GOVT WITH RESPECT TO OUR TALKS} 


VveciaSSiTiI@d TUr FUuUVIitvetivue th hiueesew 


+ 4, | WOULD APPRECIATE BEING PROMPTLY INFORMED WHAT ACTION 
* WILL BE TAKEN TO RECTIFY. THIS SITUATION WHICH INEVI TARY PRE- 
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JUDICES THE HOPE FOR PROGRESS IN OUR TALKS, . jn 
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“4 STRUCTIONS CONTINUE GENEVA TALKS AS LONG AS NECESSARY} o 
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NO: 1099, NOVEMBER 8, 7 P.M. 
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FROM JOHNSON | f ia 


FOLLOWING IS REDRAFT OF RENUNCIATION OF FORCE STATEMENT WHICH 
TAKES ACCOUNT OF COMMENTS DEPTEL 1136. SUBJECT TO DEPARTMENT'S 
VIEWS, |T HAS CONCURRENCE OF PHLEGER AND THE SECRETARY. WOULD 
HOPE | WOULD BE ABLE INTRODUCE THIS AT THURSDAY'S MEETING, 


asin x Pgh eet, Riigs tao 6 ene 


1. THE AMBASSADOR OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICAN AND THE AM- 
BASSADOR OF THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA DURING THE COURSE OF 
THE DISCUSSIONS OF PRACTICAL MATTERS AT ISSUE HAVE EXPRESSED 
THE DETERMINATION THAT THE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE TWO SIDES SHALL 
NOT LEAD TO ARMED CONFLICT. 


of the United States 
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Ce THEY RECOGNIZE THAT THE USE OF FORCE TO ACHIEVE NATIONAL 
OBJECTIVES DOES NOT ACCORD WITH THE PRINCIPLES AND PURPOSES OF 
THE UNITED NATIONS CHARTER OR WITH GENERALLY ACCEPTED STANDARDS 
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i OF INTERNATIONAL CONDUCT. > 
FI oy 
' 3, ~THEY FURTHERMORE REGOGNIZE THAT THE RENUNCIATION OF THE > e: 
THREAT OR USE OF FORCE IS ESSEN7!*' TO THE JUST SETTLEMENT OF 2, 
DISPUTES OR SITUATIONS WHICH ! LEAD TO A BREACH OF THE. ep 
PEACE. ee 
: © 
4, THEREFORE, WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO THE PURSUIT BY EACH SIDE 
OF ITS POLICIES BY PEACEFUL MEANS THEY HAVE AGREED TO ANNOUNCE 3 
THE FOLLOWING DECLARATIONS: va |] = 
q h} 
oe yey WANG PING-NAN INFORMED AMBASSADOR U, avexidd Fo 
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SECRET 
-2- 1099, NOVEMBER 8, 7 P.M., FROM GENEVA, 


nr JOHNSON THAT: 


6. IN GENERAL, AND WITH PARTICULAR REFERENCE TO THE TAIWAN 
AREA, THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA RENOUNCES THE USE OF FORCE, 
EXCEPT IN INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF DEFENSE, 


7+ AMBASSADOR U. ALEXIS JOHNSON INFORMED AMBASSADOR WANG PING- 
““y NAN THAT: 


8. IN GENERAL, AND WITH PARTICULAR REFERENCE TO THE TAIWAN 
AREA, THE UNITED STATES RENOUNCES THE USE OF FORCE, EXCEPT. IN 
INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF DEFENSE, 


a ee 
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Note: Mr. Waddell's office (FE) notified 11/8/3:47 pm EMB (CWO) 
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FROM JOHNSON 
RENEW RECOMMENDATIONS MY 1061 EXCEPT AS FOLLOWS: 


1. PURSUE QUESTION OF CHICOM PRESS LEAK SUBJECT TO WHATEVER 
REPLY IF ANY | HAVE RECEIVED TO MY TODAY'S LETTER. 


2. MAKE BRIEF STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION. 


3. WHILE CHICOM PURPOSE IN DAILY WORKER LEAK CLEAR AND | WILL 
CONTINUE VIGOROUSLY PURSUE VIOLATION BY WANG PRIVATE NATURE OUR 
TALKS BELIEVE WE SHOULD CURSELVES RECOGNIZE |!T HAS SOME COMPENSATIN 
ADVANTAGES. BY LEAK CHICOMS HAVE TENDED CREATE PUBLIC [M- 

PRESSION THEY HAVE RENOUNCED FORCE SUBSTANTIALLY ON OUR TERMS. 

THEY NOW FACE PROBLEM OF ATTEMPTING PUBLICLY TO EXPLAIN "FINE 


PRINT" OF THEIR CONDITIONS AND RESERVATIONS AND WE SHOULD NOT 
HLEP THEM IN THIS. 


of the United States 
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ChiCom propaganda during thax week ending November 6 contained Little; 


i OF 
. ae 
direct reference tx ambassadorial talks and comment on Taiwan was slight, =<, i 


*, 


compared t& previous two weeks, Major attention during week wax focussed we 
a? 3 oe 
es 218 

Big Four Foreign Ministers' Conference, thm Middle Eastern situation, . end . “08. 








sys 8 


tha problem of increasing contacts between thm East and West. : 
THX dnbassadorial talks wea mentioned only in passing, ix connection % SRS 


with thx question of trade controls. NCNA noted kik Rix quection os Me 





to tix problem could be reached. Comments on ‘Taiwan waxax confined to tnteraai® eet.. 
“gt” a, es a 
developments / and avoided international aspects. A NCNA broadcast to Taiwan. * 7: 

November & 2 reported ox interview with Chien Hsueh-sen, a former Cal Tech 


scientist who arrived im Peiping om Ootober 28. 


NCNA commentary on time Big Four Ministers Conference adopted tan line tS 





tim thx conference was a test of tha Western powers, and that kha success — 
of tmx talks was imperilled by a “counter-current" of Western opinion which 


favored continuation of tm Cold War. Peiping strongly supported kin Sovieg) 
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Conference work out measures;t “obstacles to international trade. [= 
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Peiping propaganda paid considerable attention %& problem of increasing 


East-West contacts, including trade. 





Soviet proposal on East-West contacts and attacked alleged US and Western effort 


area 
to restrict xuu/arem of contact. It cited thax US “embargo” policy as tha chief 


obstacle te increased East-West contact. Other NCNA comments focussedsmax US ban . 


- 


to travel to Communist China, accusing State Department of setting up ex “iron 
curtain” between China and US,/in order §& prevent Americans from learning truth 
about New China. 

NCNA commentary on Middle Eastern crisis accused US of stimjating ex arms 
race between Israel and Arab states, and, 6G infringing on Egyptian sovereignty. 
Peiping viewed growing "unity" and “neutrality” among Arab states as factors which 
would deal m setback to US policy. | , 

Peiping radio continued ta stress stihex need for normalization of Sino-Japanese 
relations, while at she same time denouncing Japanese Government for detaining 
Japanese nationals and "forcibly" sending them to Taiwan. NCNA continued to 


criticize Shigemitsu for dragging out ihe Japanese-Soviet talks xn London, and 


placed she blam on "US manipulation." 
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Instructions for 25th meeting. : ee ?- 
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Boch 
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Goat rnfs &*, 


l. Tax Wang severely with violation secrecy agreement represented ~ Daily 
Worker article, 


2. Department considers your revised draft renunciation of force statement 


; 
| (your 1099) excellent. You should present it this meeting unless Secretary 
instructs otherwise. 


A ARAN A neni 9 MS PRIN 


3. By introducing draft renunciation of force statement first followed by ~ 
Daily Worker leak Communists have taken initiative from us on this subject. Their. 
violation agreement on private nature talks makes essential for us to regain 


initiative and provides opportunity place our case graphically before world. 


of the United States 


Subject to Secretary's concurrence you should inform Wang that unilateral release 


by his side of substance last meeting leaves you no recourse but to set record 





straight by releasing explanatory statement together with our draft renunciation 


of force declaration (your 1099) immediately following meeting. While publicatiom 
our statement would tend to freeze our negotiating position, in our view there is 
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nothing Wang could seriously object to in paragraphs one through four, and 
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paragraphs six and eight are so tightly drawn, we could not accept change in any 
case. Explanatory statement mentioned above would be substance of sta 
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| DEPTéL 789 as amended DEPTEL 805 with minor revisions. Department's suggested text s 





will follow Wednesday. 


é 


4. Implementation Agreed Announcement. You should remind Wang that two months 
have passed since PRC declared it would adopt appropriate measures permit Americans : E 
expeditiously return. Only two of nineteen Americans permitted depart during this 
lengthy period. Letter from only one of remaining seventeen so far has been received 
) ! by British Charge and Charge has not Grete iy Sh thon us Govt and people will 


ee ta 


Ah 


judge dependence to be placed on PRC promises by its performance. 

5. Military Personnel. Concur your omitting subject this meeting. Department 
exploring with Defense possibility raising again in MAC, but this complicated by fact 
that in past lists presented there included all missing UN personnel, not just 
American. 


6. Embargo. Listen to what Wang has to say but refrain from substantive 


of the United States 


discussion this subject. 


Repeat to Secretary. 
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November 8, 1955 
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CONRIDENTIAL 


Letter No. 25 


Dear Alex: 


I enclose a copy of the latest communication from O'lieill 
dated November 4. 


We have told the British ombassy that we would like 0'Neill 
te visit Downey- a3 soon as possible unless he feels that it would 
constitute a precédent and actually interfere with his plans to 
visit all prisoners. We have said that of course C'Neill himself 
is the best judge of this end that we would leave the decision to 
him. laturally, we want him to visit all prisoners whether they 
write his or not if the Chinese will permit him. je have just 
heard from the British Embassy that O'Neill requested an appoint— 
rent with Chang lian-fu for Londay November 7 in order to turn over 
to him the letters to the 17 prisoners and to request permission 
to visit prisoners. However, he was told that Chang could not 
see him on that day. He has requested an appointment for Novenber 
8 and if thet should also be turned down, he proposes to act by 
letter instead. 


ST? G ZL 70 


I hope 


The Honorable DEPART L/t \TE 1. 
U. Alexis Johnson, a. | 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, [4 = | 

American Consulate General, lo 


Geneva. 


LJ 
L} Ben: ) 
[ Downg g de to “a 
LJ 


Reriow Asin — - 
[Reviewer _Q Date cI $ 
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ane 


I hope to get off a longer letter to you by pouch tomorrow, 
but am preparing this first so that it will not be delayed in case 
I am prevented from doing the other letter. 


Sincerely yours, 


Enclosure: 


Commmication from O'Neill, 
November 8, 1955. 
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I am now preparing letters to the 17 orisoners. I propose 
enclosing text of agreed announcenent and to avoid danger impupning 
Chinese food faith by saying that I understand that tle Chinese heve 
already communicated the text to the prisoners, tt I op attaching a 
copy for their convenience, The letters will then draw attention to 
my functions under the agrecnent and say that I am ready to help in 
any way I can, end that I hope the prisoners will not hesitate to 
cormunicate with ne as I understand the Chinese authorities acree they 
maye The letters will end by saying that the Chinese authorities have 
agreed that renbers of ny staff should visit the prisoners and that I 
hope to errange this soon. 


2. with reference to paragraph 3 of ry telezrax of Uctober 2’, 
the Chinese were not complaining of any restrictions placed on the 
Indian ambassador, I think that, before izplenenting a concession 
which went rather beyomd tie letter of the agreerent (in not insisting 
on some initiative by the American prisoners before I could contact 
them) /J they will require a formal assurance of reciprocity 2/ If 

I shall say that I wderstand that no 
ian Ambassedor in carrying out his 
they may yet require a sore specific 
ter or authorise visits. The Vice 
Uinister for Foreign Affaire on October 26 was particulerly insistent 


that the arrangenents he proposed were subj to reciprocity. 


3e ky chief reason for suggesting that I should not arrange 
immediate visit to Downey was that which the State Department cive 
in asking pe to do sot nanely that no distinction should be made 
between any of the deteined Acericans. xoreover, if I now ask to 
visit Lowney only this micht give the Chinese the impression that 
I shall only ask to visit the prisoners who have succeeded in com 
municeting with se. I em anxious not to prejudice the wider conces=- 
sion now made by the Chinese that ry staff may visit all the prisoners, 
whether or not they write to ne first. No other prisoners have so far 
written. If the State Department agree I surest that I should ask 
the iinistry of foreign Affairs at once to arrange visits by nexbers 
of my staff to Downey and any other United states prisoners sat present 


4e The 





SONPIDENTIAL 
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4e The letters will probably not be ready for delivery till 


Monday Noverber 7. It would be convenient if the State Departnent 
could authorise by then sirultaneous requests for visits as proposed 
sheve. 
ek 
BRITISH .cBASSY, 


®ASHINCTON, D.C. 


November 5, 1955 


~~ 
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of the United States 
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To: Secretary of State 9 a 
No, 1108, NOVEMBER 9, 2 P.M. B 
0) 
D = 
FROM JOHNSON = E 
EKVALL INFORMED BY M.A. BERN HIS ORDERS AS NOW AMENDED EXPIRE © » 
NOVEMBER 26 AND CANNOT UNDER ARMY REGULATIONS BE FURTHER : Ol » 
| EXTENDED AS TDY. ON BASIS JINFO FROM DEFENSE ARRANGEMENTS: “ & 
| WOULD BE MADE BETWEEN DEPARTMENT AND DEFENSE WHICH WOULD : = i 
PERMIT HIM BRING FAMILY .TO GENEVA, EKVALL HAD MADE PRELIM-; ; 
INARY ARRANGEMENTS WITH REGARD TO HOME AND PERSONAL PROPERTY © ¢ 
AND ANY CHANGE AT THIS TIME WILL CAUSE HIM CONS! DERABLE gi—_ 
FINANCIAL LOSS. oO 


AS DEPARTMENT KNOWS | WOULD BE MOST RELUCTANT BE REQUIRED 
CHANGE INTERPRETERS AT THIS TIME AND WOULD NOT CONSIDER IT 
IN INTEREST MY MISSION DO SO. THEREFORE HOPE SOMETHING 

CAN PROMPTLY BE WORKED OUT THAT WILL ENABLE ME RETAIN EKVALL 
AND ALSO RESOLVE HIS REASONABLE DESIRE CONCERNING HIS 
ASSIGNMENT ON AN INDEFINITE OR LONG TERM BASES. 
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States and %¥ Peoples Republic of China renounce E&& use of forc’ to achieve 


their policies when they conflict. The two Governments confront each other 


“ 


hi: POG Ae bby BO ew 


with policies which are in certain respects incompatible. This fact need 
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| One of ki practical matters which BOS United States has introduced gi 
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not, however, mean armed conflict and the most important single thing to do 
is first of all to be sure that it will not lead to armed conflict. 


Then end only then can other matters causing tension between the 


of the United States 


parties in the Taiwan area and Mf Far East be hopefully discussed. 


" eg 


Neither side wants to negotiate under te threat of force. Zé Free 





discussion of differences, and their fair and equitable solution, become 


veciaSsiTriead iv 


impossible under 44 overhanging threat that force may be resorted to when ”. 


one party does not agree with #8 other. 





#4 United States as m member of Mas United Nations has agreed to t 


— 


refrain in its international relatic threat or use of force. 
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This has been its policy for many years and is its guiding principle 





of conduct in tex Far cast, as throughout tim world. 
Gam Use of force to achieve national objectives does not accord with 


accepted standards of conduct under international law, 


NU Ot NS 


Bee Government of tea League of Nations, temokKellogg-Briand Treaties, * 
and dma Charter of thar United Nations reflect #im&x universal view of tix 


civilized community of nations that thm use of force as am instrument of 


national policy violates international law, constitutes « threat to inter- 


ee | eee ee 


> 


national peace, and prejudices tisk interests of tam entire world community. 


| “ 


There are in tte world today many situations which tempt those who 
have force to use it to achieve what they believe to be legitimate policy 


objectives. iiahy countries are abnormally divided or contain what some 


of the United States 





consider to be abnormal intrusions. Nevertheless, the responsible govern- Ral 
ments of te world have in each of these cases renounced tim use of force 


to achieve what they belie ve to be legitimate and even urgent goals. 





pe. | Acceptance of this principle does not involve third parties, or 


, 
tira justice or injustice of conflicting claims. It only involves . 


b | 
4 
i 
’ 
* 


recognizing and agreeing to abide by accepted standards of international ® 


conduct. 


_~— +- 


In order to accomplish tim end outlined above, Ambassador Johnson cee 


has today presented to Ambassador Wang Ping-nan tee following draft 





declaration on renunciation of 4d use of force and proposed HOOVE R- 


| om accepted, } , ACTING 
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Dear Doug: 


I would have written sooner after I returned, but I have been 
confronted with so many not-too-familiar problems since returning 
to CA that I have had my hands full. Part of the time, of course, 
I have devoted to working from this end on the task you face in 
dealing with the wily Wang, but there is just not the same amount 
of time here for thoughtful meditation that there was in Geneva. 
Dave Osborn has been on leave the last two weeks, which has also 
complicated things somewhat. 


307 


You have a direct personal interest in Dave's leave, since 
we suggested he take it now with the thought in mind that he might 
be sent to replace you around December 1. Final decision on that 
will have to be up to Alex, of course, and I want to set down our 
thinking on this so that you can discuss it with hin. 


of the United States 


wt Oa Ea Cer eth) bie 
Cu 


STt d 


As you know, Walter and I both feel that officers in CA profit 
considerably from this rare experience of first-hand contact with the 
Chinese Communists, and we would like Dave to have that experience. 
He has been informed on the talks from the beginning and we would see 
that he is brought closely into the planning from now until he leaves. 
This experience at the Departmental end of the wire should be helpful 
to Alex. As you know, Dave is a highly competent officer end has had 
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much 


Douglas N. Forman, Esquire, 
American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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zuch longer service in the -ersriwert than cither you orl. alter 

sleceSgreat conficer.ce {mn hin enc I az gure Alex voule vind hir a 

worthy replecerent for jou. “is only cise.vaentare is his linited 

knowledre of whinese, -hethr that cise vantéece wmnii be serious 

enough to rte his out would be up to Aie~ to ~ecice. if he telieves 

it essentie. to have at least one of ‘is f{sers {lly craiified in 

Chinese, we would sem! Steve Comiskey in LDeve's picce. w~teve is aiso 
— a very reliable cnd capale officer, uithourh Le is soneriat ;ounger 
and less experienced than leve. .e would like to heve /lex's reaction 
to this proposal ag soon ag pocsitle 20 we sovid iAnow which can to 
trinc into the planning for the talk... ‘aiter sili probably szention 
this also in his next letter. 


a@ had quite a hassle lest week with lefense over Dob =kvall. 
After Dern t.rned us dorm on the proposal to axe lin Assistant 
WJlitary attec:e, -efense was practicall, ready vo recali hin cid we 
were considering seiing Al vercing or soknm ctaniecy from ..% to replsce 
him. Lowever, we knew Alcx would ve very relictant to ci.anre inter= 
preters and r. lobertson finally iad « taik with “odeli, in which the 
latter indicated it would be possible to agsii‘n lob somewhere olse in 
Zurope anc detail tiim to Geneva. This world emable hi: to bring his 
facily over and recain in “eneva as loner as the talks lasted. <r. 
iebertson sent a letter to Gencral rskine for:elly requesting ~hat 
this be dome, but we hsve not yet had a reply. Tell Lob uot to think 
he is the forgotten man, because ut least 20 people in -asi.ington have 
been involved in some agpect of the discussions concerning hin diring 
the past week. 


of the United States 


ie heve a staff meeting coring up am I want to -ct this into 
teday's pouch, so I will stop here. Vest rervards and keep up the rood 
work. 


Sincerely, 
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NO: 1115, NOVEMBER 10, 9 AM Actic 


FROM JOHNSON Tizceticn to DC/F 
THIS MORNING | RECEIVED THE FOLLOWING LETTER FROM WANG: 
| WISH TO ACKNOWLEDGE THE RECEIPT OF YOUR LETTER OF NOVEMBER 


8. OUR SIDE DOES NOT BEAR ANY RESPONSIBILITY IN CONNECTION 
WITH THE NEWS REPORT MENTIONED IN YOUR LETTER. THE GROUND- 


LESS CHARGES IN YOUR LETTER ARE UNACCEPTABLE AT ALL. HOWEVER, 


SINCE REFERENCE HAS BEEN MADE IN YOUR LETTER OF LEAKAGE OF 
THE CONTENTS OF OUR TALKS | AM INCLINED TO POINT OUT THAT 

IT §S PRECISELY AMERICAN OFFICIAL QUARTERS AND WESTERN NEWS 
AGENCIES WHICH HAVE ON MANY OCCASIONS MADE DISCLOSURES OF THE 
VONTENTS OF OUR TALKS. DURING THE COURSE OF OUR DISCUSSIONS 
ON THE FIRST ITEM OF THE AGENDA AS WELL AS AFTER AGREEMENT 

ON THAT ITEM WAS REACHED THE SPOKESMAN OF THE U.S. DEPARTMENT 
OF STATE AND WESTERN NEWS AGENCIES HAD BEEN MAKING SIDE 
DISCLOSURES ON CERTAIN SUBSTANCE OF OUR DISCUSSIONS ON THE 
FIRST AGENDA ITEM AS WELL AS ON THE UNITED STATES ATTITUDE 

IN REFUSING TO UNDERTAKE DISCUSSION OF OTHER MATTERS UNDER 
THE PRETEXT OF IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREEMENT. 


YOU WILL CERTAINLY RECALL WHEN ON SEPTEMBER 14 YOU VIOLATED 
THE AGREEMENT BETWEEN BOTH SIDES ON THE PUBLICATION OF 
INFORMATION BY OPENLY MAKING A STATEMENT DISCLOSING THE 
POINTS AT ISSUE IN THE TALKS. SINCE WE ENTERED INTO THE DIS- 
CUSSITN OF AGENDA ITEM TWO THE DISCLOSING OF THE CONTENTS OF 
OUR TALKS BY AMERICAN OFFICIAL QUARTERS AND WESTERN NEWS 
AGENCIES HAVE ASSUMED AN EVEN MORE SERIOUS NATURE. FOLLOWING 
YOUR PROPOSAL AT OUR MEETING OF OCTOBER 8 FOR BOTH SIDES} 

TO MAKE A STATEMENT ON THE RENUNCIATION OF FORCE TO ACHIEVE 
NATIONAL OBJECTIVES, THE U. S. SECRETARY OF STATE MR. OULLES 
IN A SPEECH DELIVERED BEFORE THE ANNUAL CONVENTION OF THE 
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-2- 1115, NOVEMBER 10, 9 A.M., FROM GENEVA. 





AMERICAN LEGION ASKED THAT CHINA ACCEPT THE PRINCIPLE THAT 
"MILITARY FORCE SHOULD NOT BE USED AGGRESSIVELY TO ACHIEVE 
NATIONAL GOALS". THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT WAS THUS IM- 
PLICITLY AND INTENTIONALLY LEAKING THE SUBSTANCE OF OUR 
TALKS THROUGH ITS SECRETARY OF STATE. AT A PRESS CONFERENCE 
ON OCTOBER 18 MR. DULLES MADE YET ANOTHER DISCLOSURE OF THE 
SUBSTANCE .OF OUR TALKS. HE NOT ONLY STATED THE INTENTION 

OF THE UNITED STATES WITH REGARD TO THE FIRST ITEM OF THE 
AGENDA BUT ALSO DISCLOSED THAT OUR TALKS WERE ALREADY DISCUSS- 
ING THE QUESTION OF RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. IN VIEW OF THE 
REPEATED DISCLOSURE OF THE SUBSTANCE OF OUR TALKS BY AMERICAN 
OFFICIAL QUARTERS AND WESTERN NEWS AGENCIES WHICH HAS ALREADY 
CREATED AN EXTREMELY CONFUSED IMPRESSION IN PUBLIC OPINION, 
THE CHINESE GOVERNMENT IS THEREFORE CONSIDERING A CLARI- 
FICATION OF ITS POSITION TO THE PUBLIC. | 
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FROM JOHNSON 


RE PARA 3 DEPTEL 1162, SECRETARY HAS INSTRUCTED THAT | NOT 


REPEAT NOT MAKE PUBLIC RELEASE OF EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OR OUR 
DRAFT RENUNCIATION OF FORCE DECLARATION, 
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3 WITH REFERENCE TO WANG'S THREAT CONTAINED IN LAST SENTENCE - 
a HIS LETTER TO ME THIS MORNING TO MAKE OFFICIAL PUBLIC STATEMENT, 
© | WILL OF COURSE AT THIS MORNING'S MEETING TRY TO TIE THIS Ce) 
E DOWN AND UNLESS HE CLEARLY REAFFIRMS PRIVATE NATURE OF TALKS, N 
» | WILL RESERVE OUR POSITION ON ALSO MAKING PUBLIC STATEMENT, pe 
S HOWEVER FEELING HERE IS THAT WE SHOULD WAIT UNTIL HE ACTUALLY ~ & 
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FROM JOHNSON 


1. THIS MORNING'S MEETING TWO HOURS AND TEN MINUTES, | 
OPENED ON PRESS LEAKS, REFERRING TO UNSATISFACTORY NATURE HIS 
REPLY MY LETTER, ASKING FOR REAFFIRMATION OUR AGREEMENT ON 
PRIVACY TALKS, REQUESTED CLARIFICATION STATEMENT HIS LETTER 

THEY CONSIDERING ISSUING PUBLIC STATEMENT, AND NOTIFIED HIM 

THAT IF THEY DID SO | RESERVED MY RIGHT PROMPTLY REPLY BY 

PUBLIC STATEMENT, THERE ENSUED ONE HOUR*S DISCUSSION ON THIS 
SUBJECT WITH CHARGES AND COUNTER-CHARGES DURING WHICH | REFERRED 
TO LEAKS BY NCNA CORRESPONDENT AS SOURCE MANY PRESS STORIES, 
BELIEVE NET RESULT WAS REAFFIRMATION AGREEMENT ON PRIVACY 

TALKS AND DO NOT BELIEVE HE IS GOING TO ISSUE ANY STATEMENT, 

BUT SOME INDICATION DECISION IS NOT ENTIRELY HIS, 
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of the United States 


2. HE THEN MADE LONG PREPARED STATEMENT ON THEIR DRAFT 
RENUNCIATION OF FORCE REPEATING USUAL ARGUMENTS BUT SOMEWHAT 
STRONGER IN TONE, PARTICULARLY AS TO THEIR UNWILLINGNESS EVER 
TO RECOGNIZE "US ENCROACHMENT IN TAIWAN", STATUS QUO, OR THAT 
TAIWAN WAS NOT DOMESTIC MATTER, SOMEWHAT MORE EMPHAS(S UPON 
WITHDRAWAL OF US FORCES FROM TAIWAN AREA, 
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3. | THEN MADE SHORT STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION TO EFFECT 
BY NO STRETCH OF IMAGINATION OR INTERPRETATION CAN THEIR 
PERFORMANCE BE CONSIDERED EXPEDITIOUS, AND THAT THIS SI TUAT L@N 
CLOSELY RELATED TO OTHER ASPECTS OUR TALKS AND MY GOVERNMENTS rp 
By CVIEW OF RELIANCE WHICH CAN BE PLACED ON COMMITMENTS BY HIS  [& 
* GOVERNMENT, an 
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4.) 36 THEN MADE STATEMENT INTRODUCING OUR DRAFT AGREED ANNOUNCE- 
MENT ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE, GIVING HIM COPY, MEETING : 


ADJOURNED AFTER FEW “PRELIMINARY COMMENTS” BY HIM ALONG EXPECTED 
LINES, 


5. HE MADE NO STATEMENT.ON TRADE EMBARGO EXCEPT FOR PASSING 
REFERENCE IN HIS OPENING GENERAL STATEMENT TO EFFECT UNACCEP- 


TABLE THAT DISCUSS!ON OF TRADE BE CONDITIONED UPON ISSUANCE 
RENUNCIATION OF FORCE STATEMENT, 


&, NEXT MEETING THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 17, 
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SENT DEPARTMENT 1125; REPEATED INFORMATION TOKYO 6 " 
FROM JOHNSON 
) Heguiwere (Japanese Ambassador in Bern) called on me yesterday 
: evidently under instructions to obtain informstton concerning 


progress in my talks with Wang particularly with respect to 


trade and to sound me out on our views on relaxing CHINCOM con- 
trols. 


I spoke to him in general terms of present status with respect 
renunciation of force and said no discussion yet of trade. In 
response his further questions concerning our attitude on trade 
if CHICOM give satisfaction on renunciation of force, pointed 

out I could not speak for Department on this subject but set 
forth personal view of close relationship between strategic trade 
controls and estimate of intentions other side in which satis- 
factory renunciation of force would be only one factor. Assumptim 
we would not consider relaxation CHINCOM controls until satis- 


factory CHICOM renunciation of force appeared be implicit in his 
question. : 
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of the United States 


As in past I gave him current information with respect CHICOM 
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: performance re release of Americans. He gave me copy November’ 5 
3 letter from CHICOM Consul General here to Japanese Consul General 
4 replying latter's letters August 29 and October 20 on return 
q Japanese from China which I will transmit by despatch. Purport 
: appears be this and other matters could be better handled if 
: diplomatic relations established and proposes Japanese Government 
/ "send delegation to Peking to begin talks on question promoting 
normalization relations" as 
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FROM JOHNSON 
. With reference Taipei's 426 to Department repeated Geneva 104, 
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o 
* assumption here has been Koo has been kept generally 0) 
= informed principal developments my talks with Wang and it at 
-_ of should therefore come as no surprise to GRC that renunciation of — 
= | force declaration being discussed. GRC should also be well ° 
; awere of this from Secretary's speeches and other public Te) 
£0 statements on subject. On 
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LIMITED DISTRIBUTION | cm, 
FROM JOHNSON 


HAVE NOT YET HAD OPPORTUNITY DISCUSS TEXT DEPTEL 1183 WITH THE 
SECRETARY OR PHLEGER BUT MY THOUGHT IS THAT UNLESS IN ANY 
STATEMENT THEY MAKE CHICOMS INCLUDE TEXT THEIR DRAFT 
ANNOUNCEMENT WE SHOULD AVOID RELEASING OUR TEXT, AM NOT 

SURE EVEN !F THEY RELEASE THEIR TEXT !T WOULD SERVE OUR 
INTERESTS TO RELEASE OUR TEXT, RELEASE OF TEXTS WOULD SO 
FREEZE POSITIONS THAT FURTHER NEGOTIATION THEREON WOULD BECOME 
VERY DIFFICULT, 


AS DECISION IS WE MAKE NO RELEASE UNLESS CHICOMS FIRST DO 

SO, OUR STATEMENT WOULD PROBABLY REQUIRE SOME TAILORING TO 

MEET CHICOM STATEMENT, IF RELEASE MADE BY WANG HERE, STATEMENT 
IN REPLY SHOULD COME FROM ME; BUT IF RELEASE BY PEIPING, 
BELIEVE REPLY SHOULD COME FROM WASHINGTON, 


SUBJECT 10 FOREGOING CONCUR GENERAL LINES STATEMENT CONTAINED 
1183 BUT CONSIDER THAT iF TE::T OUR iPAFT ':OT RELEASED, 
MENTION SHOULD BE MADE IN STATEMENT OF IMPORTANCE THAT RE- 
NUNC ATION SPECIFICALLY APPLY TO TAIWAN AREA, OTHERWISE TO 
CASUAL READER WANG'S PROPOSAL WOULD APPEAR ALMOST COMPLETELY 
TO MEET TEXT STATEMENT IN DEPTEL 1183, SUGGEST ADDITION OF 
"INCLUDING SPECIFICALLY THE TAIWAN AREA" AT END FIRST SENTENCE, 
ALSO BETTER TO MEET CHICOM FONMIN MEETING POINT BELIEVE WE 
SHOULD BE SOMEWHAT MORE EXPLICIT CONCERNING OUR WILL EIGNESS 
DISCUSS "OTHER MATTERS" FOLLOWING RENUNCIATION OF FORGE [5 
DECLARATION, SUGGEST THIS BE DONE BY ADDITION OF FOLE 
SENTENCES AFTER END SECOND PARA STATEMENT DEPTEL 1 18F 
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"THE UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR HAS MADE CLEAR HIS WILI.INGNESS 
WITHIN THE AGREED SCOPE OF THESE TALKS TO DISCUSS THESE 
OTHER MATTERS AT THAT TIME, IT IS THE UNITED STATES VIEW 
THAT UNTIL BOTH SIDES HAVE EXHAUSTED A FULL AND HONEST EFFORT 
TO RESOLVE THESE PROBLEMS THROUGH THIS ALREADY ESTABLISHED 


AND NORMAL CHANNEL, THE QUESTION OF OTHER CHANNELS OR OTHER 
MEETINGS DOES NOT ARISE," 
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_IMITED DISTRIBUTION 

FROM JOHNSON oO 

7 

RE PARA 4 DEPTEL 1186 AND DEPTEL 1187. 4 

© 


1F CHICOMS REFUSE DELIVER O'NEILL'S LETTERS AS PRESENTLY DRAFTED qm 
| WOULD THINK THERE WOULD STILL BE VALUE, AT LEAST FROM STANDPOINTS\ 


IMPRISONED PERSONS' 


MORALE IN SIMPLY TRANSMITTING COPY AGREED 


ANNOUNCEMENT UNDER COVER LETTER FROM O'NEILL. 
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Info :09 PM ages = 
RMR 10: Secretary of State re sé 
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S * 
: LIMITED DISTRIBUTION es 4c ad 
10 
= FROM JOHNSON 


—— -—. eo 


IOP 4, | OPENED TWENTY-FIFTH MEETING TODAY WITH DISCUSSION OF 
PRIVACY OF TALKS, | ACKNOWLEDGED WANG'S LETTER (CONTEL 1115) 
AND TOLD HIM | COULD NOT AGEE THAT HIS SIDE BORE NO RESPONSIBILITY 
FOR LONDON DAILY WORKER REPORT, THE DAILY WORKER ARTICLE 
CONTAINED FIRST REPORT CONCERNING SUBSTANCE OF TALKS IN THEIR 
PRESENT STAGE AND CONSTITUTED FULL EXPOSITION OF CHINESE 
COMMUNIST POSITION, 1T COULD HAVE ORIGINATED ONLY FROM HIS 
SIDE. 


vow va we Vwvrww 


LS 


2. | SAID THAT AS RESULT OF ARTICLE, RASH OF SPECULATION HAD 
BROKEN OUT IN PRSSS. | WOULD HAVE BEEN JUSTIFIED IN MAKING 
PUBLIC POSITION OUR SIDE BUT DID NOT FEEL THIS IN INTERESTS 
OF TALKS. HAVE MADE EVERY EFFORT DISCOURAGE FURTHER PRESS 
SPECULATION. 


of the United States 
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3. | SAID THAT IN SPITE OF MY EFFORTS SPECULATION HAS 
CONTINUED, ! HAD HOPED HE WOULD HAVE FOUND IT POSSIBLE TAKE 
ACTION THAT WOULD QUIET THIS SPECULATION, 


VeciaSsiTiead Fur ruviivetivun re rwese?s 





4, | SAID THAT WE MUST KEEP IN MIND DISTINCTION BETWEEN DIS- Q 
3 CUSSION NATIONAL POLICIES BY GOVERNMENTS AND EITHER OF US > 
MAKING AVAILABLE TO REPORTERS SUBSTANCE OF TALKS, HIS PRESS, 5 
RADIO, AND PUBLIC OFFICIALS HAVE BEEN MAKING STATEMENTS ON Moa 
ASPECTS OF NATIONAL POLICY SOME OF WHICH IMPINGE ON SUBSTANCE Oo 
OF TALKS. 1 DID NOT RAISE QUESTION IN THAT REGARD. | ONBIDERED ms 
THAT QUITE DIFFERENT FROM PUBLISHING SPECIFICS OF TALKS. 4 
BETWEEN US HERE. re = 
Ww 
5. | SAID MY GOVERNMENT'S OFFICIALS ALSO MAKE STATEMENTS > 
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CONCERNING NATIONAL POLICIES BUT THEY CAREFULLY REFRAINED FROM 
MAKING AVAILABLE TO PRESS SUBSTANCE OF DISCUSSION IN THIS ROOM, 
HE SHOULD NOTE THAT SECRETARY DULLES, IN OCTOBER 18 PRESS 
CONFERENCE WANG HAD REFERRED TO IN HIS LETTER, CAREFULLY 
AVOIDED DISCUSSION SUBSTANCE TALKS, 


6. | THEN READ EXCERPTS FROM SECRETARY'S OCTOBER 18 PRESS 
CONFERENCE DEALING WITH TALKS, 


7. | SAID SECRETARY HAD SAID ABSOLUTELY NOTHING BUT WHAT WAS 
KNOWN OR MADE AVAILABLE BY WANG'S SIDE, FACT TRADE EMBARGO 
AND HIGHER LEVCI. MEETING HAD BEEN RAISED WAS MADE PUBLIC BY 
HIS SIDE SEPTEMBER 14, 17 WAS WELL-KNOWN FACT EVEN BEFORE 
TALKS STARTED THAT US DESIRED DISCUSSION RENUNCIATION OF FORCE, 
SECRETARY MERELY CONFIRMED THESE WERE SUBJECTS OF TALKS AND 
REFUSED ENTER INTO SUBSTANCE OF MCETINGS, 


8, | SAID | CITED THIS BECAUSE | WANTED HIM TO UNDERSTAND 

HOW CAREFULLY WE TRIED KCCP AGRECMENT CONCERNING PRIVACY 

OF TALKS, WE WERE DISTURACO BY LAST SENTENCE WANG'S LETTER, 

IN WHICH HE APPARENTLY INDICATED INTENT MAKE FURTHER INFORMATION 
AVAILABLE TO PRESS, | ASKED WHETHER THIS WAS IN FACT INTENDED, 


9. WANG REPLICD HE HAD MADE HIS POSITION CLEAR IN HIS LETTER, 
HE COULD NOT ACCEPT CHARGES | HAD MADE, IN FACT, IT WAS HIS 
SIDE THAT WAS DISSATISFIED REGARDING SECRECY OF TALKS, 


10. WANG SAID AT BEGINNING OF TALKS HE HAD TAKEN STAND TALKS 
SHOULD BE OPEN, | HAD PROPOSED SECRECY, AND AS CONCESSION HIS 
SIDE HAD ACCEPTED, SUBSEQUENTLY UNDERSTANDING_REACHED THAT 
PRIOR TO PUBLIC STATEMENT EITHER SIDE, OTHER SIDE SHOULD BE 
INFORMED, THUS IT WOULD BE POSSIBLE HAVE FULL EXCHANGE OF VIEWS 
TO FIND SOLUTION TO DISPUTED MATTERS. 


11. WANG SAID HIS SIDE HAS ALWAYS FOLLOWED THIS LINE, CHINESE 
PRESS HAS COMMENTED ONLY MATTERS ON WHICH AGREEMENT REACHED 

OR WHICH WERE MADE PUBLIC. HAS NEVER GONE INTO SUBSTANCE OF 
TALKS. 
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12. WANG SAID MEMBERS OF HIS GROUP ENGAGED IN TALKS HAVE HAD 
NO CONTACTS WITH PRESS. NEVERTHELESS THERE HAD BEEN DISCLOSURES 
TO PRESS. HE WISHED TO CITE A FEW CASES, FOLLOWING MEETING 

OF OCTOBER 27, AT WHICH HIS SIDE PUT FORWARD DRAFT AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT, PRESS BEGAN TO TALK ABOUT IMPORTANT STATEMENT 

BY CHINESE SIDE IN WHICH FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE WAS 
ENV!SAGED, 


13. WANG SAID THAT EVEN THIS MORNING HE HAD NOTED STORY IN 
NOVEMBER 8 NEW YORK TIMES QUOTING OFFICIAL AMERICAN SOURCES 
AND REPORTING PRINCIPAL iDEAS 41S DRAFT AND US POSITION, 
THERE WERE MANY MORE EXAMPLES HE COULD CITE, 


14, WANG SAID HIS SIDE TURNED DOWN ALL REQUESTS FOR INTERVIEWS 
WITH PRESS AND EVEN REFUSED POSE FOR PICTURES. HE WAS 
DISSATISFIED WITH WHAT APPEARED IN PRESS. THIS APPLIED EVEN 

TO STORY IN LONDON DAILY WORKER, HE COULD NOT ACCEPT 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR STORY MANY POINTS OF WHICH NOT SATISFACTORY 
TO HIM, 


15. WANG SAID EVEN DULLES IN PRESS CONFERENCE | HAD QUOTED 
FROM HAD MENTIONED THAT IN TALKS WE WERE ENGAGED IN DISCUSSIONS 
RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. HE CONSIDERED THIS DISCLOSURE OF 

WHAT WAS GOING ON IN TALKS. 


16. WANG SAID THERE HAD BEEN DISTORTED PRESS REPORTS CONCERNING 
PROCEEDINGS HERE AND THAT HIS SIDE COULD BEAR NO RESPONSIBILITY 
FOR THESE. HIS SIDE WAS THEREFORE CONSIDERING CLARIFYING 

ITS POSITION, 


17- | SAID THAT | WAS GLAD HE HAD MENTIONED PRESS REPORTS 
FOLLOWING OCTOBER 27 MEETING. | DID NOT QUESTION HIS STATEMENTS 
CONCERNING HIS RELATIONS WITH PRESS. HE MAY BE UNAWARE OF 
SiTUATION, | WOULD MENTION IT ONLY IN PRIVACY OF THIS ROOM, 

BUT NCNA CORRESPONDENT WHO STANDS OUTSIDE THIS ROOM HAS FOR LONG 
PERIOD OF TIME HAD REMARKABLY ACCURATE iNFORMAT!ION WHAT GOES 

ON INSIDE, HE HAS NOT BEEN DISCREET IN DISCUSSING THIS 
INFORMATION WITH OTHER CORRESPONDENTS, | WAS NOT TEN MINUTES 
BACK IN MY OFFICE AFTER OCTOBER 27 MEETING WHEN WESTERN 
CORRESPONDENTS INDICATED NCNA CORRESPONDENT HAD SAID WANG 
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HAD PRESENTED IMPORTANT STATEMENT RENEWING PROPOSAL FOR HIGHER 
LEVEL MEETING, 


18, | SAID | AND MEMBERS OF MY STAFF REFUSED DISCUSE REPORT 
WITH PRESS, NEVERTHELESS, PLACES ME IN DIFFICULT POSITION, 
| WAS COMPLETELY SATISFIED THAT THIS AND OTHER REPORTS HAVE 
OFTEN COME FROM SAME SOURCE, 


19, | SAID | HAD NOT SEEN NOVEMBER 8 NEW YORK TIMES REPORT, 

IF 1T CONTAINED DETAILS OF HIS PROPOSAL, IT WAS DOUBTLESSLY 
OBTAINED FROM DAILY WORKER ARTICLE, AS FOR DAILY WORKER ARTICLE, 
IT CLEARLY DID NOT ORIGINATE WITH US, 


20. | SAID RATHER THAN CONTINUE DISCUSSION THIS SUBJECT, 
COULD WE NOT AGREE DO OUR BEST PREVENT PRESS SPECULATION, 
| DID NOT INTS'O MAKE STATEMENT OR REPLY TO DAILY WORKER 
ARTICLE, HOWEVER, IF WANG MADE. STATEMENT AS INITIMATED IN 
LETTER | OF COURSE RESERVED MY RIGHT MAKE REPLY, 


21. $|' SAID | HOPED WE WOULD NOT BE REDUCED DEBATING IN PUBLIC, 
PROGRESS SO FAR DUE IN LARGE PART TO FACT WE ABLE DISCUSS 
FRANKLY WITHOUT PUBLIC DEBATE, 


22. |! SAID | DID NOT RECALL THAT WANG HAD PROPOSED OPEN TALKS, 
| DID PROPOSE PRIVATE TALKS BUT DID NOT RECALL ANY COUNTER} 


PROPOSAL FROM WANG, DID WANG REAFFIRM HIS AGREEMENT TO PRIVATE 
TALKS? 


23. WANG REPLIED THAT HE COULD NOT ACCEPT MY STATEMENT CONCERNING 
NCNA CORRESPONDENT. HE OFTEN RECEIVED TELEPHONE CALLS FROM 
WESTERN CORRESPONDENTS WHO SAID AMERICAN DELEGATION HAD SAID 
SOMETHING AND REPORTERS ASKED FOR COMMENTS, HE HAD NEVER MADE 

ANY REPLY TO SUCH INQUIRIES, 


24, AFTER OCTOBER 27 HE REQUESTED ASSISTANCE NCNA CORRESPONDENT 
IN TRACING LEAK, BUT REPORTER RESPONSIBLE FOR INFORMATION 
REFUSED DISCLOSE SOURCE, IT WAS THUS GROUNDLESS TO CHARGE 
ORIGIN OF LEAK WAS ON HIS SIDE, 
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25.WANG SAID CONCERNING NOVEMBER 8 NEW YORK TIMES STORY HE 

DID NOT REGARD 17 AS OBJECTIVE ATTITUDE ON MY PAR, 10 PRESUPPOSE 
= ORIGIN OF STORY WITHOUT HAVING READ IT, WRITER OF STORY 
ATTRIBUTED IT TO "US OFFICIALS", IT COULD NOT BE CONCLUDED 

THAT THESE OFFICIAL WERE STAFF OF LONDON DAILY WORKER, 
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FROM JOHNSON 
IOP 26. | ASKED HIM WHETHER HE INTENDED ISSUE STATEMENT. 


27. WANG REPLIED THAT DISTORTED REPORTS MAKE IT NECESSARY 
CONSIDER THIS STEM. 


28. | ASKED WHETHER THIS CONSTITUTED NOTIFICATION STATEMENT 
WOULD BE ISSUED. 


29. WANG SAID THE MATTER WAS UNDER CONSIDERATION. 


bE Sides EF 


of the United States 
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30. 1 ASKED WHETHER | WOULD BE NOTIFIED PRIOR TO ANY STATEMENT. 
: 31. WANG SAID HE COULD NOT SAY AT THE PRESENT MOMENT. 


32. | SAID THAT |! DID NOT INTEND TO ISSUE A STATEMENT UNLESS 
HE DID, IN WHICH CASE | RESERVED MY RIGHT TO MAKE A REPLY. 
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33. WANG NEXT PRESENTED A PREPARED STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION 
OF FORCE. HE SAID TWO MONTHS HAD PASSED SINCE AGREEMENT ON 
AGENDA ITEM ONE. FOLLOWING AGREEMENT H1S SIDE HAD INTRODUCED 
TWO SUBJECTS: EMBARGO AND HIGHER LEVEL MEETING. IN VIEW OF 
OUR RAISING QUESTION OF RENUNCIATION OF FORCE, HE HAD SUBMITTED 
ON OCTOBER 27 A DRAFT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT RECOMMENDING SETTLING 
DISPUTES BETWEEN CHINA AND US!WITHOUT THREAT OR USE OF FORCE 

IN ACCORDANCE WITH PROVISIONS OF UN CHARTER. IN ORDER TO 
MATERIALIZE THIS PRINCIPLE DRAFT PROPOSED CONVENING CONFERENCE 
OF FOREIGN MINISTERS TO SETTLE THROUGH NEGOTIATION QUESTION 

OF RELAXING AND ELIMINATING TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA. 
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CONF 1 DENT IAL 
iv. -2- 1135, NOVEMBER 10, 10 PM (SECTION TWO OF THREE) FROM GENEVA 
34. WANG SAID AFTER REPEATED EFFORTS ON HIS PART MY RESPONSE 


SO FAR HAD NOT BEEN SATISFACTORY. AT LAST MEETING | HAD RAISED 
QUESTION WHETHER HIS DRAFT INCORPORATED RENUNCIATION OF FORCE 


™ TO ACHIEVE NATIONAL OBJECTIVES, AS | HAD PROPOSED. SUCH GENERAL 
: TERM AS NATIONAL OBJECTIVES CONFUSES INTERNAL WITH INTERNATIONAL 
DISPUTES. 


35- WANG SAID IN PRACTICAL TERMS RENUNCIATION OF FORCE TO 
ACHIEVE NATIONAL OBJECTIVES CONSTITUTED DEMAND HIS SIDE 
RENOUNCE SOVEREIGNTY AND RECOGNIZE STATUS QUO OF US INTER- 
FERENCE INTERNAL AFFAIRS AND OCCUPATION CHINA'S TERRITORY OF 
TAIWAN. 


36. WANG SAID IN REGARD TO TAIWAN, CHINA'S NATIONAL OBJECTIVE 
IS TO LIBERATE ISLAND. THIS LIES WITHIN FRAMEWORK OF CHINA'S 
XOVEREIGNTY AND INTERNAL AFFAIRS. CHINA HAS REPEATEDLY STATED 
THAT CONDITINS PERMITTING IT WILL STRIVE LIBERATE TAIWAN 

BY PEACEFUL MEANS. MEANS BY WHICH TAIWAN IS LIBERATED, 
HOWEVER, 1S MATTER CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS AND US HAS NO RIGHT 
INTERFERE. THIS CANNOT BE MADE SUBJECT SINO-AMERICAN TALKS. 


STIR BA 8 
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37- WANG SAID ON OTHER HAND US NATIONAL OBJECTIVE TAIWAN 
AREA IS TO CONTINUE ENCROACHMENT CHINA'S TERRITORY OF TAIWAN 
AND CONTINUE INTERFERENCE CHINESE INTERNAL AFFAIRS. US HAS 
ALREADY USED FORCE AND THREAT OF FORCE ATTAIN SUCH AGGRESSIVE 
NATIONAL OBJECTIVE. 
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38. WANG SAID | HAD SKIPPED OVER THIS FACT AND REFUSED DISCUSS 
SUCH CONCRETE ISSUE AS WITHDRAWAL US ARMED FORCE TAIWAN AREA. 
AT SAME TIME US HAS DEMANDED THROUGH USE OF GENERAL TERM 
NATIONAL OBJECTIVES CHINA RECOGNIZE STATUS QUO IN TAIWAN 

AREA, CONTINUED US ENCROACHMENT CHINESE TERRITORY TAIWAN AND US 
INTERFERENCE IN CHINESE INTERNAL AFFAIRS. THIS CAN IN NO 

WAY BE COMPLIED WITH. 


39. WANG SAID AT LAST MEETING | HAD ASKED WHETHER INTENT 

OF HIS DRAFT WAS THAT FORCE NOT BE USED EXCEPT IN SELF- 
DEFENSE. TAIWAN IS CHINESE TERRITORY AND US USE OF FORCE IN 
THAT AREA PLACES CHINA IN DEFENSIVE POSITION. JUST AS CHINA 


, CAN\C™ GO TO HONOLULU TO PUT UP DEFENSES IN RESPECT TO US, SO 
* 7 . US ‘4S NO GROUNDS PUT UP DEFENSES IN TAIWAN AREA IN RESPECT 
‘TO As " 
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ho. WANG SAID IN SPITE THIS SITUATION CHINA PORPOSES SETTLE 
THROUGH HIGHER LEVEL NEGOTIATION QUESTION RELAXATION AND 
ELIMINATION OF TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA. IF IT IS INTENT THAT 
CHINA AND US SETTLE DISPUTES IN TAIWAN AREA BY PEACEFUL 
MEANS, THIS INTENT FINDS EXPRESSION IN HIS DRAFT AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. HOWEVER, IF IT IS INTENT THAT CHINA RENOUNCE 
EXERCISE SOVEREIGN RIGHT OVER TAIWAN AND RECOGNIZE US 
ENCROACHMENT, THIS SIMPLY WILL NOT DO. 


41. WANG SAID | HAD SUGGESTED THAT POINT WAS NOT WHETHER A 
SITUATION WAS INTERNAL OR EXTERNAL BUT WHETHER FORCE PREJUDICED 
INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND SECURITY. HIS SIDE COULD NOT ACCEPT 
CONFUSION OF DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL ISSUES. 


42, WANG SAID EVERYONE KNEW CHINESE PEOPLE HAD LIBERATED 
MAINLAND AND MANY COASTAL ISLANDS INCLUDING HAINAN, IN PROCESS 
OF WHICH THEY HAD NOT AT ANY TIME THREATENED INTERNATIONAL 
PEACE AND SECURITY. ON CONTRARY, VICTORY HAD INDISPUTABLY 
PROMOTED STABILITY OF SITUATION IN FAR EAST AND MADE IMMENSE 
CONTRIBUTION TO INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND SECURITY. jn OTHER 
HAND, US HAD ENCROACHED ON TAIWAN AND INTERFERED WITH LIBERATI 
TAIWAN AND COASTAL ISLANDS, GIVING RISE TO SITUATION WHICH 
THREATENED INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND SECURITY. / 


43. WANG SAID IT WAS FOR SAKE OF SAFEGUARDING INTERNATIONAL 
PEACE AND SECURITY THAT HE HAD PROPOSED SINO-US MEETING ON 
HIGHER LEVEL TO SETTLE THROUGH NEGOTIATION QUESTION OF RELAXING 
AND ELIMINATING TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA. YET ! HD AT LAST 
MEETING OBJECTED TO LINKING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO CONFERENCE 
OF FOREIGN MINISTERS. 





4, WANG SAID THIS 1S PROOF US INTENT IS TO REQUIRE HIS SIDE 

TO RENOUNCE EXERCISE SOVEREIGN RIGHTS IN REGARD TO CHINA'S 

TAIWAN AND TO ACCEPT STATUS QUO OF US ENCROACHMENT ON TAZWAN 

AND INTERFERENCE IN CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS BY ARMED FORCE. | 
HE WISHED CATEGORICALLY TO REPEAT THAT HIS SIDE COULD NOT AGREE 

TO THIS. 


45. WANG SAID HE HAD STATED BEFORE THAT MERE STATEMENT OF 

PRINCIPLE FORCE WILL NOT BE USED IN RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND 

US WITHOUT PROVIDING STEPS TO REALIZE THAT PRINCIPLE WOULD 
CONF | DENTI AL 
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MAKE US INCONSISTENT IN WORDS AND DEEDS, WOULD NOT CONTRIBUTE 
SETTLEMENT TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA, AND WOULD BE LIKELY GIVE 
RISE TO MISUNDERSTANDING THAT CHINA ADMITTING TO US ENCROACH-. 
MENT IN TAIWAN AND INTERFERENCE IN CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS. 


46. WANG SAID HE HAD ON MANY OCCASIONS RAISED QUESTION OF 
WITHDRAWAL OF US ARMED FORCE FROM TAIWAN AREA. HOWEVER, | HAD 
FAILED TO MAKE ANY ANSWERS THIS PROVED E! -IRELY NECESSITY 

OF HOLDING CONFERENCE OF FOREIGN MINISTERS. 


47. WANG SAID AT LAST MEETING | HAD SAID THAT RESPONSE TO 
QUESTION OF EMBARGO HUST DEPEND ON DEGREE: OF AGREEMENT ON 
RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. THE POLICY OF EMBARGO WAS ITSELF 
UNREASONABLE AND HENCE MUST BE LIFTED. THAT WAS EXACTLY HIS 
INTENT IN THE QUESTION OF EMBARGO AND THAT |S UNANIMOUS DEMAND 

OF PEOPLE OF WHOLE WORLD. IF US AFTER USING FORCE IN ENCROACHING 
ON TAIWAN SHOULD FURTHER DEMAND CHINA RECOGNIZE STATUS QUO 

AND RENOUNCE LIBERATION OF TAIWAN BEFORE US SIDE WOULD CONSIDER 
LIFTING EMBARGO, HIS SIDE COULD NOT ACCEPT. 


48. WANG SAID HIS DRAFT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT REPRESENTED GREAT 
EFFORT SEEK CONCRETELY APPLY UN CHARTER TO THE SITUATION. 

IF OUR SIDE WERE GENUINELY DESIROUS OF PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT 
THERE 1S NO REASON WHY OUR SIDE COULD NOT AGREE TO HIS DRAFT 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


hg, | REPLIED THAT HE HAD PROPERLY POINTED OUT THAT IT IS NOW 
TWO MONTHS SINCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ON RETURN OF CIVILIANS 
WAS ISSUED. ONLY TWO OF THOSE WHO REMAINED IN PRISON AT THAT 
TIME HAVE RETURNED. AT THIS RATE 1!T PRESUMABLY WOULD BE 17 
MONTHS UNTIL ALL HAVE RETURNED. 


50. | SAID THAT BY NO STRETCH OF THE IMAGINATION OR ANY INTER- 
PRETATION CAN THIS BE CONSIDERED "EXPEDITIOUS" OR FULFILLMENT 
OF COMMITMENT MADE BY HIS GOVERNMENT IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


51. | SAID CONTINUATION OF THIS SITUATION WOULD INEVITABLY 
INFLUENCE MY GOVERNMENT'S VIEW OF RELIANCE WHICH CAN BE PLACED 
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ON COMMITMENTS MADE BY HIS GOVERNMENT AND THUS PROFOUNDLY 
INFLUENCE OTHER ASPECTS OF OUR TALKS. 
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: 52. | THEN PRESENTED PREPARED STATEMENT ON OUR COUNTER- 
IO DRAFT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AS FOLLOWS; 

R 


A. | HAVE LISTENED CAREFULLY TO YOUR STATEMENT THIS MORNING, 
IOP mY GOVERNMENT HAS ALSO GIVEN CAREFUL STUDY TO DRAFT AGREED 

ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH YOU GAVE TC ME AT OUR MEETING OF OCTOBER 

27. IT HAS ALSO TAKEN INTO CONSIDERATION OUR DISCUSSIONS 

OF SUBJECT AT OUR LAST TWO MEETINGS, | AM TAKING INTO 

CONSIDERATION YOUR STATEMENTS THIS MORNING, 


B, |T SEEMS TO ME THAT WE ARE IN AGREEMENT THAT DIFFERENCES 
BETWEEN OUR TWO SIDES SHALL NOT LEAD TO ARMED CONFLICT, 
HOWEVER, AS | SAID AT OUR LAST MEETING, THIS IS SUBJECT TOO 
VITALLY IMPORTANT TO OUR TWO PEOPLES AND TO PEACE OF THE WORLD 
TO LEAVE TO CLOUDY LANGUAGE THAT MAY MEAN ONE THING TO ONE 

SIDE AND SOMETHING ELSE TO OTHER SIDE, | CONSIDER IT ESSENTIAL 
THAT WE BOTH NOT ONLY FULLY UNDERSTAND EACH OTHER BUT THAT 

ANY FORM OF WORDS THAT WE USE PUBLICLY TO ANNOUNCE WHATEVER 
UNDERSTANDING WE REACH BE ABSOLUTELY CLEAR, 


of the United States 


ota Sale ee 





; C., iN STUDYING YOUR DRAFT IT DOES NOT SEEM TO ME THIS PURPOSE 
| IS FULLY ACCOMPLISHED, FOR EXAMPLE, WHILE YOU CITE IN YOUR 
4 DRAFT SOME OF SOUND AND FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES OF INTERNATIONAL 
: CONDUCT SET FORTH IN CHARTER OF UNITED NATIONS, IT IS QUITE 
CLEAR FROM OUR DISCUSSION THAT WE HAVE DIFFERING VIEWS WITH 
RESPECT TO APPLICABILITY OF THESE PARTICULAR PRINCIPLES TO 
SITUATION IN TAIWAN AREA, AS | NOTED AT OUR LAST MEETING, 
THERE ARE ALSO OTHER UNITED NATIONS PRINCIPLES WHICH MAY BE 
CONSIDERED ALSO TO HAVE APPLICABILITY TO THAT SITUATION, 
THERE ARE MANY OTHER EQUALLY APPROPRIATE CITATIONS IN 
UNITED NATIONS CHARTER AND OTHER INTERNATIONAL DOCUMENTS, 
HOWEVER, 1T DOES NOT SEEM TO ME PROFITABLE TO ATTEMPT TO CITE 
OR INCLUDE IN ANY PUBLIC STATEMENT UPON WHICH WE MAY AGREE uch 
(GD, 
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ALL OF PROVISIONS OF UNITED NATIONS CHARTER OR OTHER DOCUMENTS 
WHICH MAY BE APPLICABLE TO SITUATION, 


D, | DO CONSIDER IT IMPORTANT THAT WE MAKE PERFECTLY CLEAR 
IN WHATEVER WE AGREE PUBLICLY TO SAY, THAT WITHOUT PREJUDICE 
TO OUR DIFFERING VIEWS OR POLICIES WITH RESPECT TO THE SITUA- 
TION IN THE TAIWAN AREA, WE ARE DETERMINED IT SHALL NOT LEAD 
TO ARMED CONFLICT, 


E. | THINK IT ALSO DESIRABLE THAT WHATEVER WE SAY WE MAKE 
IT CLEAR THAT NEITHER ONE OF US IS RENOUNCING RIGHT OF INDI- 
VIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE, WHICH IS RECOGNIZED BY 
UNITED NATIONS CHARTER, 


F, ALSO, AS | SAID AT OUR LAST MEETING, | US NOT CONSIDER 

WE CAN CONDITION OUR ENUNCIATION OF SUCH FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE 
UPON ANY PARTICULAR FORM OF NEGOTIATION BETWEEN OUR TWO 
COUNTRIES, | REPEAT STATEMENT WHICH | MADE AT OUR MEETING 

OF OCTOBER 8, THAT SUCH DECLARATIONS WOULD MAKE IT APPROPRIATE 
TO PASS ON TO DISCUSSION OF OTHER MATTERS WITH BETTER HOPE 

OF COMING TO CONSTRUCTIVE CONCLUSIONS, | HAVE ALREADY 
INDICATED MY WILLINGNESS TO HEAR YOUR VIEWS WITH RESPECT 

TO WHAT YOU TERM TRADE EMBARGO IF FOLLOWING OUR ISSUANCE 

OF SUCH DECLARATION THERE ARE OTHER MATTERS PROPERLY WITHIN 
THE SCOPE OF OUR TALKS WHICH YOU DESIRE TO BRING UP, | WILL 
ALSO BE PREPARED TO DISCUSS THEM WITH YOU, 


G, YOU AND i HAVE AGREED THAT OUR DIFFERENCES IN TAIWAN 

AREA SHOULD NOT LEAD TO ARMED CONFLICT, WE ARE ALSO IN AGREE- 
MENT THAT PUBLIC STATEMENT SHOULD BE MADE IN THIS REGARD, 

| HAVE THEREFORE PREPARED DRAFT WHICH | BELIEVE FULLY TAKES 
INTO ACCOUNT VIEWS OF BOTH SIDES AND CLEARLY EXPRESSES THIS 
INTENT, 


H, YOU WILL NOTE FROM THIS DRAFT THAT, ALTHOUGH MY ORIGINAL 
PROPOSAL HAD IN MIND SEPARATE DECLARATIONS, | HAVE ADOPTED 
YOUR SUGGESTION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SIMILAR IN FORM TO THAT 
WHICH WE MADE ON SEPTEMBER 10, 
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1. YOU WILL ALSO NOTE FROM THIS DRAFT THAT | HAVE TAKEN ACCOUNT 
OF THE PRINCIPLES OF THE UNITED NATIONS CHARTER AS WELL AS © 
OUR DIFFERING VIEWS ON THE SITUATICN IN TAIWAN AREA, WITH 
PARTICULAR REFERENCE TO YOUR STATEMENTS THIS MORNING, YOU 

WILL NOTE THAT THIS DRAFT IS CAREFULLY DRAWN SO AS NOT TO 
REQUIRE YOUR GOVERNMENT IN MAKING THIS STATEMENT TO RENOUNCE 

OR TO PREJUDICE ITS VIEWS IN THIS REGARD, YOU WILL 

ALSO NOTE THAT DRAFT SPECIFICALLY REFERS TO RIGHT OF INDIVIDUAL 
AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE AND THAT IT PROVIDES FOR 

STATEMENTS BY THE TWO GOVERNMENTS TO BE IDENTICAL, THAT IS, 

iT 1S NOT BEING SUGGESTED YOUR GOVERNMENT SAY ANYTHING 

BUT WHAT MY GOVERNMENT IS WILLING TO SAY, 





J, 1 WOULD HCPE WE COULD AGREE ON THISDRAFT, ISSUANCE OF 
WHICH WOULD MEAN SO MUCH NOT ONLY FOR PROGRESS OF OUR TALKS 
BUT FOR WORLD LONGING FOR ASSURANCE OF PEACE, 


53. AFTER READING DRAFT IN ENGLISH ORIGINAL AND HAVING IT 
INTERPRETED WANG REPLIED THAT HE HAD SOME PRELIMINARY COMMENTS, 
WE ALL RECOGNIZED EXISTENCE CONTRADICTIONS IN POLICIES AND 
DISPUTES BETWEEN OUR GOVERNMENTS, THESE DISPUTES MUST BE 
SETTLED CONFORMITY ACCEPTED AND RECOGNIZED STANDARDS INTER- 
NATIONAL CONDUCT, THAT WHY ENTIRELY NECFSSARY AS IN HIS 

DRAFT HAVE SPECIFIC QUOTATIONS PROVISIONS UNITED NATIONS 
CHARTER, INDICATING INTENT SETTLE DISPUTES ACCORDANCE QUOTED 


PROVISIONS, 


54, WANG SAID WE WERE IN AGREEMENT THAT PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT 
SHOULD BE MADE, HOWEVER, HE COULD NOT AGREE THAT ISSUANCE 
SUCH ANNOUNCEMENT SHOULD BE A PREREQUISITE FOR DISCUSSION OF 
OTHER MATTERS, 


55- WANG SAID HE NOTED THAT MY DRAFT OMITTED TWO PARAGRAPHS 
UNITED NATIONS CHARTER HE HAD QUOTED, MY DRAFT ALSO OMITTED 
PRMPISiON CONCERNING HOLDING OF FOREIGN MINISTERS* MEETING, 

MY DRAFT CONTAINED REFERENCE TO "NATIONAL OBJECTIVES", 

AS HE HAD SAID THIS MORNING, SUCH A CATCHALL TERM AS "NATIONAL 
OBJECTIVES" COULD SOLVE NOTHING, 
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56. WANG SAID QUESTION ARISES WHAT OBJECTIVES ARE MEANT BY 
TERM, IN 194] AFTER PEARL HARBOR UNITED STATES JOINED IN WAR 
AGAINST AGGRESSION ON BASIS NATIONAL OBJECTIVE WHICH WAS 


SELF-DEFENSE, USE OF FORCE TO ACHIEVE SUCH NATIIONAL OBJECTIVE 
JUSTIFIED, 


STe WANG SAID OTHER NATIONAL OBJECTIVES CONCERN DOMESTIC AFFAIRS 
OF COUNTRY, NATIONAL OBJECTIVE OF SELF-DEFENSE IS QUITE JUST, 


58. WANG SAID HE NOTED THAT DRAFT REFERS TO UNITED STATES 
SELF-DEFENSE IN CONNECTION WITH TAIWAN AREA, HE COULD NOT SEE 


HOW UNITED STATES HAS RIGHT TO PUT UP SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWUM 
AREA, 


59. WANG SAID THAT DRAFT MENT!ONS DESIRE SETTLE DISPUTES 
BETWEEN TWO SIDES BY PEACEFUL MEANS, THIS IN CONFORMITY WITH 
MAIN IDEA OF HIS DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT, 


60, WANG RESERVED FURTHER COMMENT FOR NEXT MEETING, 


61. MEETING ENDED AT 12:10, NEXT MEETING THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 
17~ SAME PRESS RELEASE, 
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a PRESUMABLY AT NEXT MEETING WANG WILL HAVE PREPARED STATE- om 
| MENT COMMENTING ON RENUNCIATION FORCE PROPOSAL | INTRODUCED a 
. 3 YESTERDAY. | WILL REPLY AS APPROPRIATE REITERATING ARGUMENTS - 
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REMYTEL 1132 Dirceticn to rem f-Xe 


1. | HAVE BEEN RECONSIDERING QUESTION OF TEXT OF ANY PUBLIC 
STATEMENT WE SHOULD ISSUE IF PRC MAKES STATEMENT. IT NOW 
APPEARS TO ME TEXT IN DEPTEL 1183 WOULD NOT BE BEST ANSWER TO 

- PROBABLE TYPE OF STATTEMENT PRC COULD BE EXPECTED. 


ll 
oo 


} 2. THERE 1S GIVEN BELOW MY THOUGHT ON GENERAL LINES OF WHAT 
| MIGHT BE SAID HERE IF WANG !SSUES STATEMENT, OR IT COULD BE 
MODIFIED FOR ISSUANCE IN WASHINGTON IF PRC RELEASE WAS FROM 
PEIPING. IT WILL -BE NOTED TH!S DRAFT ATTEMPTS TO MAKE OUR 
POINTS WITHOUT BECOMING INVOLVED IN SPECIFIC SUBSTANCE OF 
MEETINGS OR DRAFTS WHICH | FEEL SHOULD IF POSSIBLE BE 
AVOIDED. 


SSILI-|LL/S6° IO 


of the United States 
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A. IT 1S A MATTER OF DISAPPOINTMENT AND CONCERN THAT AMBASSADOR 
NANG HAS CHOSEN TO ISSUE A PUBLIC STATEMENT AT THIS TIM. 

AS HE AND |! AGREED WHEN THESE TALKS STARTED PROGRESS CAN 

BEST BE MADE BY NOT GIVING OUT DETAILS OF OUR EXCHANGES UNTIL 
UNDERSTANDINGS CAN BE ANNOUNCED, AS WHEN WE MADE THE AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF SEPTEMBER 10 WITH REGARD TO THE RETURN OF 


Vd 














CIVILIANS. 
“) t(! 
B. SOME TIME AGO | PROPOSED, !N ORDER TO TAKE PROGRESS7!N_THE c3 
DISCUSSION OF OTHER PRACTICAL MATTERS ARISING BETWEEN tHe TWO 9 
SIDES, THAT BOTH SIDES SHOULD DECLARE THAT THEY RENOUNGED 
“% «USE OF FORCE. z = 
py 7 C. AMBASSADO 
‘ ks yo hy 
-f6 BpeY/ REPRODUCTION F HIS 
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t. J AMBASSADOR WANG APPEARS TO HAVE ACCEPTED THIS PRINCIPLE AND 
WE HAVE SINCE THAT TIME BEEN DISCUSSING AN APPROPRIATE FORM 

FOR THIS DECLARATION.| SUCH A DECLARATION MUST MAKE IT CLEAR 
THAT FORCE 1S BEING RENOUNCED AS AN INSTRUMENT OF NATIONAL 
POLICY IN GENERAL AND ALSO WITH PARTICULAR REFERENCE TO THE 
TAIWAN AREA. MY GOVERNMENT BELIEVES THAT AN UNQUALIFIED 
DECLARATION IN THIS REGARD, SUCH AS THE UNITED STATES 1S WILLING 
TO MAKE, WOULD BE A MAJOR STEP IN ASSURING PEACE IN THE FAR 

EAST /AND PERMIT HOPEFUL DISCUSSION OF OTHER PROBLEMS 


De. | AM PLEASED TO NOTE THAT AMBASSADOR WANG'S STATEMENT 
APPEARS PUBLICLY TO INDICATE THAT THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF 

CHINA IS IN FACT WILLING TO RENOUNCE THE USE OF FORCE. | HOPE 
THAT AGREEMENT CANN SOON BE REACHED ON AN UNQUALIFIED DECLARATION 
IN THIS REGARD. 

Ee ‘HOWEVER, | THE EXTREME SLOWNESS AND APPARENT RELUCTANCE 

WITH WHICH AMBASSADOR WANG'S GOVERNMENT IS NOW |MPLEMENTING 

1'TS COMMITMENT OF SEPTEMBER 10 TO PERMIT ALL AMERICANS IN CHINA 
DESIRING TO RETURN EXPEDITIOUSLY TO DO SO IS A SOURCE OF 

SER!OUS CONCERN. ALTHOUGH MORE THAN TWO MONTHS HAVE NOW 

PASSED SINCE THE ISSUANCE OF OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT OF SEPTEMBER 
10, 17 AMERICANS STILL REMAIN IN JAIL. 





Fe §T 1S MY HOPE THAT COMMUNIST CHINA WILL NO LONGER DELAY 
IN DEMONSTRATING ITS WILLINGNESS FULLY TO CARRY OUT ITS FREELY 
ASSUMED COMMITMENTS. 
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Thank you very much for y generous letter 
of November 4. I know that you fully appreciate my problems, but I 
must say I could not ask for better support. As I have told licConaughy 
previously, and have repeated here to the Secretary and Herman, I feel 
my instructions have consistently been excellent and have enabled me to 
go to meetings with a feeling of confidence in having sufficient elbow 
room to meet any likely situation. However, ai I also told Herman, I 
would be very happy if someone else were dealing with this renunciation 
of force item. Prisoners was a subject upon which I could really get 
my hands and bulldog, but with renunciation of force I sometimes feel 
as if I am punching at clouds or grabbing at eels which slip out just 
when I think I have hold. However, I will try to do my best. 


It is hard to tell what will happen in the next few weeks. As far 
as substance is concerned, there is quickly not going to be much more to 
talk about. It is going to simply come down to a refusal by them to 
renounce force against Taiwan and our insistence that they do so. I am 
convinced they are not going to do so unless they get something they 
want very badly. The Foreign hinisters' meeting is obviously in this 


category but whether even this would be sufficient is somewhat doubtful 
in my mind. 


It will then come down to whether they are willing to keep these 
talks going for their own sake. This might be the case, and the louder 
that Taiwan screams about their continuation, the more it serves to 
convince Chou that it would be useful to keep them going. 


Another aspect is that even if they desire to break off the talks, 
I believe we have them in a position that makes it difficult for them to 


do so. They will realize that we would be able to present it as a refusal 


on their part to renounce force, which would carry with it implications 
that would be difficult for them to handle. 


As you 


The Honorable 
William J. Sebald, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington, D. C. 
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As you can see from my telegrams I still feel it is a mistake 
to bring up implementation at every meeting. On the one hand it tends 
to become routine (I have run out of any new ways of saying it), and 
on the other hand I think if, is counterproductive in that it makes it a 
little harder for them to release them. lHvuwever, I think we shouid take 
advantage of every opportunity to put the heat on them through U Nu, 
Nehru and others. I know, however, that I am in a minority of one on 
the former point. 


I am having serious personnel difficulties in Prague and, hence, 
I have been trying recently to get up there as often as possible to lend 
a hand, but it is becoming more difficult with the uncertainties of flying 
here in the winter and the curtailed schedules. 


Teli Walter Robertson that he need not worry that I will ever do 
anything rash with ideas that are exchanged in personal letters with 
any of you. I would hope that I could continue to correspond on a purely 
informal basis, as I have in the past, and pass ideas back and forth 
without commitment by anyone. 


Tell McConaughy I have, just as I was writing this, received his 
letter of November 8 and will not be writing him today. 


My best to all. 


Sincerely, 


U. Alexis Johnson 
American Arbassador 


P.S. I have just read Hong Kong's despatch 579 of October 3 on the 
release of Buol. I would be interested in knowing from our 
friends whether there is any probable basis for the report 
Buol mentions that three Americans missing from the 1951 Li hi 
operation are imprisoned. 
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2. Implementation. Agree with your view that major emphasis should 
be kept vpon PRC's failure carry out express commitment to release Americans, 
with O'Neill's difficulties secondary. Department will obtain from British 
latest developments Peiping and send guidance this aspect later. 


3. Embargo. Concur your 1140, 
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4. ikilitary personnel. Defense has reguested UNCMIAC to present lists 


again. Since reply not yet received from UNCMAC you should omit subject this 


meeting. 
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USIA FOR PAUL FORD COLUMN IPS ON FRIDAY IF POSSIBLE. SUBJECT e 
TO! DEPARTMENT'S /IEWS | BELIEVE RELEASE THIS TYPE ARTICLE AT sO » 
TIME WOULOSBE USEFUL AND CONCUR IN TEXT. IF DEPARTMENT CONCURS OI & 
P REQUEST TEXT BE TRANSMITTED US!A WASHINGTON. >3 
: © 
Ss GENEVA -- THE UNITED STATES IS PRESSING VIGOROUSLY FOR FULL 1s 
7 IMPLEMENTATION OF COMMUNIST CHINA'S SEPTEMBER TENTH PLEDGE _— 
@ TO PERMIT AMERICANS !' CHINA "EXPEDITIOUSLY" TO RETURN HOME. - 
—_ 
SEVENTEEN AMERICAN CIVILIANS ARE STILL IMPRISIONED ON THE CHINA - 
re: MAINLAND, DESPITE THE PROMISE GIVEN IN GENEVA NINE WEEKS AGO T 
% THE U.Se AMBASSADOR TO CZECHOSLOVAKIA, U.-ALEXIS JOHNSON, 


BY PEIPING'S AMBASSADOR TO POLAND, WANG PING-NAN. 7 


JOHNSON AND WANG HAVE BEEN HOLDING TALKS IN GENEVA SINCE aucus 
FIRST. THEY MET FOR THE TWENTY-SIXTH \ IME THURSDAY. THERE ARE 
TWO i TEMS ON THEIR AGENDA: THE RETURN OF CIVIL!ANS, AND "OTHER 
PRACTICAL MATTERS AT !ISSUZ BETWEEN THE TWO SIDES." 
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WHILE WAITING FOR PEIPING TO RELEASE THE SEVENTEEN AMERICANS, 
THE AMBASSADORS ARE DISCUSSING THE QUESTION OF A MUTUAL RE- O 
NUNCIATION OF FORCE, PARTICULARLY IN THE TAIWAN AREA. THEY 4 
HAVE NOT (REPEAT NOT) CLOSED THEIR TALKS ON ITEM ONE, HOWEVER, “a 
AND 1T 1S CLEAR THAT IN DISCUSSIONS ON ALL OTHER MATTERS 7 
THE UNITED STATES WILL TAKE INTO ACCOUNT PEIPING'S IMPLEMENTATION 
OF THE SEPTEMBER TENTH PLEDGE AS WELL AS-1TS- WILLINGNESS TO 
ASSURE THE WORLD OF ITS INTENT NOT TO START A WARS 
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-~ 2 - 1186, NOVEMBER 16, 9 P.M. FROM GENEVA. 


INI TS ‘BROADCASTS !PEIPING 1S ALLEGING THAT IN SPITE OF ITS FREELY 
MADE COMMITMENT OF SE? TEMBER TENTH THE RETURN OF IMPRISONED 
AMERICANS DEPENDS UPON WHAT THE CHINESE COMMUNISTS TERM “IM- 
PROVEMENT OF RELATIONS.” THIS IS AN AMAZINGLY FRANK ADMISSION 
THAT PEIPING CONSIDERS THESE PERSONS AS POLITICAL HOSTAGES TO 
BE BARGAINED FOR POLITICAL ENDS. IT ALSO CANNOT ESCAPE NOTICE 
THAT PEIP!ING HAS CAREFULLY TIMED ITS RELEASES THUS FAR WITH 
POLITICAL EVENTS - THE ELEVEN IMPRISONED FLYERS WERE RELEASED 
“HE DAY THE AMBASSADORIAL LEVEL TALKS OPENED, TEN CIVILIAN 
PRISONERS WERE FREED THE DAY THE AMBASSADORS ISSUED THEIR 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ON THE RETURN OF CIVILIANS, AND TWO MORE 
ON THE DAY PRIOR TO THE OPENING OF THE FOREIGN MINISTERS! 


MEETING IN GENEVA. NO OTHER PRISONERS HAVE YET BEEN RELEASED 
AND 17 STILL REMAIN. 


HOWEVER, THE UNITED STATES STILL HOPES THAT THE CHINESE COMMUNISTS 
WILL, EVEN IF BELATEDLY, FULLY CARRY OUT THEIR COMMITMENT TO 
PERMIT ALL AMERICANS WHO DESIRE TO DO SO TO RETURN. 


THE CINESE COMMUNISTS HAVE PUBLICLY ANNOUNCED THE TWO MATTERS 
THEY WOULD LIKE TO TAKE UP ARE PREPARATIONS FOR A HIGHER LEVEL 
MEETING AND THE QUESTION OF TRADE EMBARGO. 


SECRETARY OF STATE DULLES SAID IN A PRESS CONFERENCE ON OCTOBER 
EIGHTEENTH THAT THE POSSIBILITIES OF THE MEETING OF THE AMBASSADORS 
SHOULD BE FULLY EXPLORED AND EXHAUSTED BEFORE THERE 1S CONSIDERATION 
GIVEN TO A POSSIBLE SECOND MEETING AND THAT THE UNITED STATES 

WOULD BE WILLING TO DISCUSS THE QUESTION OF TRADE EMBARGO AT 

THE AMBASSADORIAL LEVEL. HOWEVER, IT HAS BEEN.MADE G&EAR THAT 

THE UNITED STATES 1S NOT PREPARED TO MAKE ANY ARRANGEMENTS 


WHICH WOULD PREJUDICE THE RIGHTS OF THE REPUBL[<:OF CHINA OR 
OTHER THIRD PARTIES. = 7 
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THE MEETINGS HERE ARE CONDUCTED IN SECRET BECAUBE: IT #5 THE: 
U.S. BELIEF THAT THERE |S A BETTER POSSIBILITY @F PROGRESS IF 
PROBLEMS CAN BE DISCUSSED FRANKLY, WITHOUT THE BANGER QF THE 
TALKS BEING DISTORTED FOR PROPAGANDA PURPOSES. WHATEVER 


RESULTS ARE ACHIEVED, HOWEVER, WILL OF COURSE BE MADE PUBLIC, 
JOHNSON HAS EMPHASIZED. . : 
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THERE WILL, IN OTHER WORDS, BE NO (REPEAT NO) SECRET AGREEMENTS. 
E ND . , 


SS6t 3999 oomx 








— or 
. ~~ i ee ae a ing oe, Pe 


‘,, ~~, .*S. 5 * . +. ox ~ - ee. dl . sol of Se Bis o 4&4 * s al -—" ee a FO eee ee 















4 


TOME TELESIM «= Department of State 






ud 


ACTION COPY 





14 





Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 


tit 
ie 


CONF IDENT IAL 





Rec'd: 
FROM: GENEVA - Ai es Pe 1955 


10: Secretary of State — 3° 


. j 5 
oO 
Control: 9221 oh! Oe t S 
9 3 





NO: 1192, NOVEMBER 17, 2 P.M. ‘i z 3 


PRIORITY |) 


LIMITED DISTRIBUTION . vy, 
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FROM JOHNSON 


1. TWO HOUR. MEETING THIS MORNING DEVOTED ENTIRELY TO DRAFT 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE EXCEPT FOR STATE- 
MENT BY ME ON IMPLEMENTATION TO WHICH HE DID NOT REPLY. 
DISCUSSION CENTERED ALMOST ENTIRELY AROUND OUR DRAFT. 





SS 


2. WANG OPENED MEETING WITH LONG AND UNCOMPROMISING PREPARED 
STATEMENT REJECTING OUR DRAFT AS "TOTALLY UNJUSTIFIABLE AND 
ARSOLUTELY UNACCEPTABLE" AND DEMANDING ACCEPTANCE HIS DRAFT. 
STATEMENT REITERATED PREVIOUS POSITIONS ON TAIWAN, GRC, US 
OCCUPATION, ETC. MUCH EMPHASIS UPON OUR DRAFT REQUIRING THEM 
rO ACQUIESCE MAINTENANCE OF STATUS QUO, US ARMED INTERFERENCE 


_IBERATION TAIWAN AND US ENCROACHMENT ON CHINESE TERRITORY 
TAIWAN. , 


GSGLI-ILIL/S6°LIGO 


3. | REPLIED WITH LONG EXTEMPORANEQUS STATEMENT REJECTING 
HIS IMPLICATION US NOT SEEKING PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT BY REFERRING 
US PROPOSAL THESE TALKS, STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE, 
AND WILLINGNESS DISCUSS OTHER MATTERS. | RESTATED OUR POSITION © 
WITH RESPECT GRC, DEFENSE TREATY, ETC. PRINCIPAL POINT WAS On 
NOT NOW ATTEMPT RECONCILE THESE DIFFERENCES BUT ASSURE WILL NOT <> 
LEAD TO WAP. | THEN WENT THROUGH OUR DRAFT PARAGRAPH BY PARA- = b3 
GRAPH, ASKING HIM SPECIFICALLY TELL ME WITH WHAT THEY DID NoT © 
AGRES. 7) bey 
Mt = 
es) =) - | 
4, HIS REPLY AND SUBSEQUENT GIVE AND TAKE WAS VERY NOTICEAB ~ 
MILDER THAN PREPARED STATEMENT BUT DID NOT ADD ANYTHING =~ & eo 
SUBSTANT I VE opuc 
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-2- 1192, NOVEMBER i7, 2 P.M., FROM GENEVA 


SUBSTANTIVE. 


5. | PERSISTED IN ATTEMPT OBTAIN MORE CONCRETE EXPRESSION 
SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS (UR DRAFT WHICH HE AVOIDED BY REFERRING 
H!1S OPENING STATEMENT WHICH | CHARACTERIZED AS GENERALIZED 
AND NOT HELPFUL IN ARRIVING AT AGREEMENT ON TEXT. J POINTED 
OUT OUR DRAFT SEEMED TO MEET HIS THREE PRINCIPAL REQUIREMENTS: 
A) NO VIOLATIQN SOVEREIGNTY, TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY, B) BASED 
ON UN PRINCIPLES, AND C) CONCRETE ARRANGEMENTS FOR PEACEFUL 
SETTLEMENT ALREADY PROVIDED FOR BY THESE TALKS. IN REPLY HE 
CONTINUED REFER BACK TO HIS PREPARED STATEMENT. 


&. MEETING CLOSED ON THIS INCONCLUSIVE NOTE. NEXT MCETING 
WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 23. 
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FROM JOHNSON 


1. I IT WILL BE NOTED WANG*S PREPARED STATEMENT AT YESTERDAY!S 

MEETING WAS VERY HARD AND UNTIL LAST SENTENCE | HAD FEELING HE WAS 

PREPARING GROUND FOR BREAK, HOWEVER, SHOULD ALSO BE NOTED HE 

HAS NOT YET ACCEPTED MY INVITATION AT NOVEMBER 3 MEETING TO GIVE 

THEIR VIEWS ON TRADE, THEY HAVE IMPOLITICLY ACCEPTED OUR POSITION 
$ RENUNCIATION FORCE FIRST AND MOST IMPORTANT ITEM ALTHOUGH THEY 

OF COURSE CONTINUE LINK IT WITH FONMIN MEETING, 


2. WHILE THEY HAVE DROPPED IMMEDIATE DEMAND FOR WITHDRAWAL 
US FORCES FROM TAIWAN THEY ARE OF COURSE TRYING TO MANEUVER 
US INTO POSITION OF ISSUING STATEMENT WHICH WOULD PROVIDE STRONG 
BAS!S FOR DEMANDING OUR WITHDRAWAL, AT SAME TIME THEY HAVE 
INTERPRETED REFERENCE TO "INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF- 
DEFENSE" IN JUXTAPOSITION T@ TAIWAN AREA IN OPERATIVE PARA OUR 
DRAFT AS REQUIRING RECOGNITION BY THEM, ON ONE HAND, OF US 
RIGHT UNILATERALLY TO DEFEND TAIWAN, AND, ON OTHER HAND, 
VALIDITY OF US DEFENSE TREATY WITH GRC, FROM THIS IT WOULD 
FOLLOW THAT THEY ARE PRECLUDED FROM EVEN RAISING QUESTION 
WITHDRAWAL US FORCES FROM TAIWAN" AS WELL AS ABANDONING THEIR 
OVER-ALL POSITION OF GRC AND TAIWAN, THEREFORE, IT IS EMPTY 
TO SPEAK OF NOT PREJUDICING THEIR POLICIES, STRIPPED OF 
POLEMICS ete IS GENUINE POSiTION THEY WERE SETTING 
FORTH sneaRAe ‘AND 11. WANG*S STATEMENT ( MYTEL 1200) AND 
THAT FROM THEIR STANDPOINT IT HAS CONSIDERABLE POINT, 


: Cry Age 7% g\ Nun 3. DO NOT 
«SEI 


of the United States 
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3- DO NOT SUGGEST ANY AMENDMENT OUR DRAFT AT THIS TIME BUT 
BELIEVE WE SHOULD BE CONSIDERING HOW POINT MIGHT BE MET IF IT 
APPEARS DES!IRABLE ATTEMPT DO SO, 


4, ALSO SUGGEST WE BE CONSIDERING WHETHER AND HOW OUR DRAFT 
COULD BE AMENDED CONSISTENT WITH OUR OVER-ALL POSITION SO THAT 
|1T WOULD MAKE SPECIFIC REFERENCE TO INTENT BOTH PARTIES SETTLE 
DISPUTES BY PEACEFUL MEANS, WHAT | HAVE IN MIND IS POSSIBILITY 
INCLUSION SOME GENERAL STATEMENT INTENT BOTH SIDES PEACEFULLY 
NEGOTIATE DISPUTES INCLUDING POSSIBLY SPECIFiC REFERENCE TO 
TAIWAN AREA WHICH WOULD SERVE AS SUBSTITUTE THEIR PARA ON 
FONMIN MEETING WITHOUT COMMITMENT AS TO ANY PARTICULAR FORM 

OF NEGOTIATION, BELIEVE iF SOMETHING ALONG THIS LINE COULD BE 
FORMULATED IT WOULD SUBSTANTIALLY STRENGTHEN PRESENT DRAFT 

AND MIGHT SLIGHTLY INCREASE ITS ACCEPTABILITY, 


5. HOWEVER, AS DEPARTMENT IS AWARE IT IS MY CONSIDERED VIEW 
THAT WE CANNOT NOW ANTICIPATE CHICOMS WILL PUBLICLY MAKE SUCH 
MAJOR SHIFT IN POSITION AS WOULD BE INVOLVED IN ISSUANCE ANY 
STAISFACTORY RENUNCIATION OF FORCE DECLARATION IN TAIWAN AREA 


WITHOUT RECE|V¥ING WHAT THEY WOULD CONSIDER SATISFACTORY ASSURANCE 
SUBSTANTIAL VALUE IN RETURN, 


of the United States 


6. NEXT MEETING WILL BE "MY TURN" SPEAK FIRST AND IT WILL BE 
IMPORTANT | HAVE CAREFULLY PREPARED AND CONSIDERED STATFMENT, 
WOULD APPRECIATE DEPARTMENT!S SUGGESTIONS ON ADDITIONAL POINTS 
| MIGHT MAKE OR THOSE MADE IN PAST WHICH DEPARTMENT BELIEVES 
WOULD BE MOST USEFUL EMPHAS!ZE, 
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Letter No. 26 ‘| Review Again__. 4 7 , 
Z Re yiewe? _ _t a a { 
Dear Alex: ed | 


You are not the forgottem man despite the rather long interval between 
letters recently. With our forces rather widely scattered, there has not been 
much that I could give you which would add to what you were zetting in the 
official tele rams. That is still essentially the case. So this letter 
will be rather short. I have just checked with Soth Mr. Robertson ani 


rf 

s Bill sebald. Thay heve no special sidelights om messages to comvey and : 
2 suggest that I defer any long letter until early next week. We are meting 
5 | with Sersen Phleger at noom today. By Momiay we should be able to take : 
- his views ani the latest thinking of the Secretary into account. ; 
- un 


We have @ feeling that we may be getting into a fairly tight corner on 

the remmneiation of force item although basically our position is unquestionably 
soumil. It seems to us in FE that we are suffering from our inability to 

eS Se oe Oe ee SO a eee eee 

from the necesseitpoofcengumentcthetussasmet pull our verbal punches to 

some extent at Geneva in order to insure the contimation of the talks; 

from the increasingly serious misgivings of the Chinese Uovermmsnt (see 
Taipei's 163 of Nov. 17 tranamitting the note of Foreign Minister Yeh to 

the Secretary); from the clever way in which the Chinsse Communists are 
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attempting to seize the initiative on the renunciation of force item and 
masquerade as the real sponsors of the reminciation of force concept. We 
are getting /increasing munber: of queries as to where we expect to go if the 
Chinese Communists should unexpectedly agree to sign some form of textually 
acceptable renunciation of force declaration? Taipei clearly believes that 
the Commnists might be willing to sign sane such form of declaration with 
no intention of observing it longer than it served their purposes. Taipei 
knows that no such declaration can be self-enforcing and they believe the 
Chinese Communists would not hesitate to try to rationalise a violation of 
any wording which might be proposed. Taipei is asking with increasing 
insistence, Shere would yu go u got an agreed announcement on 
renunciation of force?® We are dr a message to Rankin which spells 
out to some extent the rationale behind the Geneva Ambassadorial talks. 
There may be some tendency on the part of our people out there to look at 
the problem almost exclusively in military terms. More of all this next week. 
Qn the repatrationdg question, I am enclosing a copy ofan kide Memoire 
we are giving the British which answers some of their questions on the 
stand we would like for O'Neill to take in mmimr regard to letters and 
visits to prisoners, the obstruction issue, and the special responsibility 
resting on the Chinese Communists to establish contact between 0'Neill 
and the prisoners in view of the inability of the prisoners to take any 
initiative without the consent and assistance of Chinese Communist authorities, 
We are enclosing a copy of the repart of the interview with Downey on 
November 15. We are also semiing you spparately a copy of the memo of 


conversation between Indian Ambassador Mehta and Mr. Robertson which took 
place yesterday, 








Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 


-3- 
SECRET 

We are working on a revision of the draft public statement (your 111). 
Presumably there will be no occasion to use this right away but we hope to have 
some conprete suggestions for you before the next meeting. It seems to me 
that there are Me atte strave indicating that the Chinese Conmnists may 
© SS OS ORS CS OD 0 the public forum later. The 
casual suggestion of Tuesday for the meeting is one such stray. 

I hope you will find our proposal to substitute Dave Osbern for Doug Yorman 
acceptable. Doug's family situation seems to call for his early return. 

Dave is outstanding and will bring considerable originality, resourcefullness 
and fertility of mind ag well as @ good basic knowledge, both general 

and particular. ifis repert of current thinking here, such asa Doug brought 
you in mid-August will also be valuable to you. 

We are working hard on the Ekvall case and hope to have a solution 
although it is too early for you to take this for granted. The bureaucratic 
hurdles encountered on such a seemingly simple problem are wall-nigh 
insredible. I was glad to get your letter Mo. 17 of Nov. k (which took 
10 days in transit). Bili Sebald appreciated your letter of Nov. 11 
and asked me to acknowledge it in his behalf. 


Regards and good wishes, 
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Guidance for November 23 meeting. 


1. Implementation. Acknowledge release three American prisoners, but 


emphasize 1h remain and we continue to be concerned over PRC's failure carr 


“SF FSM %Womoog Stup 





S6° LLG 


out commitment permit them expeditiously return. Inform Wang we also 


l/s 


ad - 
TINTS 


concerned over fact British Charge still unable perform his functions with = 
D 


respect these prisoners. Thirteen of fourteen still have not written Chargfp 





and since PRC has special responsibility provide facilities for prisoners! er 
communication, if they have not written can only be assumed they prevented from 
writing. It is obviously absurd to imagine any person confined in prison 

would not seek to take full advantage Charge's efforts to remove impediments 


to freedom if given opportunity. (We believe this point should be made for 
the record.) 


S1G/S9 


accordance 
Requirementg that Charge interview Americans only in a96Os@HWEX rules for 


is | 
relatives xm arbitrary and unreasonable. [t is obvious attempt defeat purpose 
of Agreed Announcement. No restrictions whatsoever on freedom of Chinese in 


US to communicate with Indians nor freedom of Indians to interview Chinese 


who appeal to them accordance Agreed Announcement. 








Telegraphic transmission end 
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, encountering 
3 US cannot. accept contention of PRC Vice Minister that question of maxmmxaging a 


| 


ot re, 
‘ 
' 


obstruction in leaving country does not arise in case imprisoned Americans. 
(Depte]. 1248) Imprisonment is self-evident and incontrovertible form of obstruc- 
‘tion to departure. Since more than two months have passed since PRC pledged 
; Americans could expeditiously return, it is apparent they encountering obstruction 


in leaving. 


FYI O'Neill being asked make above points in Peiping. Use of preceding 


paragraph subject to British concurrence which we hope to have not later than 
November 22, END FYI. 


a 


2. Renunciation of Force. Continue emphasize, as in pargraphs 39 and 40 your 


1200, that Wang hax has agreed with you that differences in policy should not 
s lead tc war and that statement should be made by both sides renouncing use of force. 


ie? 8 ee 8 ee 2 


z Department considers argumentation your 1200 admirable and believes you should 


of the United States 





; hold to same general line. 
z bring 
3. Department x puzzled by Wang's failure to 235% up embargo last meeting. 


| Would like your views as to reason. 


4. Important keep meetings at least week apart. 


VEC Tdadsstiricu Ver 
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RE PARA 3 DEPTEL 1281 sali 


FURTHER BROUGHT UP EMBARBO. = &}&}&} &— M#ES* — 


1. | HAVE NO VERY FIRM THOUGHTS ON WHY WANG HAS NOT YET ia {* 


2. HOWEVER, IT IS POSSIBLE THEY SUSPECT TRICK OF SOME KIND 
LIES BEHIND OUR INVITATION PRESENT THEIR VIEWS WHICH O3VIOUSLY 
CAUGHT THEM BY SURPRISE.. THEY MAY HAVE BEEN CONFUSED BY 

OUR LINKING OF RENUNCIATION OF FORCE WITH EMBARGO AND HAVE 
NOT DECIDED HOW IT CAN BEST BE HANDLED. THEY MAY ALSO SUSPECT 
OUR MENTION CHICOM AND UN RESOLUTION WAS SOLELY TO GIVE BASIS 
FOR REJECTION ANY DISCUSSION THESE ITEMS AS OUTSIDE SCOPE 
THESE TALKS. 


3. RELATED TO FOREGOING IS POSSIBILITY THAT HAVING LINKED | 
RENUNCIATION OF FORCE TO THEIR IMMEDIATE MAJOR OBJECTIVE OF 
FONMIN MEETING THEY DO NOT WISH TO GIVE US ANY BASIS FOR DELAY 
IN BRINGING FONMIN MEETING TO DECISION BY DIVERSIONARY 
DISCUSSION ON SECONDARY ITEM OF EMBARGO. 


1, THEY MAY ALSO HAVE BEEN AWAITING OUTCOME TRADE DISCUSSION 
IN BIG FOUR FONMIN MEETING BEFORE MAKING UP MIND WHETHER 
PRESS OR HOW TO HANDLE EMBARGO. LACK RESULTS BIG FOUR ™ 


MEETING MAY DISCOURAGE THEM FROM PRESSING AT LEAST FOR I 
BEING. os : 
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Najor attention devoted +e Big Four talks and other issues, 







Pst Sat 
ey 





Ambassadorial talks. Commentary by "Qbserver" in People's Daily, November 18°% 





charged that US is continuing delay progress of talks. Cited UP report _ He 
ce 


November 9 quoting US officials in Washington to effeot +hee US would not be 


oe 
‘“ § pew: 


party to agreements until all Americans released from China; contrasted t , O, 





ite 
jae 
Poa 
problem of remaining 14 Americans with situation-of Chinese nationals in is Oe ene 


Ad 
s . 









"long prevented from returning" to China. Concluded by saying that talks “Ol ag 


ambassadorial level cannot “be prolonged indefinitely,” 


at: ‘ 
stop fabricating “pretexts" and "honestly sit down and negotiate." % 
: o es Nes 
Taiwan. WNCi{A November 13 commented briefly on Far Eastern trip Air Force — 
a oi aa 


strengthening air defenses in Taiwan Strait. Special artiole People's pesay 





November 12 commented on “aggressive maneuvering"US Seventh Fleet in Tai 


area. Broadcasts to Taiwan featured speech by ex-Nationalist official — 
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| Big Four Conference. NCNA commentary on closing of Foreign Menisters’ Conference’®. |. 
sought to place blame for failure on Western powers. Acoused US of “torpedoing , 


European peace and poisoning international atmosphere.” Concluded +het "great 


deterrents still exist to relaxation of tensions," but tool position that failure . 


-ef- Big Four Conference te reach agreement did not rule out possibility of more 
fruitful talks in future. 


EasteWest Contacts. 





Issue of enlarging East-West contacts continued -te receive 


considerable Peiping attention. NCNA November 17 stated main question is problem 


of developing normal economic relations, and cited "growing demand" for abolition 





of trade controls. Alleged “certain circles" in West were unwilling give up 


Cold War policies, and viewed expansion -of oultural ties as opportunity for 


pursuing Cold Wiar further. 


Korebe 





of the United States 


People's Daily November 18 endorsed Nam Il's Ootober 31 statement demanding 
North Korean representation UN GA discussions of Korean Question, and advocated 
general Far Eastern conference on Korean issue with “wide representation” for 


Asian countries. Editorial also raised issue of Chinese POWs, stating US had 
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never given proper accounting. 


Japan. <Krtayema mission to Peiping continued te receive considerable attention. 





Joint Sino-Japanese communique issued November 16, based on interview between 


Chou and Katayama November 15, called for restoration-ef diplomatio relations, and 


settlement -ef J] outstanding issues through peaceful negotiations. Meanwhile, 





Petping continuod +e berate Japanese Government for depdortation-ef Chinese 


nationals to Is iwan. 
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Indonesia. Peiping radio November 17 commented favorably on Sukarno speeches of 





November 10 and 13, in which he charged connections between the Darul Islam move~ 





ment and "foreign imperialism," and called for vigilance against danger of 


' “imperialist” efforts to subvert Indonesian Republic. NCNA pledged Chinese support 


for Indonesians in their struggle against imperialism, with specific reference to 


West Trian. 
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FROM JOHNSON 


1. TWO HOUR AND FIFTY MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING, NO PRO- 
GRESS WHATEVER. 


- 2, ‘TOWARDS END OF MEETING WANG PRESSED ME VERY HARD WITH SOME 

¥ = OBVIOUS BUT UNKNOWN PURPOSE IN MIND TO COMMIT MYSELF TO DISCUSSION 
HIS DRAFT AT NEXT MEETING WHILE FLATLY AND CATEGORICALLY 

REJECTING OUR DRAFT AS ANY BASIS FOR FURTHER DISCUSSION, 

ALTHOUGH PURPOSE UNKNOWN | WAS QUITE CLEAR THAT HE HAD SOME 
SPECIFIC MOVE IN MIND IF | HAD GIVEN FLAT NEGATIVE REPLY, 

| OF COURSE AVOIDED ANY COMMITMENT, REPEATEDLY REPLYING IN 
RESPONSE TO HIS DEMANDS FOR FLAT YES OR NO THAT | HAD BEEN 

AND WOULD CONTINUE STRIVING FOR AGREEMENT ON A TEXT WHILE EX- 
PRESSING DISAPPOINTMENT LACK HIS CONCRETE RESPONSES TO SPECIFIC 


QUESTIONS CONCERNING WORDING TO WHICH THEY OBJECTED 
IN OUR DRAFT, 


SSee-lLt/S6°lLIO 
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3. | OPENED MEETING WITH STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION ACCORDANCE C)-y 





PARA ONE DEPTEL 1281 TO WHICH HE MADE BRIEF REPLY ALONG usuAL O> fi... 
LINES. Z, & 

4 ae, 
4, 1 FOLLOWED WITH LONG PREPARED STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION, Oo a 


ONLY SOMEWHAT NEW POINT | MADE WAS THAT THESE TALKS WERE NORMAL [71 ks 








AND NATURAL WAY DISCUSSING AND SETTLING DIFFERENCES, | SAID 2 A. 
THAT IF HIS GOVERNMENT 1S AS DESIROUS OF PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT 4 Ss 
an DISPUTES AS MY GOVERNMENT, IT WILL ENABLE HIM MAKE FULL ANDZ 5 ae 
fae HONEST EFFORTS NEGOTIATE AND DISCUSS DIFFERENCES HERE BEFORE < ." 
co el M4 
REPRODGCTIONFROM-FHIS 
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PERMANENT aed 
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-2- 1212, NOVEMBER 23, 2 P.M., FROM GENEVA. 


RAISING QUESTION TERMINATING THESE TALKS AND SUBSTITUTING ANOTHER. 
METHOD OF NEGOTIATION, "WHEN WE HAVE SUCCEEDED IN RESOLVING a 
QUESTIONS WE ARE CALLED UPON TO DEAL WITH HERE, THEN OUR GOVERN- - 


MENTS WILL NATURALLY BE IN BETTER POSITION CONSIDER WHAT FURTHER , 
STEPS MIGHT BE TAKEN\’. : 


5. WANG REPLIED WITH LONG PREPARED STATEMENT REPEATING FORMER 
ARGUMENTS REWECTING OUR DRAFT, ADDING NOTHING NEW, HOWEVER HE 
INCLUDED STATEMENT WITH RESPECT TO TRADE EMBARGO REJECTING ‘| 
"US PROPOSAL FOR LIFTING TRADE EMBARGO IN EXCHANGE FOR PRC 
AGREEMENT US DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE," 


6. IN MY REPLY AND DURING MUCH GIVE AND TAKE | ATTEMPTED KEEP 
DSICUSSION FOCUSSED UPON CONCRETE DISRUSSION OUR DRAFT BUT 


HE AVOIDED ALL DISCUSSION OUR DRAFT BEYOND THAT CONTAINED HIS 


ORIGINAL PREPARED STATEMENT AND INSISTED ON COMING BACK HIS 
DRAFT, 


7~ NEXT MEETING THURSDAY, DECEMBER 1. 


8, DEPARTING FOR PRAGUE THIS EVENING, RETURNING TUESDAY, 
NOVEMBER 29, 
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ALTHOUGH IT IS HARD FOR ME TO BELIEVE PRC WOULD BE WILLING 
TO BREAK TALKS OR WITHOUT BREAKING TALKS GO TO PUBLIC ON 
THEIR PRESENT POSITION, WANG'S PERFORMANCE AT END TODAY!S 
MEETING NEVERTHELESS LEFT ME WITH FEELING THAT THEY MAY WELL 
HAVE ONE OR OTHER IN MIND, BRIEFLY, | AM NOT CONFIDENT 
CONTINUATION OF TALKS CAN BE ASSURED BEYOND NEXT MEETING 
UNLESS SOME NEW ELEMENT IS INTRODUCED, 


MY PRESENT THINKING WITH RESPECT NEXT MEETING WOULD BE TO 

CPEN WITH VERY STRONG ATTACK ON ULTIMATUM ASPECTS HIS PRESENT 
TACTICS, BRIEF BUT STRONG ATTACK ON HIS DRAFT AND THEN 
INTRODUCE NEW DRAFT WHICH WOULD BE ESSENTIALLY SAME AS OUR 
PRESENT DRAFT BUT GIVE APPEARANCE OF SOMETHING NEW, | AM 

ALSO INCLINED TO INCLUDE IMPLICATION WILLINGNESS SEE RESPECT- 
'VE POSITIONS MADE PUBLIC BUT WITHOUT EXPRESS THREAT TO DO SO, 





GSGSe-lLl/S6°lIg 


WITH RESPECT TO HIS DRAFT MY PRINCIPAL POINT WOULD BE THAT 

WHILE GIVING APPEARANCE OF RENOUNCING FORCE, WHAT IT IN FACT 
DOES IN MAINTAIN THREAT OF HOSTILITIES TN TAIWAN AREA UNLESS 
THERE” 1S FORETGN MINISTER MEETING AND SUCH MEETING RESULTS IN 


on - — — — — = ~~ = ee oF = ae 


BELIEVE IT WOULD BE USEFUL IF NEW DRAFT COULD MEET POINTS 
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Rec'd: NOVEMBER 23, 1955. - 


, SS NO: 1215, NOVEMBER 23, MIDNIGHT (SECTION ONE OF FIVE) 


LIMITED DISTRIBUTION a Gk 


FROM JOHNSON 


1. | OPENED 27TH MEETING TODAY WITH PREPARED STATEMENT ON 
IMPLEMENTATION AS FOLLOWS: 


Ae SINCE OUR LAST MEETING MY GOVERNMENT HAS RECEIVED NEWS 
THAT THREE OF AMERICANS HELD BY YOUR GOVERNMENT ARE TO BE 
RELEASED; IN FACT, TWO OF THEM HAVE ALREADY LEFT. GRATIFYING 
AS THIS NEWS IS, FOURTEEN AMERICANS STILL REMAINS IN PRISON 


IN YOUR COUNTRY. 


Be. NOT ONLY HAVE THESE FOURTEEN AMERICANS NOT YET BEEN PERMITTED 
TO EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN, BUT BRITISH CHARGE 

D' AFFAIRES HAS NOT BEEN ABLE TO CARRY OUT HIS FUNCTIONS UNDER 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WITH RESPECT TO THEM. THIRTEEN OF REMAINING 
FOURTEEN HAVE NOT YET BEEN ABLE TO COMMUNICATE WITH BRITISH 
CHARGE. SINCE YOUR GOVERNMENT BEARS RESPONSIBILITY FOR 
PROVIDING FACILITIES FOR PRISONERS! COMMUNICATION WITH BRITISH 
CHARGE, MY GOVERNMENT CAN ONLY CONCLUDE THAT THEY ARE BEING 
PREVENTED FROM COMMUNICATING WITH HIM. IT 1S OBVIOUS THAT 

ANY PERSON CONFINED TO PRISON WOULD SEEK TO TAKE FULL ADVANTAGE 
OF CHARGE'S EFFORTS TO REMOVE IMPEDIMENTS TO FREEDOM, IF 

GIVEN OPPORTUNITY. 


GSee-tt/s6°tts 


C. TO BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE THE OFFICE OF BRITISH CHARGE HAS 
BEEN ABLE TO VISIT ONLY ONE OF AMERICANS. MY GOVERNMENT 
CONSIDERS THAT REQUIREMENT THAT CHARGE INTERVIEW AMERICANS 
ONLY IN ACCORDANCE WITH RULES FOR RELATIVES 1S ARBITRARY rp, 
AND UNREASONABLE, SINCE CHARGE 1S AN OFFICIAL CARRYING @8TT: 
HIS DUTIES AND NOT RELATIVE. REQUIREMENTS FOR VISITS WOULR 
T. 


APPEAR TO BE ATTEMPT TO DEFEAT PURPOSE OF AGREED ANNOUNGEM 
co 
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-2-, 1215, NOVEMBER 23, MIDNIGHT FROM GENEVA (SECTION 1 OF 5) 


THERE ARE NO RESTRICTIONS WHATSOEVER ON FREEDOM OF CHINESE IN 
US TO COMMUNICATE WITH INDIAN EMBASSY OR ON FREEDOM OF INDIAN 
EMBASSY TO INTERVIEW CHINESE WHO APPEAL TO IT IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


D. MY GOVERNMENT CANNOT ACCEPT CONTENTION OF YOUR VICE 
MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS IN HIS INTERVIEW WITH UK CHARGE 

ON NOVEMBER 14 THAT QUESTION OF ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTIONS IN 
LEAVING COUNTRY DOES NOT ARISE IN CASES OF IMPRISONED 
AMERICANS. IMPRISONMENT IS OF ITSELF INCONTROVERTIBLE EVIDENCE 
OF OBSTRUCTIONS TO DEPARTURE. SINCE MORE THAN TWO MONTHS HAVE 
PASSED SINCE YOUR GOVERNMENT PLEDGED THAT AMERICANS WOULD BE 


EXPEDITIOUSLY PERMITTED RETURN, IT APPARENT THEY ARE ENCOUNTERING 
OBSTRUCTIONS IN LEAVING. 


E. TOMORROW IS MY COUNTRY'S HOLIDAY OF THANKSGIVING.; IT IS 
TRAGIC THAT ON THIS DAY, TWO AND A HALF MONTHS AFTER WE [tSSUED 
OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT FOURTEEN AMERICANS COVERED BY THAT 
ANNOUNCEMENT REMAIN IN PRISON, SEPARATED FROM THEIR FAMILICS. 

| CAN ONLY URGE THAT YOUR GOVERNMENT, IN INTERESTS OF IMPROYING 
RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR GOVERNMENTS AND FURTHERING PROSPECTS 


FOR SUCCESS IN THESE TALKS, COMPLETE IMPLEMENTATION OF ITS 
COMMITMENTS WITHOUT FURTHER DELAY. 


of the United States 


2. | CONTINUED WITH PREPARED STATEMENT EN RENUNCIATUON OF 
FORCE AS FOLLOWS: 
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A. | HAVE SINCE OUR LAST MEETING CAREFULLY REVIEWED OUR 
DISCUSSION THUS FAR WIT RESPECT RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. 

| HAVE PARTICULARLY REVIEWED STATEMEN]S WHICH YOU HAVE MADE 
IN THIS REGARD INCLUDING YOUR STATEMENT AT OUR LAST MEETING. 





B. IN DOING THIS | HAVE BEEN SEEKING TO FIND BASIS UPON WHICH 
1T WOULD BE POSSIBLE MAKE PROGRESS IN OUR SEARCH FOR AGREEMENT 
ON TEXT FOR PUBLIC STATEMENT. | AM ENCOURAGED BY PROGRESS 
We HAVE THUS FAR MADE WITH RESPECT TO PRINCIPLES, BUT OUR 
DIFFICULTIES NOW SEEM REVOLVE IN LARGE PART AROUND WORDS 
WITH WHICH EXPRESS THOSE PRINCIPLES. | HAVE TRIED, AND WILL 

= CONTINUE TRY, MAKE MY BEST CONSTRUCTI‘VE EFFORTS TOWARD THIS 


~ END AND | HOPE YOU WILL ALSO DO SO. 1AM SATISFIED THAT, IF 


- 
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WE BOTH DO THIS, OUR AGREEMENT IN PRINCIPLE IS WIDE ENOUGH 
PERMIT US REACH AGREEMENT ON WORDS. 


C. MR. AMBASSADOR, | AM SORRY HAVE TO SAY THAT | DO NOT FEEL THAT 
YOUR STATEMENT AT OUR LAST MEETING CONSTITUTED SUCH 
CONSTRUCTIVE EFrORT. AS | SAID AT TIME, IT WAS CONFINED TO 
GENERALIZATIONS, MOST OF WHICH WERE OF VERY CONTROVERS! AL 
CHARACTER AND OF LITTLE PERTINENCE OUR IMMEDIATE TASK. 

| HAVE TRIED AT PREVIOUS MEETINGS EXPLAIN WHY | FELT YOUR 
DRAFT OF OCTOBER 27 DID NOT BEST MEET SITUATION. 1! ALSO MADE 
EFFORT IN MY DRAFT OF NOVEMFE: 10 MEET BOTH POINTS OF VIEW. 
IN SPITE OF THESE EFFORTS YOU SIMPLY REJECTED MY DRAFT AND 
DEMANDED THAT | ACCEPT YOUR DRAFT. IT 1S HARD FOR ME TO 
RECONCILE THIS WITH GENUINE DESIRE MAKE PROGRESS. 


D. IN YOUR STATEMENT AT OUR LAST MEETING YOU ENTIRELY IGNORED 
STATEMENT MADE IN MY NOVEMBER 10 DRAFT CLEARLY SETTING FORTH 

THAT ANNOUNCEMENT WAS WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO PURSUIT BY EACH 

SIDE OF ITS POLICIES BY PEACEFUL MEANS. YOU ENTRIELY IGNORED 
CLEAR WORDING OF DRAFT AND ALLEGED THAT IT CONSTITUTED REQUIREMENT 
ON YOUR GOVERNMENT RENOUNCE ITS VIEWS AND POLICIES. 1! WANT 

MAKE IT ABSOLUTELY CLEAR THAT DRAFT CONSTITUTES NO SUCH REQUIREMENT 
WITH RESPECT TO VIEWS AND PEACEFUL POLICIES OF YOUR GOVERNMENT. 
DRAFT PROVIDES THAT YOUR GOVERNMENT WILL SIMPLY STATE IT WILL 

NOT INITIATE USE OF ARMEDFORCE TO IMPLEMENT THOSE POLICES. 

US GOVERNMENT AT SAME TIME WILL RENEW ITS OFTEN REPEATED 
STATEMENTS IN THIS REGARD. | CANNOT SEE HOW ANY REASONABLE 
PERSON CAN POSSIBLY MISINTERPRET THIS PROPOSAL ON PART OF MY 
GOVERNMENT AND SAY THAT IT CALLS INTO QUESTION DESIRE OF MY 
GOVERNMENT SEEK JUST AND PEACEFUL SETTLEMENTS OF DISPUTES BETWEEN 
US, INCLUDING THOSE IN TAIWAN AREA AND THEREFORE | DO NOT BELIEVE 
ARGUMENTS WHICH YOU GAVE AS ALLEGED BASIS FOR REJECTING MY 
NOVEMBER 10 DRAFT*HAVE A BASIS IN FACT. 


E. AT OUR LAST MEETING YOU ALSO AGAIN SPOKE OF MEETING OF 

OUR FOREIGN MINISTERS, AS IF THAT WAS ONLY MEANS OF PEACEFULLY 
SETTLING DISPUTES. YOU APPEAR CONTINUE CONFUSE BASIC 
DIFFERENCE BETWEEN FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE OF UNCONDITIONALLY 
AGREEING PEACEFULLY SETTLE DISPUTES ANC PROCEDURAL QUESTION OF 
WHAT FORM DF NEGOTIATION SHALL BE USES IMPLEMENT THAT PRINCIPLE. 
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MY GOVERNMENT PROPOSED THESE TALKS AS NORMAL AND NATURAL WAY 
OF DISCUSSING AND SETTLING OUR DIFFERENCES. WE ARE BOTH AMBASSADORS 
FULLY AUTHORIZED SPEAK FOR OUR RESPECTIVE GOVERNMENTS TO 
EXTENT THAT OUR GOVERNMENTS ARE WILLING ENABLE US DO $0. 

THAT 1S WHY MY GOVERNMENT PROPOSED THAT THESE TALKS BE AT 
AMBASSADORIAL LEVEL. IF YOUR GOVERNMENT IS AS DESIROUS OF 
PEACEUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES BETWEN US AS IS MY GOVERNMENT, 
IT WILL ENABLE. YOU TO MAKE FULL AND HONEST EFFORTS NEGOTIATE 
AND DISCUSS OUR DIFFERENCES HERE BEFORE RAISING QUESTION OF 
TERMINATING THESE TALKS AND SUBSTITUTING ANOTHER METHOD 

OF NEGOTIATION. WHEN WE HAVE SUCCEEDED IN RESOLVING QUESTIONS 
WHICH WE ARE CALLED UPON DEAL WITH HERE, THEN OUR GOVERNMENTS 


WILL NATURALLY BE IN BETTER POSITION CONSIDER WHAT FURTHER 
STEPS MIGHT BE TAKEN. 
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C AT OUR LAST MEETING YOU ALSO PARTICULARLY SPOKE OF INCLUSION 
L IN MY DRAFT OF PHRASE CONCERNING RIGHT OF INDIVIDUAL AND 
COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE. | AM VERY SURPRISED AT YOUR APPARENT 
REJECTION OF INCLUSION OF SUCH PHRASE AS | WOULD HAVE THOUGHT 
THAT YOU WOULD HAVE CONSIDERED IT VERY IMPORTANT. YOUR 
INTERPRETATION OF PHRASE WAS VERY DISTORTED AND, READ IN CONTEXT 
OF MY DRAFT DECLARATION AS WHOLE, |! DO NOT CONSIDER THAT YOUR 
INTERPRETATION 1S CORRECT. WHAT PHRASE SIMPLY SAYS IS, WHILE 
WE WILL NOT INITIATE HOSTILITIES, EACH OF US WISH TO MAKE 
CLEAR THAT, IF THERE IS AN ATTACK IN TAIWAN AREA OR ELSEWHERE, 
WE WILL DEFEND OURSELVES INDIVIDUALLY OR IN CONCERT WITH 
OTHERS. YOU HAVE SPOKEN MUCH OF PRINCIPLES OF UNITED NATIONS 
CHARTER. THIS PRINCIPLE OF RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE 1S CERTAINLY 
AGE OLD, NATURAL PRINCIPLE WHICH IS AGAIN RESTATED IN UNITED 
NATIONS CHARTER, AND IT IS DIFFICULT FOR ME SEE ON WHAT BASIS 
THERE CAN BE OBJECTION THERETO. 


of the United States 


G. WE HAVE BOTH AGREED THAT OUR DIFFERENCES OF VIEW AND DISPUTES 
BETWEEN US SHOULD NOT LEND TO WAR, AND THAT IT IS INTENT OF 

BOTH OF US! THAT WE WILL NOT PERMIT THIS HAPPEN. THUS DRAFT 

| HAVE PROPOSED SIMPLY SAYS THIS IN AS STRAIGHTFORWARD AND 

SIMPLE LANGUAGE AS | AM ABLE CONTRIVE. 
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| He WE BOTH AGREE THAT REGION IN WHICH OUR DIFFERING POLICIES 

| AND VIEWS CONFRONT EACH OTHER MOST SERIOUSLY IS IN AREA OF 
TAIWAN. THIS 1S ALSO OBVIOUS TO WORLD, THEREFORE, IN MAKING 

| SUCH GENERAL STATEMENT IT |S IMPORTANT TO MAKE CLEAR TO WORLD 
THAT NEITHER OF US HAS ANY HIDDEN RESERVATIONS OR QUALIFICATIONS 
CONCERNING APPLICABILITY OF THAT GENERAL PRINCIPLE TO AREA 
OF TAIWAN, MZ DRAFT THUS PROPOSES THAT WE SPECIFICALLY AND 
CLEARLY STATE THIS AS FACT, 


‘ NACIANOO 


T 


IVI. 


|. WE ALSO ARE AGREED THAT IN WHATEVER WE SAY NEITHER_OF US 
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WANTS SACRIFICE OR PREJUDICE OUR POSITION WITH RESPECT TO MATTERS 
AT ISSUE BETWEEN OURSELVES OR OTHERS, THAT IS, WE DO NOT DESIRE 
TO SAY SOMETHING THAT WOULD PREVENT US FROM MAINTAINING QUR 

VIEWS AND PURSUING QUR POLICIES BY MEANS OTHER THAN USE OF 
MILITARY FORCE, WE WANT TO BE FREE PURSUE OUR POLICIES BY 


PEACEFUL MEANS. MY DRAFT ALSO SAYS THIS IN JUST AS CLEAR AND 
SIMPLE TERMS AS | CAN, 


J. WE ARE ALSO AGREED ON PRINCIPLE THAT PEACEFUL MEANS SHOULD 
BE USED FOR JUST SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES BETWEEN US, IT WAS 

IN ACCORDANCE WITH THIS PRINCIPLE UNITED STATES PROPOSED THESE 
TALKS AND IT WAS HOPED THAT REASON YOUR GOVERNMENT ACCEPTED 
THIS PROPOSAL WAS THAT IT ALSO AGREES WITH THIS PRINCIPLE, 
UNITED STATES HAS DONE EVERYTHING POSSIBLE AND WILL CONTINUE 
DO ALL IT CAN MAKE THESE TALKS SUCCEED, MY GOVERNMENT'S 
PURPOSE IN SUGGESTING DECLARATION RENOUNCING USE OF FORCE AS 

A FUNDAMENTAL FIRST PRINCIPLE WAS INTENDED CONTRIBUTE THIS 
OBJECTIVE. AND IT WILL CONTINUE BE QUR POLICY, BASED ON 


PRINCIPLES OF UNITED NATIONS CHARTER, STRIVE FOR JUST SETTLEMENT 
OF DISPUTES BY PEACEFUL MCANS. 


Ke. | HAVE TAKEN THIS TIME CAREFULLY EXPLAIN AND AMPLIFY MY 

DRAFT OF NOVEMBER 10, SINCE, FROM YOUR REMARKS AT OUR LAST MEETING, 
|T APPEARED THAT YOUR GOVERNMENT APPARENTLY DID NOT HAVE A 

FULL UNDERSTANDING OF IT. | HOPE THAT THESE REMARKS WILL 

SERVE CLARIFY ANY MISUNDERSTANDING THAT MAY HAVE EXISTED AND 

ENABLE US MAKE PROGRESS IN AGREEING UPON TEXT. 


r Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


3. WANG REPLIED FIRST WITH COMMENTS MY IMPLEMENTATION STATEMENT, 
HE SAID DURING COURSE OF TALKS 41 AMERICAN CIVILIANS OR LAW- 
OFFENDERS HAD RETURNED TO US. NUMBER OF AMERICANS WHO LEFT 

CHINA SINCE TALKS BEGAN FAR EXCEEDED TWO-THIRDS OF NUMBER IN 
CHINA AT TIME TALKS “STARTED. THIS FACT SHOWS PRC HAS MADE 


GREATEST EFFORT IN SOLUTION PROBLEM OF RETURNING AMERICAN 
CIVILIANS, 
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4. WANG SAID AMERICANS STILL REMAINING BEING TREATED ACCORDANCE 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND PRC LEGAL PROCEDURES. HIS SIDE COULD 
NOT ACCEPT REMARKS ALLEGING OBSTRUCTIONS IN REGARD TO AMERICANS 
WHO COMMITTED OFFENSES. PROOF OF THIS IN FACT | HAD MENTIONED 
THAT ONE AMERICAN REMAINING IN PRISON WAS ABLE COMMUNICATE 
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: L 5. WANG SAID HE HAD IN PAST SPOKEN OF PRINCIPLE UNDER WHICH 


I0 AMERICAN LAW OFFENDERS WILL BE DEALT W!TH. HE COULD NOT ACCEPT 
CONTENTION THAT IMPRISONMENT ITSELF CONSTITUTES EVIDENCE OF 
OBSTRUCTION AGAINST RETURN. THESE PEOPLE NOT ABLE RETURN 
SIMPLY BECAUSE THEY HAVE BREACHED CHINESE LAW. 


6. WANG SAID HIS SIDE DESIROUS IMPROVING RELATIONS OUR 

TWO COUNTRIES THROUGH PRESENT TALKS; BUT SUCH IMPROVEMENT MUST 
BE WITHOUT SACRIFICE SOVEREIGN RIGHTS EITHER PARTY. CASES 
AMERICAN LAW OFFENDERS BEING DEALT WITH IN ACCORDANCE AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT $ AT SANE TIME HANDLING MUST BE IN ACCORDANCE 
CHINESE LEGAL PROCEDURES. 


{- WANG THEN REPLIED TO MY RENUNCIATION OF FORCE STATEMENT. 
HE SAID HIS SiDE FULLY SHARED DESIRE | HAD SPOKEN OF THAT 
THESE TALKS SUCCEED AND LEAD TO PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES 
BETWEEN US. 


of the United States 


8. WANG SAID QUESTION PRESENTLY UNDER DISCUSSION IS RENUNCIATION 
OF FORCE. THE BASIC POINTS IN THIS DISCUSSION. FIRST, IT 

IS ESSENTIAL WE BOTH HAVE COMMON UNDERSTANDING NATURE OF CONFLICT 
OF POLICIES BETWEEN US. SECOND, We SHOULD STRIVE SETTLE QUESTION 
ON BASIS OF SUCH COMMON UNDERSTANDING. 
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9. WANG SAID WE BOTH AGREED DESIRABILITY MAKING PUBLIC STATEMENT 
ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. QUESTION NOW IS WHAT IS TO BE SAID 

IN SUCH STATEMENT. HIS SIDE HAS MADE CAREFUL STUDY OF US 

DRAFT OF NOVEMBER 10. AT LAST MEETING HE HAD AGAIN SET 

FORTH HIS VIEWS. IN MY STATEMENT THIS MORNING, | HAD AGAIN 
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10. WANG CONTINUED WITH A PREPARED STATEMENT. HE SAID THAT 





11. WANG SAID HIS DRAFT QUOTED ARTICLES OF UN CHARTER PERTAINING 


TO RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. | HAD SAID THAT AS MEMBER Or UN, 


OS WILLING ABIOE By CHARTER. “TF THIS CASE, How" COULO"TT BE 
12. WANG SAID THIRD PARAGRAPH HIS DRAFT STATED PRC AND US 


13. WANG SAID oot DIFFERENCE OF PRINCIPLE EXISTED 
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- 14. WANG SAID PARAGRAPH 4 PRC DRAFT PROVIDED FOR FOREIGN 
L MINISTERS' CONFERENCE. IF US SIDE SIDE SINCERELY DESIROUS PEACEFUL , 


10 SETTLEMENT DISPUTES PARTICULARLY IN TAIWAN AREA, HE FA!LED TO 
SEE HOW | COULD OBJECT TO THAT PARAGRAPH ON ANY GROUNDS. 


15. WANG SAID PRC DRAFT EMBRACED POINTS OF VIEW ACCEPTABLE 
BO*H SIDES, AND WAS BY NO MEANS INTENDED IMPOSE VIEWS ONE SIDE 
ON OTHER. 


16. WANG SAID PARAGRAPH TWO OF US DRAFT, CONCERNING RENUNCIATION 
OF FORCE TO ACHIEVE NATIONAL OBJECTIVES, WAS NOT CONSISTENT WITH 
UN CHARTER, WHICH PROVIDED FORCE SHOULD NOT BE USED SETTLE 
DISPUTES OR PREJUDICE TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY OR POLITICAL 
INDEPENDENCE ANY STATE. NO CLAUSE IN UN CHARTER PERMITTING 
INTERFERENCE INTERNAL AFFAIRS ANY STATE $ ON CONTRARY, SPECIFIC 
PROVISIONS BARRING THIS. SUCH TERMS AS "NATIONAL OBJECTIVES" 
OBVIOUS ATTEMPT INCLUDE CHINESE INTERNAL MATTERS. 


of the United States 


17. WANG SAID CHINESE PEOPLE UNSHAKABLY DETERMINED LIBERATE 
ALL TERRITORY OF COUNTRY. BY WHATEVER MEANS THIS ACCOMPLISHED,, 
1T CANNOT BE DISTORTED AS VIOLATION OF PRINCIPLES AND PURPOSES 
CHARTER. OUR WORDING THAT FORCE NOT BE USED TO ACHIEVE 
NATIONAL OBJECTIVES GOES BEYOND SCOPE OF SINO-AMERICAN TALKS 

AND IS TANTAMOUNT CALLING UPON PRC SIDE SURRENDER EXERCISE 
SOVEREIGN RIGHTS OVER TAIWAN, WHICH IS WHAT PRC SIDE ABSOLUTELY 
CANNOT ACCEPT. 
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18. WANG SAID FOURTH PARAGRAPH US DRAFT PURPORTS THAT PEACEFUL 
POLICIES EITHER SIDE WILL NOT BE PREJUDICED. HOWEVER, POLICY 
PURSUED BY US IN TAIWAN AREA IS ENCROACHMENT CHINA'S TERRITORY 
AND INTERVENTION CHINESE INTERNAL AFFAIRS. UN CHARTER EXPLICITLY 
RULES QUT PREJUDICE TO TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY AND POLITICAL INDE- 


NaACIINOO 


PENDENCE OF ANY STATE BY ANY MEANS. PRC SIDE WOULD NEVER 
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AGREE THAT US SIDE ENTITLED PURSUE SUCH POLICIES BY WHATEVER 
MEANS. 


19. WANG SAID PARAGRAPH 6 US DRAFT EVEN CLAIMS RIGHT INDIVIDUAL * 

AND COLLECTIVE RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN 4REA. UN 
CHARTER CONTAINS NO CLAUSE ENTITLING STATE ENCROACHING ON ,. 
TERRITORY AND INTERFERING INTERNAL AFFAIRS OF ANOTHER STATE a 
TO INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE ON TERRITORY OF ( 

STATE AGGRESSED AGAINST. US PRESENTATION THIS PRINCIPLE 

EVIDENTLY DESIGNED PERMIT US PROLONGED OCCUPATION TAIWAN AND 

ENTIRE CHINA THROUGH CHIANG KAI-SHEK. 


20. WANG SAID WHEN US ENCROACHES CHINESE TERRITORY IT IS 
ALLEGED THIS DONE FOR SAKE OF SELF-DEFENSE. WHEN CHINA UNDER- 
TAKES ACTION IN EXERCISE OF SOVEREIGN RIGHTS IT ASSAILED BY 

US AS AGGRESSION. HE COULD NOT BELIEVE THAT | COULD BE UNAWARE 
THAT SUCH A FALSE ARGUMENT WAS TRYING TO PASS BLACK FOR WHITE. 


21. WANG SAID US DRAFT FAILED PROVIDE CONCRETE ARRANGEMENTS 
SETTLE DIFFERENCES TWO SIDES. 1 HAD STATED PRESENT TALKS 
CONSTITUTED SUCH ARRANGEMENTS. HOWEVER, HE HAD REPEATEDLY 

ASKED WHETHER | WAS WILLING DISCUSS QUESTION WITHDRAWAL US 

ARMED FORCES FROM TAIWAN AREA AND HAD NEVER RECEIVED ANY 

REPLY. THIS BEARS OUT FACT PRESENT TALKS INCAPABLE SETTLING 
QUESTION TENSE S!TUATION TAIWAN AREA. ESSENTIAL HOLD CONFERENCE 
OF FOREIGN MINISTERS TO DISCUSS AND SETTLE THAT QUESTION. 


22. WANG SAID IN LIGHT FOREGOING, !T WAS NOT PRC SIDE BUT US 
SIDE THAT WAS ATTEMPTING IMPOSE ITS VIEWS ON THE OTHER. 

US DRAFT DEMANDS PRC SIDE SURRENDER SOVEREIGN RIGHTS REGARDING 
TAIWAN AND RECOGNIZE STATUS QUO OF US ENCROACHMENT OF TAIWAN 
AND US INTERFERENCE CHINESE INTERNAL AFFAIRS. 


23. WANG SAID IF HIS SIDE AGREED US DRAFT AND RECOGNIZED 

STATUS QUO OF US ENCROACHMENT TAIWAN AND US INTERFERENCE CHINESE 
INTERNAL AFFAIRS, THEN WHAT WOULD REMAIN TO BE NEGOTIATED? 

COULD IT BE THAT US SIDE TAKES HIS GOVERNMENT TO BE SO NAIVE 

AND SO EASILY LED AROUND BY THE NOSE? 


24. WANG SAID | HAD INDICATED WILLINGNESS DISCUSS LIFTING 
EMBARGO 
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EMBARGO IN EXCHANGE FOR AGREEMENT US DRAFT. THIS OUT OF THE 
QUESTION. POLICY OF EMBARGO IS OF ITSELF UNJUSTIFIABLE. 
EMBARGO SHOULD BE LIFTED. THIS IS POINT HE HAD MADE REPEATEDLY. 


25. WANG SAID US SIDE HAD NOT SUCCEEDED IN INTIMIDATING HIS 
SIDE INTO SUBMISSION BY THREAT AND USE OF FORCE AGAINST TAIWAN. 
NOR HAD US SUCCEEDED BY THESE MEANS IN FORCING PRC SIDE INTO 
RECOGNITION STATUS QUO OF US ENCROACHMENT CHINA'S TERRITORY. 

US WILL NOW FAIL IN TRYING TO CONDITION EMBARGO ON RECOGNITION 
US ENCROACHMENT ON TAIWAN. 


26. WANG SAID NEARLY TWO MONTHS HAVE ELAPSED SINCE DISCUSSION 
ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE INITIATED, AND NEARLY ONE MONTH SINCE 
INTRODUCTION PRC DRAFT. HE HAD MADE CLEAR POSITION HIS SIDE. 
SUBSTANCE US DRAFT IS DEMAND PRC SIDE RECOGNIZE STATUS QUO 

OF ENCROACHMENT BY US ON CHINA'S TERRITORY. THIS ABSOLUTELY 
UNACCEPTABLE. 


27. WANG SAID HIS DRAFT EMBRACES POINTS OF VIEW ACCEPTABLE 
BOTH SIDES. IF | STILL CONSIDERED IT ESSENTIAL WE ISSUE A 
STATEMENT, THEN PRC DRAFT IS ONLY REASONABLE AND FEASIBLE 
ONE. HE HOPED WE WOULD BE ABLE FIND AGREEMENT ON BASIS PRC 
DRAFT. 


28. | REPLIED WANG HAD MISUNDERSTOOD OUR POSITION ON QUESTION 
OF EMBARGO. IN INVITING HIS VIEWS, | HAD POINTED OUT FACT 

THAT MEASURES HE TERMED EMBARGO TAKEN BY US IN LIGHT OF 
SECURITY INTERESTS. MEASURES US TAKES IN REGARD TO TRADE 

MUST TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION WHAT WE CONSIDER TO BE SECURITY 
INTERESTS. IF US CONSIDERS THAT DANGER OF HOSTILITIES IS 
LESSENED OR REMOVED, THIS NATURALLY INFLUENCES US POINT OF VIEW 
ON TRADE. HOWEVER, | CERTAINLY DID NOT MEAN TO IMPLY THAT 

US WILLING TRADE LIFTING EMBARGO FOR STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION 
OF FORCE. 


29. | SAID WANG HAD PROPERLY POINTED OUT THAT IT IS TWO MONTHS 
SINCE RENUNCIATION OF FORCE DISCUSSION INITIATED. ALTHOUGH 

| AM DISAPPOINTED WE NOT YET ABLE REACH FULL AGREEMENT, | AM 
GRATIFIED AT PROGRESS | THOUGHT WE HAD MADE. AGREEMENT IN 
PRINCIPLE SHOULD BE SUFFICIENT TO REACH AGREEMENT ON WORDS. 


30. | SAID WE 
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30. | SAID WE DID HAVE CLASH OF VIEWS ON NATURE OF DISPUTE 

IN TAIWAN AREA, BUT | HAD TAKEN POSITION FROM BEGINNING OF 

TALKS IMPORTANT FIRST TASK IS NOT TO REACH AGREEMENT ON NATURE 
DISPUTE, BUT TO AGREE WE WILL NOT GO TO WAR ABOUT IT. 

! HAD NOT TRIED IMPOSE OUR VIEWS ON HIM IN REGARD TO DISPUTE 

OR NATURE OF DISPUTE. | HAD SIMPLY TRIED STATE IN STRAIGHTFORWARD 
TERMS THAT CLASH OF VIEWS SHOULD NOT CAUSE WAR BETWEEN US. 

| DID NOT BELIEVE THAT WANG'S DRAFT CLEARLY SET FORTH THAT 
INTENT. | DID NOT WANT TO REPEAT MY PREVIOUS STATEMENT, 

WHICH IN LARGE PART COVERED POINTS HE HAD MADE. | DID THINK 
MOST IMPORTANT QUESTION WE FACE IS WHETHER OR NOT WE EACH 
CLEARLY AND UNAMBIGUOUSLY STATE WE DO NOT INTEND LET DIFFERENCES 
BETWEEN US IN TAIWAN AREA LEAD US INTO HOSTILITIES. 


31. | SAID LAST PARAGRAPH OF WANG'S DRAFT STATED FOREIGN 
MINISTERS SHOULD DISCUSS AND SETTLE QUESTION OF ELIMINATING 
TENSION TAIWAN AREA. IF HE FELT HE COULD SAY THAT WITHOUT 
SACRIFICING HIS POSITION, ! COULD NOT SEE WHY HE COULD NOT ALSO 
SAY HE WAS DETERMINED DIFFERENCES IN TAIWAN AREA SHOULD NOT 
LEAD TO WAR. IT WAS IMPORTANT THIS BE SAID CLEARLY. IN 
SAYING !T, | DID NOT SEE WHY OR IN WHAT WAY IT PREJUDICED HIS 


POSITION. 
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32. | SAID THAT | HAD SEVERAL TIMES IN THE PAST POINTED OUT 
THAT FOLLOWING ISSUANCE OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ON RENUNC/ ATION 
OF FORCE, IF HE WISHED TO RAISE OTHER MATTERS WITHIN SCOPE OF 
TALKS, | WOULD BE PREPARED DISCUSS THEM. 


33. | SAID | WAS DISTURBED WE HAVE NOT GOTTEN FURTHER AHEAD ON 
AGREEING ON A TEXT. REGARDING MY DRAFT, AS | UNDERSTOOD HIS 
POSITION, HE HAD NO OBJECTION IN PRINCIPLE WITH PRESPECT FIRST 
PARAGRAPH BUT FELT THAT IT DID NOT GO FAR ENOUGH IN ESTABLISHING 
CONCRETE MEASURES FOR SETTLING DISPUTES. WAS THAT COFRECT? 


34. | SAID HE HAD SPECIFICALLY OBJECTED TO PARAGRAPH TwO OF 
MY DRAFT. | WONDERED WHAT WORDS HE MIGHT WANT CHANGED. 


35. | SAID HE KAD MADE NO MENTION OF PARAGRAPH 3 OF MY DRAFT. 
COULD | TAKE IT THEREFORE THAT HE HAD NO OBJECTION TO THAT? 


36. | SAID IN REGARD TO MY FOURTH PARAGRAPH, COULD | TAKE IT 
HE DID NOT OBJECT BUT FELT IT WAS PREJUDICED BY FOLLOWING PARAGRAPHS? 


37. | SAID IN REGARD TO LAST TWO SUBSTANTIVE PARAGRAPHS, 
COULD | TAKE IT THAT THERE SHOULD BE A SPECIFIC REFERENCE TO 
TAIWAN AREA, SUCH AS HE HAD MADE IN LAST PARAGRAPH HIS DRAFT, 
SO AS TO MAKE CLEAR TAIWAN WAS COVERED? 


38. | SAID | STILL WAS NOT CLEAR WHY HE OBJECTED TO INDIVIDUAL 
AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE. | THOUGHT WE BOTH WOLD WANT TO 
INCLUDE STATEMENT ON THAT. | WOULD APPRECIATE ANY COMMENTS 
WANG MIGHT WANT TO MAKE. 


39. WANG REPLIED | HAD SAID US HAD TAKEN EMBARGO MEASURES OUT 
OF SECURITY CONSIDERATIONS. HOWEVER IN ACTUAL SITUATION iN 
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TI 
E ~ RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND US, IT IS PRECISELY CHINA'S sn 


ae THAT 1S THREATENED. THUS IT CAN BE SEEN MEASURES OF EMBARGO 
RMR ARE UNREASONABLE AND WITHOUT BASIS. DISPUTES B&TWEEN US*‘SHQULD 
BE SETTLED BY PEACEFUL MEANS AND FOR THIS END FAVORABLE to iff 
SS ATMOSPHERE SHOULD BE CREATED. IF EMBARGO CAN BE LIFTED AT . 
G PRESENT TIME, |T WOULD CONTRIBUTE TO SUCH PEACEFUL ATMOSPHERE. 
SP 
C 40. WANG SAID WE ARE INAGREEMENT ON PRINCIPLE OF ADVISABILITY 
L OF MAKING PUBLIC STATEMENT. IT SHOULD BE POSSIBLE AGREE ON TEXT. 
10 HOWEVER, ANY DISCUSSION OF TEXT MUST BE BASED ON POINTS OF VIEW 
ACCEPTABLE TO BOTH OF US. DRAFT PROPOSED BY HIS SIDE OCTOBER 27 


HAS PRECISELY MET THIS SPIRIT. HE BELIEVED POINTS ENUNCIATED 
THAT DRAFT UNACCEPTABLE BOTH SIDES. 
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41. WANG SAID, COULD IT BE THAT US OBJECTS TO PROVISIONS UN 
| CHARTER? OR THAT US OPPOSES PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT INTERNATIONAL 
DISPUTES? AGAIN, COULD US OBJECT TO MAKING CONCRETE ARRANGEMENSS 
} FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT EXISTING DISPUTES BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES? — 
) 
42, WANG SAID AS TO US DRAFT, HE HAD ALREADY EXPRESSED HIS Aa) 
VIEWS ON EVERY PARAGRAPH. HE HAD EXPLAINED THAT HE COULD - 
7 NOT ACCEPT US DRAFT AS BASIS FOR DISCUSSION BECAUSE IT INVOLVED 
CHINESE INTERNAL MATTERS. CHINESE PEOPLE WILL NOT GIVE UP 
DETERMINATION LIBERATE TAIWAN. THAT IS WITHIN SCOPE CHINA'S 
INTERNAL AFFAIRS AND 1S UNSHAKABLE DETERMINATION CHINESE 
PEOPLE. CHINESE PEOPLE CONVUNCED THEY WILL ACHIEVE THIS END. 
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43, WANG SAID PRC SIDE NOT OPPOSED PRINCIPLE OF INDIVIDUAL 
AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE. THAT IS INHERENT RIGHT OF EVERY 
STATE. HOWEVER, WITH RESPECT TO TAIWAN AREA SIDE WHICH IS 
ON DAFENSLVE LS CHINESE SIDE. IN TAIWAN AREA CHINA IS ENTITLED T 
THIS RUGHT EXCLUS LVELYs« US CAN OF COURSE CLAIM RIGHT OF SELF- 
DEFENSE BUT ONLY AFTER IT HAS WITHDRAWN FROM TAIWAN AREA. UNDER 
PRESENT CIRCUMSTANCES IN WHICH US OCCUPIES TAIWAN CHINA CANNOT 
ACCEPT WHAT | HAD TERMED SELF-DEFENSE BY US IN THIS AREA. THIS 
ANOTHER REASON WHY US DRAFT UNACCEPTABLE HIS SIDE. 


pequepljye; 
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44, WANG SAID HE AGAIN REQUESTED AND HOPED | WOULD AGREE ADOPT 
HIS DRAFT PROPOSAL AS BASIS FOR DISCUSSION. 
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45. | SAID LAST PARAGRAPH HIS DRAFT MENTIONED TAIWAN AREA. 

| TOOK 1T THAT HE DID NOT CONSIDER THIS TO PREJUDICE HIS 
POSITION CONCERNING NATURE OF DISPUTE THERE. | DID NOT UNDER- 
STAND WHY IF HE WILLING SAY THAT, HE NOT WILLING SAY TAIWAN 
AREA SITUTAION SHOULD NOT BE CAUSE WAR BETWEEN US. |! DID 

NOT SEE HOW THAT WOULD PREJUDICE HIS POSITION ANY MORE THAN 
MENTION OF TAIWAN IN PRC DRAFT. 


46. WANG SAID | SHOULD BE REMINDED THERE ARE ACTUALLY TWO POINTS 
\N QUESTION THAT MUST NOT BE CONFUSED. FIRST, IN TAIWAN AREA 
THERE EXISTS MATTER OF CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS== THAT IS, 
QUESTION OF CHINA'S EXERCISE OF SOVEREIGN RIGHTS IN LIBERTY 

OF TAIWAN. THIS FALLS WITHIN SCOPE CHINESE INTERNAL AFFAIRS. 


47, WANG SAID ON OTHER HAND THERE EXISTS IN TAIWAN AREA CONFLICT 
OF POLICY BETWEEN CHINA AND US. WE ARE AGREED POSITION IN ISSUES 
BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES SHOULD BE SETTLED IN ACCORDANCE PURPOSES 
AND PRINCIPLES UN CHARTER WE ARE AGREED CONFLICTING POLICIES 
SHOULD NOT LEAD TO WAR BETWEEN US, 4. INTERNATIONAL MATTER 
BETWEEN CHINA AND US. Thay 


48, WANG SAID CLEAR DISTINCTION SHOULD BE MADE BETWEEN THESE 

TWO POINTS. IT 1S SECOND POINT OUR TALKS SHOULD STRIVE TO SETTLE 
RATHER THAN FIRST. HE WOULD APPRECIATE FURTHER COMMENTS ON 

PRC DRAFT. 


4g, | REPLIED | WAS STILL TRYING GET TO HEART OF MATTER. 

IF WANG CAN EXPRESS WILLINGNESS NEGOTIATE CONCERNING TAIWAN 
AREA, WHY COL.) HE NOT SAY THAT BEFORE NEGOTIATIONS THREAT OF 
FORCE IN ARE’ 8& REMOVED? 


50.|WANG REPLIED THAT THIRD PARAGRAPH HIS DRAFT IS BEST ANSWER. 
51. | SAID | HAD NOTHING FURTHER FOR TODAY'S MEETING. 

| HAD TRIED GET INTO CONCRETE DISCUSSION OF WORDING AND WAS 
SORRY THERE HAD NOT BEEN MORE PROGRESS. 


52. WANG REPLIED HE BELIEVED HE HAD ANSWERED ALL QUESTIONS. 
HE ALSO HOPED PROGRESS WOULD BE MADE. WE HAD ALREADY USED UP 
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A GREAT DEAL OF TIME. HE WOULD APPRECIATE IT IF AT NEXT MEETING 
| WOULD PUT FORTH CONCRETE OPINION ON PRC DCAFT. DID I FIND 
THIS AGREEABLE ? 
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53. | REPLIED WAY TO MAKE PROGRESS IS TO GET DOWN TO SPECIFIC 
WORDING, | SET FORTH IN GREAT DETAIL MY VIEWS CONCERNING WANG'tS 
DRAFT. | HAD PRODUCED DRAFT THAT | THOUGHT CAME CLOSE TO 

MEETING TWO POINTS OF VIEW. | HAD NOT DEMANDED HE ACCEPT MY 
DRAFT. | HAD CAREFULLY TRIED DETERMINE POINTS TO WHICH THERE WAS 
OBJECTION IN ORDER BRING AGREEMENT CLOSER, |! WOULD CONTINUE 
STRIVE FOR AGREEMNT AS | HOPED HE WOULD, 


Hanan 
n°) 
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54. WANG SAID COULD HE TAKE IT THEN THAT | WAS WILLING MAKE 
FURTHER PROGRESS ON BASIS PRC DRAFT? 


55. | SAID | HAD NOTHING MORE TO SAY, 


56. WANG SAID COULD HE TAKE IT THAT AT NEXT MEETING WE WOULD 
CONTINUE DISCUSS HIS DRAFT? 


57+ | SAID | WAS WILLING CONTINUE DISCUSSION IN ATTEMPT 
REACH AGREEMENT ON A DRAFT. QUESTION WAS NOT MY DRAFT OR HIS 
DRAFT, QUESTION 1S TO TRY TO REACH AGREEMENT. | WOULD APPROACH 
PROBLEM IN THAT SPIRIT AND HOPED HE WOULD DO THE SAME, 


58. WANG SAID WAS | WILLING CONTINUE STRIVE FOR AGREEMENT ON 
BASIS HIS DRAFT, QUESTION WAS YES OR NO, 


59. | SAID QUESTION WAS NOT YES OR NO, 1| HAD ANSWERED QUESTION, 


60. WANG SAID HE WAS NOT CLEAR WHAT | HAD ANSWERED, HE HOPED 
WE WOULD BE ABLE MAKE CONCRETE PROGRESS ON THIS QUESTION, 


-NAICIANOD 


61.1 SAID | CERTAINLY HOPED SO, i WOULD TRY MY BEST, 


rT 


62. WANG 
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62. WANG SAID HE HOPED | WOULD PUT FORTH CONCRETE VIEWS ON 
HIS DRAFT. 


63. | SAID | HOPED HE WOULD PUT FORTH CONCRETE VIEWS ON MY 
DRAFT AS WELL. 


64, WANG SAID HE HAD MADE IT CLEAR HE COULD NOT ACCEPT MY DRAFT, 
iF HE DID SO, HE WOULD BE SURRENDERING SOVEREIGN RIGHTS, 
DRAFT NOT ACCEPTABLE HIS SIDE. 


65. | SAID WE SHOULD SEE AT NEXT MEETING WHETHER WE COULD 


NOT MAKE PROGRESS ON COMMON TEXT. | WAS WILLING CONTINUE 
STR! VE TO DO SO AND HOPED HE WAS LIKEWISE WILLING, THIS FENCING 
"MY DRAFT = YOUR DRAFT" DOES NOT GET US VERY FAR, 


66. WANG SAID HE HOPED | WOULD GIVE FURTHER VIEWS ON HIS DRAFT 47 
NEXT MEETING, HE WOULD WELCOME ANY PROGRESS IN THIS DIRECTION, 


67. | PROPOSED WE MEET ON OUR REGULAR SCHEDULE NEXT THURSDAY. 
WANG AGREED, 
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A. FOLLOWING !S SUGGESTION FOR COUNTERDRAFT FOR INTRODUCTION 
NEXT MEETING WHICH | BELIEVE SOMEWHAT MEETS POINTS MADE MY 
1203 WHILE STILL PRESERVING OUR POSITION. 


B. tT WILL BE NOTED SECOND PARAGRAPH’ IS TAKEN FROM ARTICLE 
33 UN CHARTER AND THAT PARAGRAPH FOUR PICKS UP SOME LANGUAGE 
FROM WANG'S DRArFTI. 


C. HAVE NO REASON BELIEVE PRC WOULD ACCEPT THIS DRAFT, 
BUT BELIEVE IT MEETS PRESENT SITUATION WHICH SEEMS REQUIRE 
NEW DRAFT AND SHOULD PROVIDE ROOM FOR CONSIDERABLE DISCUSSION. 
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"AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 


"1. AMBASSADOR WANG PING=-NAN OF THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
AND AMBASSADOR U. ALEXIS JOHNSON OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
DURING THE COURSE OF THEIR DISCUSSIONS OF PRACTICAL MATTERS 

AT ISSUE BETWEEN Thi TWO SIDES MAKE THE FOLLOWING DECLARATIONS: 
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"2. AMBASSADOR WANG PING=-NAN, ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT 
OF THE PEOPLE*S REPUBLIC OF CHINA, DECLARES THAT THE PRC WILL 
REFRAIN FROM THE THREAT OR USE OF FORCE EXCEPT IN SELF- 
DEFENSE; AND or, 
ri 

1) EF 
"3. IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PRINCIPLES OF THE UNITED NATI 
CHARTER AND GENERALLY ACCEPTED STANDARDS OF INTERNATIONAL [ 
CONDUCT, THE PRC WILL ALWAYS SEEK THE SOLUTION BY PEACEFUL 


MEANS OF ANY DISPUTE TO WHICH IT IS APARTY AND THE CONT4NUATION 


(Tr OF WHICH 
Oc If oe SECRET REPRODUCTION FREWITHIS 
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OF WHICH IS LIKELY TO ENDANGER THE MAINTENANCE OF I TERNATIONAL 
PEACE AND SECURITY3 AND 


"hh. RECOGNIZING THE PARTICULAR IMPORTANCE OF RELAXING AND 
ELIMINATING TENSION IN THE TAIWAN AREA, THE PRC DECLARES THAT 


THE FOREGOING GENERAL PRINCIPLES ARE SPECIFICALLY APPLICABLE 
TO THAT AREA. 


"5. AMBASSAODR U. ALEXIS JOHNSON, ON BEHALF ETC." 


D. WHILE FOREGOING IS DRAFTED AS PRC SECTION, WE WOULD OF 
COURSE PUT OUR SECTION IN IDENTICAL TERMS FIRST. 
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NOTE: MR. WADDELL (FE) NOTIFIED 11/23/55, 5:55 PM, EH 
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This is just a very brief note as I have said just about 
everything I have to say in the telegrams I am sending off today. 


Thanks for your letter of November 18. As you can see from 
my report of today's meeting, the corner on renunciation of force is, 
as you foresav, getting tighter and some decisions are going to be 
required before my next meeting. 


What I am principally writing about is the entire question of vhat 
I suppose might be termed my administrative support. I am very 
disturbed at the amount of time and energy it is necessary for both 
of us to devote to this. If these talks are in fact as important as 
we believe them to be, the Department should surely be able to find 
some way Of making available the extremely modest funds required so 
that there is not this continuous wrangle over whether I am to receive 
the minimm support I must have in the administrative field. I have 
no car or driver here and use a Consulate Chevrolet only for the 
purpose of getting to and from meetings, while Wang parades around 
in his big Zim with chauffeur. I have no secretary of my own, a 
single secretary loaned by the Consulate serving all three of us. 
Etc., etc. I am not saying this in any sense as a complaint but 
simply to point up what I believe to be the fact that no operation 
of comparable importance to the United States has ever been handled 
with less cost to the Government. Therefore, it seems inexplicable 
to me that there has to be this continuous wrangle about the few 
things for which there is unquestioned need. 


Pirst on my list is the question of a stenographer mentioned 
in the last paragraph of mytel 1201. When the Consulate agreed to 
loan me a stenographer, it had no idea that it was going to be for 
anything like the period that has already passed. However, they have 
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Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
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Washington, D. C. 
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been extremely good about it and have cheerfully given me the best 
they have. However, the Consulate has now lost several girls and 


is really up against it, and I do not feel it is fair to ask them 
to continue the present arrangement. 


> wee ee eee ad 


When I sent my 1201, I understood that the question of code 
room personnel had been resolved following the Foreign Ministers' 
meeting and therefore did not raise that. However, this now turns 
out to have been wrong and Deptel 1277 to the Consulate terminates 
the present extra clerk December 2, although it states a further 
period will be considered if required. The Consulate replied by 
its 1211 asking that the clerk be continued for the duration of my | 
talks, but no reply has yet been received. 


I am as sorry to have to bother you with all this as I an 
annoyed at continually being bothered with it myself. My suggestion 
is to see whether or not a decision cannot be obtained at whatever 
required to allocate the few thousand dollars that would be 
to be used for purposes such as this. The Department 
well enough to know that I will not ask for anything I do 


HE 


I should not be writing to you in this tone, Walter, as I full 
alize it is certainly least of all any fault of yours, or 
other individual for that matter. I well know it's "the system" 
I omly hope that what I have had to say will help in getting 
is needed. It can also be blamed on bad humor arising from a 
cold I*ve been fighting the last few days. 


4g 


of the United States 


Le 


Geneva 

As I mentioned in my telegram, I*m leaving tonight by train to 
Zurich and taking the plane to Prague tomorrow morning in the hope 
of having Thanksgiving with the family as well as getting some work 

We have had to send home one of my best officers, 

leaving only three officers in the entire Embassy including the 
Consular Officer and Charge, so they are in a bad way and I want to 
do what I can to help. 

I 
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hope that before the next meeting there will be opportunity 
fully to go over the situation with Herman and the Secretary and 
will await my imstructions with much isterest. If it seems 
advisable, I could come back here on Sunday, but I will take some 
material with me to Prague so as to be able to respond from there on 
anything that might appear desirable. 


I was very disturbed to hear from Herman that you have not 
been feeling well. Do take care of yourself - there is a point 
beyond which it does not pay to try to work. 


My best to all. 


SECRET American Ambassador 
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Chinese Communist propaganda during past week devoted somewhat more eed 
Sted of 
attention to subject of Taiwan and ambassadorial talks than in previous aa Bt. 
ot. 
weeks. General attitude toward US continued hostile, with repetition of = # aa 
familiar themes that US obstructing progress of talks, quote intensifying uns * ng 
mes 
quote military efforts in Taiwan area, and seeking to revive Cold Ware ..: - 








Major Chinese Communist pronouncement of week on Taiwan issue and talke * 

was statement appearing in East German youth daily, JUNGE WELT, November 24, - |. 
ae 

based on interview given by Ch'en Yi November 7 to German youth group. in =. .2: 
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Peiping. Ch'en reiterated usual CCP line on Taiwan issue, noting two possible! 


ay , 
solutions, voluntary withdrawal of US foroes from area, or failing that, CCP. + Bat 
" ) 

quote liberetion unquote of Taiwan by quote force of arms unquote. " Peiping hee 14 


at a ‘ 
w 


ioe 


government, said Ch'en favored peaceful solution but quote many people unquote « 





en es 
on mainland growing quote impatient unquote over Taiwan question. Ch'en sows 401 ee 


no immediate need for resort to force, but China mst be prepared. Hence, ee 


construction of airfields, railroads, and ships. Lengthy negotiations at 










Geneva hed produced no concrete results except release of Americans, but 


quote active preparations g unquote being carried out along coast, inoluding SF; 4 Past 
4 
? 
; 
advantage of informing world opinion as to quote truth about Taiwan unqu ee | 





Telegraphic transmission and 
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& Article in TA KUNG PAO November 24 qlleged that US is protracting G@inenatin | 


talks in order to quote perpetuate domination unquote over Taiwan. US quote intensi- 





fication of war preparations unquote in Taiwan area said to violate international i 
, principles against use of force. Article noted visits of topranking US military 


leaders to Taiwan since October, cited reports US increasing supply of Sabre jets, 





and quoted Gen. Twining to effcct that US Far East air force and Nat. air force being 


welied into force quote capable of advance unquote. NCNA commented briefly on visit 


of Admiral Stump to Taiwan. Other comment largely of Psychological Warfare nature, 


concerning food shortages on offshore islands, and quote factionalism unquote among 


Nationalist leaders. 





Peiping comment on ambassadorial talks November 19 and November 24 reiterated 
; previous charge that US obstructing progress of talks and detaining Chinese nationals 


_ desiring return to mainland. People's Daily November 19 alleged that lists Chinese 





of the United States 


; nationals presented by US at Geneva were incomplete and charged that less than one 
fifth of Chinese who had requested return to China had been permitted to leave. 
Denanded that US take immediate steps to facilitate return, and stated that question 


of quote lawbreaking unquote Americans still held in China and that of quote guiltless 


DeciassiTried TfrOr ruvlivarvive tee SS 


unquote Chinese nationals in US entirely different matters. TA KUNG PAO November 24 
urged that US quote get down to serious negotiation and reach necessary agreement on 
peactical matters at issue unquote, 

ChiCom commntary on Ministers Conference contimued to echo Soviet line. 


Relaxation of tensions will ocntinue, despite US efforts revive Cold War, but struggle 





for peace wili & ~~“ and hard. Peiping hailed Bulganin trip as quote important 
a . milestone in an 
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countries unquote,. 





NCNA denounced Bagdad pact as quote concrete step by the US to aggravate tension 
in the Middle East unquote and hailed refusal of Egypt and Arab states to join as 
quote serious blow to US policy unquote. 





Peiping during week continued to give considerable attention to question of 
trade restrictions, alleging that US embargo and quote trade monopolies unquote 


had seriously impaired expansion of trade among Asian countries. ChiCom overtures 


to aq Japan for normalization of trade relations continued. At same tim, *; Peiping 


continued to berate Japanese government for its treatment of Chinese nationals 


seeking return to mainland. 
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Guidance for December 1 meeting. 


1. Implementation, If consonant with situation at time of meeting, — 


impress on Wang there has been no progress this respect since last meeting. 


ad oe | 
[os pensn3cy 


No additional Americans released, no more letters received by British Charga__: 
from imprisoned Americans. US Government takes serious view of PRC's par 
fiable delay in implementing its clear commitment umier Agreed Announcement. 
Cite Bradshaw cases as evidence personal hardship individuals suffering 
through PRC's delay. 


2. Renunciation of Force. While Wang's hard line at last meeting may 


of the United States 


O°. MAME Bo 


presage break in talks or resort to publicity, we believe it may also be 





SSG6c-1LIL/SE°' 1S 


deliberate pressure tactic to determine whether we will give any on our 
draft. PRC would seem not to be in strong position either break off talks 
= or go to public at this moment. Believe we should hold fim on our 
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draft for at least one more meeting. Wang's only criticism our draft has 
been on groum that it would preclude PRC use of farce in Taiwan 
area, which would be true of any draft we presented. 
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You should follow tactics suggested your 1214 (omitting introduction 
revised draft), with strong attack on ultimatum aspects his position. Without 
acceding to his insistence that you negotiate on basis his draft, it might be 
useful probe vigorously to see whether he has any negotiating latitude with 
respect to it. Press hard on basic defect his draft which is failure apply 
renunciation force principle to Taiwan area, Argumentation you used last 
meeting was excellent and you should continue along this general line. 

You may wish to point out that Wang has endeavored separate issue in 
Taiwan area into two parte (paragraphs 46 to 48 your 1215), The first part 


he claims is a domestic issue which concerns only the Commnists and the 
Nationalists and in which he ratdins complete freedom to use force in that 
area. The second part he defines as an international question involving 
issues between the Communists and United States. Asto this the Communists 
are willing to renounce the use of force, By this formation, the Commnists 
seek to deprive the United States of its right to use force Gieedaesten 
self defense, an inherent right recognized by the Charter, while preserving 


they wish. 
to the Commnists entire freedom to use force to take Taiwan any time 


This 
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Classification 
2 This Communist tactic appears designed to handcuff the United States by pious i. 
expressions of the renunciation of force to settle disputes while reserving 
to iteelf complete freedom to use force to take Taiwan whenever it wishes. 
This entirely defeats object of seeking declaration on renunciation of force 
in the Taiwan srea which was designed not as a verbal exercise but to remove 


in fact threat of armed conflict there and thus permit progress in discussion 
on other practical issues, is, 


Re your 1216, Department considering advisability introduction revised 


draft at later meeting if deemed essential to forestall break, In any event 


any changed formulation should not affect our besic position that both sides 


must renounce force in Taiwan area, and do this before there can be fruitful 


discussions other issues, 
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Cormunists presented accounting for UN personnel. Communist side accepted 
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sussect: Background Information on United States-Chinese Communist 
Ambessadorial Talks at Geneva 
















To: ALL AMERICAN DIPLOMATIC POSTS ‘gee. "S 
| } 
> 
" The following background information on the United States- at 
| Chinese Communist Ambassadoriel talks at Geneva should be used eB we” 
appropriate on a confidential basis in conversations with key 
officials of the government to which you are accredited and diplomatic 
colleagues. The Department particularly desires to scotch speculation 


that the talks presage recognition of the Chinese Communist regime 0) 
by the United States. ab 
coats 


The origins] agreement was that the talks would deal first with , 
the return of civilians to their respective countries, then go on to.~¢ 
"other practical matters at issue". On September 10 the two Ambas- “iN 
sadors issued an Agreed Announcement in which the Chinese te x 
declared that Americans in the Peoples Republic of China who des ed _ 
to return to the United States were entitled ba do so and pledged <, oy 
itself to adopt "further appropriate measures” 30 that they could ™ 
"expeditiously exercise their right to rewi a", The Agreed Announce~ 
ment also provided that Americans in the Feoples Republic of China 6 
who believed they were encountering obstruction in departure might Ol 
reauest representations by the British Charge d'affaires on Ol 
their behalf. The United States made a parallel declaration with 
respect to the right of Chinese in the United States to return to 
the Peoples Republic of China if they desired which provided for 
Chinese to appeal to the Indian Enbassy if they believed their 
departure was being obstructed. 


of the United States 





Of the nineteen Americans still held in prison in Commanist oO 
Chine following the issuance of the Agreed Announcement, only five ~ 
| have been relecsed to date, The United States is continuing to press x. 
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The United States places no restrictions on the departure of Chinese 
from the Lnited States. The Department knows of no Chinese who claims his 
departure is being obstructed and the Indian Embassy has so far made no 
representations concerning any such case. 


Under the second item of the agenda, the Chinese Communists asked for 
the removal of the United States economic embargo and agreement to talks at 
the foreign ijinister level. The United States asked for a Chinese Communist 
declaration renouncing force, and an accounting for 450 military personnel 
missing from the korean War, and concerning whose fate we have evidence that 
the Chinese Communists might have knowledge. 


Discussion has centered around the renunciation of force item. The 
United States has proposed that both parties make similar declarations 
renouncing the use of force generally, and with particular reference to the 
Taiwan area. The purpose is to remove the threat of war in the Taiwan area. 
The Chinese Communists have indicated a willingness to make a general 
renunciation of the use of force, but so far have adamantly resisted our 
efforts to cet them to apply this to the Taiwan area. They insist that the 
Taiwan question is domestic and refuse to consider any curtailment of their 
freedom to use military force if necessary to impose their control over 
Taiwan. ‘They have demanded the withdrawal of United States forces from the 


Taiwan area. The United States is continuing its effort to bring them to 
modify this attitude. 


With reference to the proposal for a conference at a higher level, 
the United States view is that the ambassadorial level is the appropriate 
one. iio proposal for higher level talks could even be considered until 
the Chinese Communists have permitted all United States citizens to leave, 
have renounced force in the Taiwan area, and all other practical matters at 
issue have been disposed of. 


ihe questions of economic embargo and missing military personnel have 
received little discussion up to the present. 


The United States has assured the Government of the Republic of China 
that it will not discuss at Geneva anything involving the rights, claims 
and essential interests of the Government of the Republic of China. There 
has been no discussion of recognition or admission of Communist China to 
the United .ations, as rumored in the press. Discussion has been strictly 
limited to subjects mentioned in the preceding paragraphs. 


& similar instruction is being sent to the following consular posts: 
AiSILNs, AULALAND, BULBAY, CALCUTTA, CHIENGMAI, DACCA, DHAHRAN, FRANKFORT ON 


THE WAIL, GiuVA FU JOHNSON, GENOA, HAMBURG, HONGKONG, ISTANBUL, JERUSALEM, 
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ISTANBUL, JERUSALEM, KOBE, KUALA LUMPUR, LAHORE, MADRAS, MEDAN, 
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The following background information on the United States- Chines fe 
Communist Ambassadorial talks at Geneva should be used as capemtath 
on a confidential basis in conversations with key officials and 
colleagues. The Department particularly desires to scotch speculation ,; 


that the talks presage recognition of the Chinese Communist — 
by the United States. 


The original agreement was that the talks would deal first with 
the return of civilians to their respective countries, then go ‘on to 
"other practical matters at issue". On September 10 the two Ambas- 
sadors issued an Agreed Announcement in which the Chinese Communists 
declared that Americans in the Peoples Republic of China who desired 
to return to the United States were entitled to do so and pledged 
‘ itself to adopt "further appropriate measures" so that they could 
“expeditiously exercise their right to return". The Agreed Announce- 
ment also provided that Americans in the Peoples Republic of China 
who believed they were encountering obstruction in departure might 
request representations by the British Charge d'affaires on their 
behalf. The United States made a parallel declaration with respect $2 
to the right of Chinese in the United States to return to the Peoples ~ 
Republic of China if they desired which-providet for Chinese to appeal J 

C 


to the Indian Embassy if they believed their departure was being 
obstructed. 
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Of the nineteen Americans still held in prison in Commnist 
China following the issuance of the Agreed Announcement, only five a) 
have been released to date. The United States is continuing to 
: press at Geneva and through the British Charge d'affaires at Peiping ™y 4 :. 
(, for early release of the remainder. The failure of the Chinese a «pw * 


























Communists to fulfill their commitment to allow Americans to return ~ 
| ; | ~~ 
6 "expeditiously" { “ 
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"expeditiously" is causing the United States Government serious concern. 


The United States places no restrictions on the departure of Chinese from 
the United States. The Department knows of no Chinese who claims his departure 


is being mstructed and the Indian Embassy has so far made no representations 
concerning any such case. 


a Ma 


Under the second item of the agenda, the Chinese Communists asked for the 
' removal of the United States economic embargo and agreement to talks at the 
_ Foreign Minister level. The United States asked for a Chinese Communist decla- 
' ration renouncing force, and an accounting for 50 military personnel missing 


from the Korean War, and concerning whose fate we have evidence that the Chinese 
Communists might have knowledge. 


Discussion has centered around the renunciation of force item. The United 
_Stetes has proposed that both parties make similar declarations renouncing the 
use of force generally, and with particular reference to the Taiwan area. The 
_ purpose is to remove the threat of war in the Taiwan area. The Chinese 
Conmunists have indicated a willingness to make a general renunciation of the 
use of force, but so far have adamantly resisted our efforts to get them to 
_ apply this to the Taiwan area. They insist that the Taiwan question is domestic 
and refuse to consider any curtailment of their freedom to use military force 
if necessary to impose their control over Taiwan. They have demanded the with- 
drawal of United States forces from the Taiwan area. The United States is con- 
_ tinuing its effort to bring them to modify this attitude. 

With reference to the proposal for a conference at a higher level, the 
United States view is that the ambassadorial level is the appropriate one. No 
proposal for higher level talks could even be considered until the Chinese 

Communists have permitte+ all United States citizens to leave, have renounced 


force in the Taiwan area, and all other practical matters at issue have been 
disposed of. 


of the United States 


The questions of economic embargo and missing military personnel have re- 
ceived little discussion up to the present. 
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The United States has assured the Government of the Republic of China that 
it will not discuss at Geneva anything involving the rights, claims and essen- 
tial interests of the Government of the Republic of China. There has been no 
‘discussion of recognition or admission of Communist China to the United Nations, 


as rumored in the press. Discussion has been strictly limited to subjects 
mentioned in the preceding paragraphs. 


A similar instruction is being sent to all diplomatic posts. 
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TO : The Secretary — Y 
THU : S/S 


FROM : FE — Walter S,. Roberts 





SUBJECT: Draft Declarations on Renunciation of\force 


There are attached three draft declarations on renunciation 
of force. The first (Tab A) is the Chinese Communist draft introduced 
at Geneva on October 27; the second (Tab B) is the United States draft 
introduced November 8; the third (Tab C) is a revision of the United 


States dreft which Ambassador Johnson has proposed introducing on 
December 1, 


I consider the draft we submitted on November 8 to be tightly 
drawn end difficult to improve on, I also believe that the Chinese 
Communists are in a weak position from which to break off the talks 
and thet they ere unlikely to do so at this time when matters related 
to their entry into the United Nations have reached such a critical 
stage. Therefore, 1t 18 proposea to imstructAmbassador Johnson not 
to introduce a revised draft on December 1, However, it may become 
desirable at a future meeting to introduce a revised draft in order 


to keep the talks going. Ambassador Johnson's draft is consequently 
being submitted for your comuents,. 


Attachments: 


1. Chinese Communist draft, 
October 27 (Tab A). 

2. United States craft, 
November 8 (Tab B), 

3. United States areft, 
proposed by Aubassacor 
Johnson (Tab C), 
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PRC DRAFT DECLARATION ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE 





(Introduced October 27) 


1. Ambassador Wang Ping-nan on behalf of the Government of the People's 
Republic of China and Ambassador U. Alexis Johnson on behalf of the Government 


of the United States of America jointly declare that, 


2. In accordance with Article 2, Paragraph 3, of the Charter of the 


United Nations, "All members shall settle their international disputes by 





peaceful means in such a manner that international peace and security, and 


justice, are not endangered"; and SW 
3. In accordance with Article 2, Paragraph of the Charter of the United 
Nations, "All members shall refrain in their international relations from the 
threat or use of force against the territorial integrity of political 
independence of any state, or in any other manner inconsistent with the a 
purposes of the United Nations"; 
lh. The People's Republic of China and the United States of America are —~ 
agreed that they should settle disputes between their two countries by \W 
; M4 
peaceful means without resorting to the threat or use of force. Le 


S. In order to realize their common desire, the People's Republic of 


China and the United States of America decide to hold a conference of Foreign 
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Ministers to settle through negotiations the question of relaxing and 
eliminating the tension in Taiwan area, 


| nine eee 
$9ze7S PeyLun ayy 30 


j SuOLzelay UBLaso4 UL UOLZRIL[GNd AOS parsisse|22G | 











Declassified for Publication in Foreign Kelabi’ls 


of the United States 





. 
.*. 


Re Ai aT OAR 





é 
me 
d 
wt 
+ 
or) 
F 
x, 
2 
at 
wie 
w 
nt 
of 





















SECRET 


(elY US DRAFT DECLARATION ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE 





(Introduced November 8) 

1. The Ambassador of the United States of America and the Ambassador | 
of the People's Republic of China during the course of the ineiats of 
practical matters at issue have expressed the determination that the 
differences between the two sides shall not lead to armed conflict. 

2. They recognize that the use of force to achieve national objectives 
does not accord with the principles and purposes of the United ations YQ j 
Charter or with generally accepted standards of international conduct. ~es 

3. They furthermore recognize that the renunciation of the threat 
or use of force is essential to the just settlement of disputes or situations 
which might lead to a breach of the peace. 

4. Therefore, without prejudice to the pursuit by each side of its 
policies by peaceful means they have agreed to announce the following 


declarations: 


5S. Ambassador Wang Ping-nan informed Ambassador U. Alexis Johnson 
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6. In general, ani with particular reference to the Taiwan area, the 
People's Republic of China renounces the use of force, except in individual 


and collective self defense. 


7. Ambassador U. Alexis Johnson informed Ambassador Wang Ping-nan 


thats 


8. In general, and with particular reference to the Taiwan area, the 


United States renounces the use of force, except in individual and collective 


self defense. 
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I AMBASSADOR JOHNSON'S REVISED DRAFT 


(Proposed for Introduction Dec. 1) 

1. Ambassador Wang Ping-nan of the People's Republic of China and 
Ambassador U. Alexis Johnson of the United States of America during the 
course of their discussions of practical matters at issue between the two 
sides make the following declarations: 

2. Ambassador Wang Ping-nan, on behalf of the Government of the People's 
Republic of China, declares that the PRC will refrain from the threat or use 
of force except in self-defense; and 

3- In qrcentenne with the principles of the United Nations Charter and 
generally accepted standards of renmmatinbeni conduct, the PRC will always 
seek the solution by peaceful means of any dispute to which it is a party 
ami the continuation of which is likely to endanger the maintenance of 
international peace and security; and 

4. Recognizing the particular importance of relaxing and eliminating 
tension in the Taiwan area, the PRC declares that the foregoing general 
principles are specifically applicable to that area. 


5. Ambassador U, Alexis Johnson, on behalf, etc. 
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| FROM JOHNSON . 7 


1. AT ONE HOUR FORTY-FIVE MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING WANG OPENED 
WITH PREPARED STATEMENT WHICH WAS VERY MILD AND CONCILIATORY IN 
TONE, IN VERY MARKED CONTRAST TO TONE PREPARED STATEMENTS PAST 
FEW MEETINGS, AND CLOSED WITH PRESENTATION NEW onary 

AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH READS AS FOLLOWS: 





A) AMBASSADOR WANG PING=NAN, ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT OF THE 
PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA, AND AMBASSAODR ALEXIS JOHNSON 

ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
AGREE TO ANNOUNCE: 


of the United States 


SSi-cl/e6°ltls 


B) THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA AND THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
ARE DETERMINED THAT THEY SHOULD SETTLE DISPUTES BETWEEN 

THEIR TWO COUNTRIES THROUGH PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS WITHOUT RESORTING 
TO THE THREAT OR USE OF FORCES 


DeclasSssifié@d “OF FUYBITICALIUN Fe Pe ee 


C) THE TWO AMBASSAODRS SHOULD CONTINUE THEIR TALKS TO SEEK 
PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE MEANS FOR THE REALIZATION OF THIS COMMON 
DESIRE. 





2. IN REPLY | WELCOMED HIS STATEMENT AND CHARACTERIZED IT 
AS ADVANCE IN OUR NEGOTIATIONS. | THEN SPENT ABOUT AN HOUR PROBING 
ON APPLICABILITY STATEMENT TO TAIWAN AREA. BEST ANSWER | OBTAINED 
FROM HIM WAS THAT ALTHOUGH TAIWAN INTERNAL MATTER BEYOND SGGPE_ 

‘33s PRESENT TALKS, WILLING SETTLE THAT QUESTION BY PEACEFUL MEARS = 

™ HE: OMITTED USUAL QUALIFICATION "CONDTIONS PERMITTING". = E tC 
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DURING GIVE AND TAKE HE SPOKE OF "STEP BY STEP" 

RESOLUTION US-PRC DISPUTES AND SAID IF DURING COURSE OUR TALKS 
HERE | WANTED DISCUSS WAYS AND MEANS RELAXING TENSIONS TAIWAN 

AREA OR OTHER QUESTIONS, HE WILLING DISCUSS. THERE WAS NO RENEWAL 
DEMAND FOR WITHDRAWAL US FORCES BUT REPLY MY QUESTION AS TO 
WHETHER SUBSEQUENT NEGOTIATIONS WOULD BE CONDUCTED UNDER CONTINUED 
THREAT HIS SIDE WOULD RESORT TO FORCE TAIWAN AREA IF DESIRES NOT 


MET HE REPLIED WITH SOMEWHAT PRO FORMA STATEMENT THAT PRC IS ONE 
WHICH FEELS ITSELF THREATENED IN AREA. 


E. | MADE DETAILED STATEMENT ON BRADSHAW ALONG LINES DEPTEL 1297 


AND BRIEF STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION ALONG LINES PARA 
ONE DEPTEL 1329. 


4, IN REPLY WANG DICUSSED AT LENGTH INDIAN IMPLEMENTATON 

IN US AND OUR FAILURE ASSIST THEM COMMUNICATE WITH CHINESE IN US 
WHILE WE WERE ASKING UK CHARGE TAKE INITIATIVE COMMUNICATE AMERICANS 
IN CHINA. | OF COURSE POINTED OUT CONTRAST AMERICANS IMPRISONED 

IN CHINA WITH FREEDOM ANY ANNOUNCEMENT, FOR INDIANS TAKING INITIATIVE.. 


5. NEXT MEETING THURSDAY, DECEMBER 8. 
6. DEPARTING FOR PRAGUE FRIDAY EVENING, RETURNING TUESDAY. 


GOWEN 


MEM 


NOTE: NO PARAGRAPH D. 
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1. Twenty-eighth meeting today opened by Wang Ping-nan with 

prepared statement on renunciation of force. Wang said it 

now two months since discussion this subject began. Draft 

statement put forward by CPR side October 27 and by US side 

November 10. He has carefully studied drafts and statements 
‘<a made by both sides. 


2. Wang said if both sides agreed in principle, it should be 
possible agree on text announcement. Chinese side always 
stood for peaceful settlement international disputes without 
resort to threat or use of force, in conformity UN Charter. 


of the United States 


GSSGE-Z2l/S6°tt9s 


I had repeatedly indicated US as member UN also willing ‘= 
by UN Charter. At last meeting I had indicated US 7 pt 

to principle finding just settlement international disputes 

by peaceful means. On this principle there should be agreement 
both sides. Whether draft announcement incorporated pertinent 
f provisions UN Charter is technical question and must not 

; constitute obstacle in way of agreement. 
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3. Wang said in view of notype this fundamental principle, 
there should be no difficulty making agreed announcement to 

* effect PRC and USA will settle gisputes between them without 
) ‘ resort to threat or use of force. Both recognize existence 
international disputes and agree practical, feasible way should 
be sought arrive at peaceful settlement. In order realize 
this CPR side has proposed conference Foreign Ministers. 
However, I and other responsible members US Government Had 
indicated that present talks should be fully utilized.w <© 
In order that talks may eer ss step by step he consi 
principles agreeable both sides should be confirmed by Sgrped 
announcement and talks continued in order find practical 
feasible way peecefully settle disputes between our twdgbountried.. 
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4, Wang said in line with above he was presenting new draft 


agreed announcement, pledging not to use force in international 
relations (MYTEL 1235), 


: 5. wang said for presenting draft CPR side was not abandoning 
: proposal convene Foreign Ministers' conference in order relax 
| and eliminate tension Taiwan area. However he would amplify 
his stand in talks following issuance announcement. Draft 
announcement embraced all points on which both sides agree 
and contained nothing disagreeable to either side. He believed 
we should be able reach agreement on this new draft. 


6. I replied I welcomed Wang's statement and felt it represented 
considerable advance our discussions. I would give draft the 


detailed and careful consideration I knew it deserved. 





7. I said I had one question. Major point of difference between 
us so far has been whether or not there should be specific 
mention Taiwan area. I wanted make clear our suggestions in 
regard specific mention Taiwan area not motivated desire 
embarrass or trick Wang's Government into abandoning its well 
known position in regard Taiwan area. Desire for specific 
mention Taiwan area motivated by desire make clear whatever 

is said on renunciation of force applies also to Taiwan area. 


n roreign nReriavivre 
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8. I said on basis original draft and Wang's remarks in course 
of mb porn there has been doubt in my mind in this regard. 
I originally raised this question when October 27 draft presented. 
I asked at that time whether fourth paragraph applicable disputes 
between us in Taiwan area. I recalled Wang's answer had been 
yes. However, in subsequently amplifying his position, it 
seemed to me his government was reserving right to consider 
situation Taiwan area as domestic matter beyond scope of inter- 
national matters between our two countries. I understood his 
position in this 7 and did not desire —— in controversy 
this point. I simply desired know what effect draft announcement 
. would have our dispute in Taiwan area. As I understood his 
remarks, effect is that his government reserved right at any 


time interpret situation as domestic matter in which it entitled 
take offensive military action. 
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9. I said stated in another way his proposal appeared to me 

to have been that although we would seem to have agreed 
renounce force between us, his government would maintain threat 
at any time of its choosing to initiate hostilities that area. 
We consider it important that whatever is said on renunciation 
of force, it be made clear that even though there may be 
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differences in interpretation of situation in Taiwan area, 
announcement also apply that area. 


10. I said this was somewhat long introduction my question, 

but I wanted make clear our line of thinking. Questions 

whether or not Wang willing consider mention in some specific 

way Of Taiwan area in order make clear we both consider announce- 
ment applies Taiwan area. Said I might add I perfectly willing 
this be done in manner not to prejudice his government's 

position and pursuit by peaceful means of its policies. 


ll. Wang said we had already spent long period of time 
discussing this question. Purpose discussions was overcome 
obstacles in way of settlement between us. Proposal for both 
of us make announcement originated with myself. Now we 

have before us two drafts for announcement. Each of us has 
points which he cannot accept in draft of other one. 


12. Wang said however at last meeting I had indicated we 
agreed on principle making announcement and also agreed on 
need for peaceful settlement disputes but differed on text of 
agreement. At last att I had also repeatedly indicated 

n principle, there should be no 


difficulty agreeing on text. So long as we both serious 
and sincere in search of agreement, there should be no 
difficulty. 
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13. Wang said his side had now made new effort in that spirit. 

7 would note that new proposal did not contain anything to which 

we not able agree between us at present time. He considered that 
issues between PRC and us must necessarily be solved step by step. 
His idea was first to agree on points in common between us. So 
long as we employed peaceful means for settling disputes, he saw no 
reason for not reaching agreement. | 


14. Wang said in regard to mention of Taiwan area, he wished to 
renew his statements made in past meetings. We must not confuse 
international with domestic issues. Internal conflict naturally 
not within scope of present talks. In yo ory Baty paragraph 
October 27 draft and also in presenting present draft, he had made 
clear disputes between two countries include dispute between US in 
Taiwan area. It was precisely desire of PRC side that disputes be- 
tween us in Taiwan area be settled peacefully. 


15. Wang said he wished point out that proposal made this morning 
was very important and put forward only after serious and careful 
consideration. He was glad to hear my preliminary views and com- 
ments this draft..He hoped our side would give careful consideration 
to this latest offer. He hoped we would be able reach agreement on 
this draft. Adoption this draft would demonstrate that although we 
spent great deal of time in discussion, we able make progress and 
find text agreeable both of us. 


16. I said I was still trying to get at heart of matter. I too 


INOD 


hoped we can show progress to worl Important thing is we make 


sure it is genuine progress. Our problem is not give appearance of sl 


progress by agreeing to form of words that means one thing to one 


side and another to other. Problems we face are too fundamental inf? 


portance for that. I felt we would be doing disservice to both our 


people and cause of peace if we attempted agree on basis words whicfT3 
ad different meanings..'.That 1s why I may be appearing so persistens. 
Purpose is not debate but to try to arrive at understanding. I agrped 


that problems 
TION FROM 
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thet problems should be discussed step-by-step. We both ‘eery 4 
™Tfo eres in which policies confront each other most sertousiy ‘3 PS ta 
o 
vogenes Direction to Dost at . 
S 17. I seid what I was trying to get et was this. In mek ng etete 3 
ment such as he had proposed, US would be renewing whet I hed S 
P termed renunciation of force *tn internstionel relsetions; We 
ment would give appesrance of doing seme thing. However, 
of his remerks end fully expressed policy his government, 
0 his government in fact be saying it considered question of 


eny time it did? 


18. I ssid perheps I hed not made myself clear. I would state my 
point in another way. While his side was willing make delcargtion 
of renunciation of force with US, did it still insist on righgRin- © | 
terpret situation Taiwan saree to "permit it to epply force at any | 
time its desires not met? That is, would US have renounced force 
whereas Wang's government would not have done so because of its 
reservations in regard to nature of dispute in Teiwen srea? Would 
eny further otto between us be subject to continuing threst of 
initiation of force by his government that srea? 


Bio. I said I hoped I was not right in this. Whset I hed expressed 
\ frankly was my understanding of position Wang's government. — 


\ he,would tell me frankly if I wes wrong. 


\ 










. Weng seid he thought it important to note we were desling w 
m@tters between Chins end US. If he were to raise matters or powcies 
thin scope internal effeirs US or if he were to cause spprehen#® 

ons concerning US policy of internsel affairs, he would be eu §. 
going beyond scope present talks. This would complicate prob 

een us end would semount to cresting difficulties in talks. “7 





a, 

a Weng seid dreft he had presented can in no way be described@s 

z “apparent” form. He agreed anything we declered should have prac- 

3 icsl besring. Difference of policies our two countries in Taiwan 

§ rea hes leed to extremely tense situstion over which people of world 

& ost concerned. Demonstreting our.desire.settle disputes by peace 
ul means without resort to use of force meets with desire people of 


world. This ection in interests both sides. 


22. I seid I would put my question very bluntly, if this or similer 
statement were issued tomorrow, would his government héve said any- 
thing thet would prevent it on next dey from saying thet it considered 
Situation Teiwen sree domestic matter and was therefore initisting 


hostilities there? 
f 
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24. Wang said my question went precisely beyond scope of talks. As 
he hnd repeatedly stated, question of Taiwan is an internal matter 
of China, which his side also willing settle by peaceful means. To 
follow line TI had taken, if we were to issue announcement tomorrow, 
then our discussions have created ssme result. That is, two coun- 
tries henceforth willing settle any dispute by peacefull means. That. 
would certainly be welcomed by-oll. I would demonstrate to world 


that China and US have made contribution to relaxing tension Taiwan 
area, 


24+. Wang said following issuance of announcement, we would continue 
discussion to find settlement disputes, such as questjJon embarysoe:; 
and higher level conference between two countries. Then if DT wanied 


discuss further wsys and means relax tension Taiwan avon, his side 
prepared join me and continue discussion in this direction. 
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27. | SAID | HAD NOTHING FURTHER ON THIS SUBJECT. 1 WOULD 
STUDY DRAFT AND REPLY MORE FULLY AT NEXT MEETING. BEFORE PASSING 
TO ANOTHER MATTER, DID HE HAVE ANYTHING FURTHER? 
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23 | SAID WOULD THIS MEAN DISCUSSIONS WOULD NOT BE HELD 
e+ UNDER THREAT THAT ONE SIDE WOULD RESERVE RIGHT INITIATE 
cu} HOSTILITIES IF ITS DESIRES NOT FULLY MET? 
oO 
-—-+>- FF - 
SE, C) 26. WANG SAID IT HAS ALWAYS BEEN STAND HIS SIDE THAT NEGOTIATIONS 
=o SHOULD BE CARRIED ON IN PEACEFUL ATMOSPHERE. IF ONE WERE TO 
>» MENTION THREATS, IT 1S HIS SIDE THAT FELT ITSELF BEING 
£6 THREATENED. 
e 
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aw 
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28. WANG SAID WE HAD TALKED A GREAT DEAL ON THIS SUBJECT AND 
NEW EFFORT HIS SIDE WAS BEING MADE ON BASIS OF WHAT | HAD 
SAID AT LAST MEETING. HE BELIEVED DRAFT IS WITHIN INTEREST 
OF BOTH OF US, AND HOPED WE WOULD PROGRESS SMOOTHLY ON THIS 








—_ SUBJECT. 8 
29... 1 SAID | AGREED, AND FELT OUR DISCUSSION THIS MORNING = 
HAD BEEN MOST USEFUL. | HOPED HE WOULD MEANWHILE CONSIDER 2 
QUESTION | HAD RAISED THIS MORNING. AMPLIFICATION OF HIS 
ANSWERS WOULD BE MOST HELFUL. 5 
30. | SAID | WISHED BRING UP HUMANITARIAN MATTER IN REGARD TO b= 
IMPLEMENTATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ON RELEASE CIVILIANS THAT = 
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HOPED HE WOULD PRESENT TO HIS GOVERNMENT. ON NOVEMBER 17. 

HIS GOVERNMENT HAD ANNOUNCED MRS. BRADSHAW BEING RELEASED FROM 
CUSTODY AND FREE TO DEPART. MRS. LAU WHO HAD BEEN CARING FOR 
HER ASKED THAT MRS. BRADSHAW BE PERMITTED DEPART WITH HER. 
PERMISSION NOT GRANTED IN TIME. 





bases 31. 1 SAID WE UNDERSTOOD FROM MRS. LAU THAT MRS. BRADSHAW'S 

: HEALTH WAS VERY BAD. SHE IS EXTREMELY WEAK AND WE UNDERSTAND 
SHE HAS TO BE FED ARTIFICIALLY AT TIMES. SHE IS UNABLE MOVE 
| OR TRAVEL WITHOUT ASSISTANCE. MENTAL STATE ALSO UNSTABLE 
2 APPARENTLY ATTEMPTED COMMIT SUICIDE SEVERAL TIMES. | WAS SURE 
WANG AGREED WITH ME IT WOULD BE MOST UNFORTUNATE IF SHE DID 
NOT PROMPTLY AND SAFELY ARRIVE IN US. 





32. | SAID IT SEEMED TO ME BEST ANSWER TO PROBLEM WOULD BE 

FQR MRS. BRADSHAW'S, HUSBAND, DR., BRADSHAW, WHO IS PHYSICIAN 

TO BE PROMPTLY RELEASED SO HE COULD TRAVEL WITH HER AND TAKE 
HER OUT. WOULD BE IN INTEREST OF BOTH OF US. |! HOPED HE WOULD 
PRESENT SUGGESTION TO HIS GOVERNEMENT. 


33. | SAID |! ALSO NOTED THAT NO FURTHER AMERICANS HAD RETURNED 
SINCE NOVEMBER 17 AND THAT BRITISH CHARGE HAD NOT 

SEEN ADDITIONAL AMERICANS OR RECEIVED FURTHER COMMUNICATIONS 
BEYOND ONE HE RECEIVED SOME TIME AGO. 





of the United States 


34. WANG SAID HE HAD NOTED MY STATEMENT. REGARDING QUEST!ON OF 
7 BRITISH CHARGE BEING UNABLE COMMUNICATE WITH IMPRISONED PEOPLE 
| AS BELIEVED BY ME, HE HAD ALREADY EXPRESSED HIS POSITION. 
H!1S SIDE HAS ALL ALONG BEEN LENIENT IN TREATMENT IMPRISONED 
AMERICANS IN ACCORDANCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, SO THAT THEY 
WOULD BE ABLE EFFECT THEIR RETURN SMOOTHLY. OF COURSE 
AMERICANS WHO HAVE COMMITTED OFFENSES MUST NECESSARILY 
UNDERGO AND COMPLETE LEGAL PROCEDURE IN CHINA. THEIR CASES 
“MUST BE EXAMINED AND DEALT WITH IN ACCORDANCE CHINESE LEGAL 


PROCEDURES. BEFORE THESE ARE COMPLETED, QUESTION OF RETURN 
WAS NOT POSSIBLE. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





CONF IDENT IAL 





of the United States 


Declassified for Publication in Froreign KRElatliuls 








*+% 


, ¥ CONF IDENT I AL 
-3- 1240, DECEMBER 1, 10 PM (SECTION 3 OF 3) FROM GENEVA 


35. WANG SAID THERE WAS EVEN LESS POINT IN ALLEGING DELAY 

OR OBSTRUCTION. IF ANY AMERICAN WHO HAS COMMITTED OFFENSES HAS 
ANY COMMUNICATION TO BRITISH CHARGE TO MAKE, PRC ALL ALONG 

HAS HELPED THEM DO SO. IF IT WERE SQ, | ASKED THAT BRITISH 
CHARGE SHOULD HAVE ABILITY OF COMMUNICATING WITH AMERICANS IN 
QUESTION ON OWN INITIATIVE, THEN INDIAN EMBASSY SHOULD ENJOY 
SAME RIGHT IN USE OF COMMUNICATING WITH CHINESE RESIDENTS ON 
ITS OWN INITIATIVE. PRC HAS LEARNED FROM INDIAN EMBASSY THAT 
US NOT ASSISTING INDIAN EMBASSY COMMUNICATE WITH CHINESE. 
MOREOVER, US HAS FAILED PROVIDE LISTS OF CHINESE IN US. 

INDIAN EMBASSY THUS HAS ENCOUNTERED DIFFICULTY IN COMMUNICATING 
WITH CHINESE RESIDENTS IN US ON INITIATIVE OF INDIAN EMBASSY. 
PRC SIDE NOT SATISFIED WITH FAILURE US GOVERNMENT ASSIST INDIAN 
EMBASSY CONMUNICATE WITH CHINESE RESIDENTS IN ACCORDANCE AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. 


36. 1 SAID | WAS SURE UK CHARGE HAD NOT RAISED QUESTION 
COMMUNICATING WITH AMERICANS IN CHINA IN GENERAL. QUESTION 
INVOLVED ONLY IMPRISONED AMERICANS. WANG'S GOVERNMENT CERTAINLY 
HAD SPECIAL RESPONSIBILITY IN REGARD IMPRISONED AMERICANS. 
DIFFICULT TO UNDERSTAND WHY OF FOURTEEN AMERICANS REMAINING 

IN PRISON ONLY ONE HAD COMMMUNICATED WITH UK CHARGE. 


37- | SAID AS FAR AS INDIAN EMBASSY FUNCTIONS IN US CONCERNED, 

| HAD PREVIOUSLY GIVEN ASSURANCES EVERY ASSISTANCE BEING GIVEN 
CARRY OUT FUNCTIONS UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, AND NO RESTRICTIONS 
BEING IMPOSED ‘IN THIS REGARD. AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT CONCERNED 
PEOPLE WHO DESIRE RETURN. ANY CHINESE IN US WHO DESIRES RETURN 
AND DESIRES COMMUNICATE INDIAN EMBASSY ENTIRELY FREE DO SO. 

|! SAID 1! HOPED HE WOULD TRANSMIT SUGGESTION REGARDING BRADSHAW 

TO HIS GOVERNMENT. THERE 1S NO ONE TO CARE FOR HER. HER 

HUSBAND CERTAINLY BEST EQUIPPED DO SO. 


38. WANG SAID HE ALSO HOPED IMPROVEMENT WOULD BE MADE REGARDING 
INDIAN EMBASSY FUNCTIONS. 
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39. | SA!D | KNEW OF NO COMPLAINT FROM INDIAN EMBASSY. 


4O. WANG SAID INDIAN EMBASSY HAD RAISED QUESTION OF COMMUNICATING 
WITH CHINESE RESIDENTS AND US HAD STATED IT COULD NOT DO SO. 


41. =| ASKED WHAT THERE WAS IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT CONCERNING 
INITIATION OF COMMUNICATIONS BY INDIAN EMBASSY WITH CINESE 


RESIDENTS. ANNOUNCEMENT CONCERNED ONLY CHINESE WHO WISH TO 
RETURN. 


42. WANG SAID GOVERNMENTS CONCERNED HAD DUTY GRANT FACILITIES TO 
THIRD STATE. IT WAS ONLY BECAUSE | HAD RAISED QUESTION THAT 


HE HAD REFERRED TO MATTER. HE HAD ONLY STATED THAT TWO THIRD 
STATES SHOULD ENJOY SAME RIGHTS. 


3. MEETING CLOSED WITH CONFIRMATION NEXT MEETING THURSDAY 
DECEMBER 8. SAME PRESS STATEMENT. 
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1. BELIEVE YESTERDAY'S DEVELOPMETS REFLECT MAJOR TACTICAL 

SHIFT IN PEIPING WHICH WILL REQUIRE CORRESPONDING DECISIONS 

ON OUR PART. WHATEVER THEIR MOTIVES THEIR DRAFT ALMOST COMPLETELY 
MEETS POSITION | HAVE BEEN TAKING. 


2. THEIR ACCEPTANCE RENUNCIATION FORCE CONCEPT, AND AGREEMENT 
TO APPARENTLY INDEFINITE EXTENSION THESE TALKS PROBABLY STEMS 
IN PART FROM PEIPING ESTIMATE REPERCUSSIONS THESE DEVELOPMENTS 
ON TAIWAN AS WELL AS ON OUR ALLIES. POSTPONEMENT DEMAND 

FOR FONMIN CONFERENCE PROBABLY INFLUENCED BY OUR FIRM REJECTION 
THIS PROPOSAL AT PRESENT STAGE, BY FAILURE OBTAIN SUPPORT 

OF MOLOTOV (AS WELL AS MACMILLAND AND NEHRU) AND REAL| ZATION 
THEIR PUBLIC POSITION OF PISTOL--TO-HEAD DEMAND ON THIS ISSUE 
WAS NOT GOOD. BELIEVE SECRETARY'S COMMUNICATIONS TO U NU, 
SUBSTANCE OF WHICH UNDOUBTEDLY PASSED ON, ALSO PLAYED | MPORTANT 
PART . 
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3. AT ANY RATE PRC HAS NOW PRESENTED DRAFT WHICH VERY CLOSELY 
FOLLOWS LINE OF ARGUMENT | HAVE BEEN TAKING IN MEETINGS. 

THEY THEREFORE HAVE GROUNDS FOR ANTICIPATING ITS ACCEPTANCE 

WITH LITTLE MODIFICATION. IF NOT ACCEPTED THEY ARE IN VERY - 
STRONG NEGOTIATING AS WELL AS PUBLIC POSITION -AND WILL PROBABLY #7 
NOT HESITATE QUICKLY TO GO TO PUBLIC IF THEY CONSIDER IT re | 
DESIRABLE BRING PRESSURE ON US. pet 
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4. ONE QUESTION IS WHETHER IN CONTEXT NEGOTIATIONS THUS FAR 
THERE WOULD BE COMMITMENT BY U. S. TO DISCUSS IN SOME NORM 
"RELAXATION AND ELIMINATION OF TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA". 

REFUSAL IN ANY WAY TO ADMIT TO DISCUSSION THESE TALKS WOULD 

BE DIFFICULT TO DEFEND PUBLICLY AND WOULD SUPPPORT THEIR DEMAND 
FOR FONMIN MEETING. ACCEPTANCE WILL INCREASE STRAINS OUR 
RELATIONS WITH GRC BUT POSSIBLY TO LESSER EXTENT THAN 

FONMIN MEETING. POSSIBLY WE CAN FIND SOME SUBJECT WE CAN 
INTRODUCE OR SOME UNIPATERAL ACTION WE CAN TAKE THAT WOULD 

GIVE US AT LEAST TEMPORARY INITIATIVE IN THIS GENERAL FIELD. 


5. ANOTHER QUESTION |S WHAT OTHER SUBJECTS COULD BE INTRODUCED 
OR DISCUSSED IN EFFORT KEEP TALKS GOING SO AS POSTPONE COMING 
TO GRIPS WITH THORNY TAIWAN AREA QUESTIONS. TRADE IS NOW ONLY 
REMAINING QUESTION AND PARTICULARLY IF | MUST CONTINUE INDICATE 
COMPLETE FIRMNESS ON U.S. EMBARGO THIS OFFERS LITTLE SCOPE 

FOR MEETINGS. WHILE LOWERING CHINCOM LEVELS FAIRLY PROMPTLY 
FOLLOWING ISSUANCE ANY DECLARATION RENUNCIATION FORCE WOULD 


BE USEFUL MOVE, IT CANNOT PROVIDE MUCH IN WAY OF SUBJECT FOR 
DISCUSSION IN MEETINGS. 


6. IN LIGHT OF ABOVE | WILL NEED AS WELL AS MUCH BACKGROUND 
GUIDANCE AS IT 1S NOW POSSIBLE TO GIVE ME ON WHAT WE DESIRE 
CONCERNING FUTURE COURSE OF TALKS. 


~~ WITH RESPECT WANG'S DRAFT BELIEVE SITUATION PRECLUDES 
MY INTRODUCTION NEW COUNTER DRAFT OR RETURN MY FIRST DRAFT. 
ON OTHER HAND | SHOULD HAVE CLEAR IDEA WHETHER WE WILLING 
ACCEPT HIS DRAFT WITH OR WITHOUT SUCH AMENDMENTS WE MIGHT 


SUGGEST. | NEED NOT NECESSARILY GIVE FINAL APPROVAL AT NEXT 


_ MEETING BUT WILL DESIRE AVOID TAKING ANY POSITIONS FROM 


jwiich i MIGHT LATER BE REQUIRED TO RETREAT. 


8. WITH RESPECT HIS DRAFT IT SEEMS TO ME PRINCIPAL QUESTION 
1S WHETHER | SHOULD PRESS FOR SPECIFIC MENTION OF TAIWAN. 
1T SEEMS TO ME FROM STANDPOINT OUR RELATIONS WITH GRC AND 
DEGREE TO WHICH WE ARE COMMITTED TO DISCUSSION TAIWAN AREA 
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QUESTIONS WITH PRC THERE is duce TO BE SAID FOR OMISSION 

ANY SPECIFIC REFERENCE TO TAIWAN IN DECLARATION. THIS 

ALSO RELATED TO WHETHER WE ARE TO REGARD ANY SUCH DECLARATION 
AS PRIMARILY LEGAL OR POLITICAL STATEMENT. WHILE STATEMENT 

AS PRESENTLY DRAFTED MAY CONTAIN LEGAL LOOPHOLES WITH 

RESPECT TAIWAN AREA, REGARDED AS POLITICAL STATEMENT IT SEEEMS 
TO ME IT WOULD BE EXTREMELY DIFFICULT FOR PEIPING ISSUE 

THIS STATEMENT AND THEN TURN AROUND AND ATTEMPT JUSTIFY 

ATTACK IN TAIWAN AREA ON GROUNDS UNEXPRESSED FINE PRINT. 

IN EYES OF WORLD BOTH FRIENDLY AND ENEMY, MAJOR DISPUTE BETWEEN 
UeSe AND PRC !S IN TAIWAN AREA. 


9. WITH RESPECT SECOND PARA WANG'S DRAFT, !MPORTANT NOTE RE 
ACCURATE AND LITERAL TRANSLATION OF CHINESE ORIGINAL WOULD BE 
"PRC AND U.S." ARE DETERMINED THAT THEY SHOULD SETTLE DISPUTES 
BETWEEN THEIR TWO COUNTRIES THROUGH PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS 

AND ALSO WILL NOT RESORT TO ANY (AND ALL) THREAT (INTIMIDATION) 
OF MILITARY FORCE". (CHINESE TEXT OPERATIVE PORTION THIS 

PARA AND LAST PARA BEING TRANSMITTED BY SEPARATE TEL.) 

THIS OF COURSE MUCH STRONGER AND PREFERABLE FROM OUR STANDPOINT 
TO ENGLISH TRANSLATION GIVEN ME BY WANG, THERE NOT BEING 


ANY CONDITIONAL RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN NEGOTIATIONS AND 
RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. 


10. THEREFORE BELIEVE THAT, SUBJECT TO WHATEVER VIEWS DEPARTMENT 
MAY HAVE WiTH RESPECT TO SPECIFIC REFERENCE TO TAIWAN, | 


_ CAN AND SHOULD AT NEXT MEETING PROBE ON SUBSTITUTION OF 


"AND ALSO" FOR “WITHOUT” IN ENGLISH TEXT. WANG WILL PROBABLY 
NOT COMMIT HIMSELF BUT QUESTION WILL INEVITABLY ARISE AS TO 
WHETHER WE PREPARED ACCEPT IF THEY AGREE OUR ENGL!SH VERSION. 
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RE PARA 9 MYTEL 124) THERE FOLLOWS CHINESE TEXT IN MATTHEWS 
NUMBERS OF SUBSTANTIVE PORTION SECOND PARA BEGINNING WITH 
"ARE DETERMINED" AND ALL LAST PARA WANG'S DRAFT: 
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OSD ND ¢ 
pry,  WAGUIWARAS (JAPANESE AMBASSADOR) AS WELL AS LEROY (BELGIAN) gy 


TA HAVE UNDER INSTRUCTIONS CALLED ON ME IN LAST FEW DAYS TO INQUIA! 
OUR ATTITUDE ON REDUCTION CHINCOM CONTROLS . 


S 





HAGUIWARA PARTICULARLY TALKED ABOUT INDIRECT wiST EUROPLAN 
SALES CHINCOM ITEMS TO CHICOMS THROUGH SOVBLOC COUNTRIES Wittis. 
PRACTICALLY JAPAN EXCLUDED FROM SUCH TRADE. SPECIFICALLY 
MENTIONED GALVANIZED SHEETS. 
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LEROY SAID BELGIAN TRADE DELEGATION HEADED BY MEMBER PARL I AMEN: 
ROCENTLY RETURNED FROM TRIP TO COMMUNIST CHINA AND 1S STRONGLY 
PRESSING GOVERNMENT FOR RELAXATION CHINCOM LEVEL. 
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! TOOK STRONG LINE WITH BOTH ALONG LINES MERCHANT LLTTERS TO 
DE MARGERIE AND KIRKPATRICK, PERSONALLY EMPIH1ASIZING HIGH 
VALUE | PLACCD ON TRADE WEAPON AND IMPORTANCE MY RENUNCIATION 
FORCE NEGOTIATIONS TO OTHER COUNTRIES. HOWEVER SAID MY 

TALKS HERE ONLY ONE ASPECT OUR ATTITUDE ON CHINCOM LEVEL 

AND FURTHER DISCUSSION SUBJECT SHOULD BE IN WASHINGTON OR 


PARIS. el 
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In view pertinent Peiping broadcasts transmitted GENEVA in full. by = -%° , 
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ChiCom prepaganda. Therefore unless you request continuation no rg ~ - 
a9 ~ 
weekly summary will be issued. ~ S 
o'§ 
—“ © 
Dh = “5 
; ° = 
7 LLES “Q= 
= OU . A. 
NS 
—~ > 
N) ‘od 
Ds 
N 8. 
3 
oe 
; ao — 
O4: °° 
~ 9° 0s 
~ ; ‘ 
apes > 











——— - —— rd 











“Sil, © 










—" TO TS. 
| eee 





— 


LM A A, eli 











———— 


Department of State 











CONFIDENTIAL 92504 
i Classification 1955 DEC 6 one} 07: 
i a 
OC/T © 3 
SENT TO: Amconsul GENEVA PRIGRITY (354F § 











Origin 
ro FOR JOHNSON 
LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 
' a2 on 


Reference DEFTEL -<4+« 
December 1 draft on renunication of force as ~ 


3 Following is Wang 

° ) amended by Department. 

I BEGIN TEXT 

. A. Ambassador Wang Ping-nan, on behalf of the Government of the ; 

: v i People's Republic of China, and Ambssador U. Alexis Johnson on behalf of eo 

3 | the Government of the United States of America, agree to announce: C: 

oo | Bp. The People's Republic of China and the United States of America 4 

3s are determined that they should settle disputes between them through o 

ss | peaceful negotiations without resort to the threat or use of force; and Pe 

5° they renounce the use of force in general, ani with particular reference . 

o to the Taiwan areg,exeept in individual and collective self defense. 2 

: C. The two Ambassadors should continue their talks to geek practical oF 

: and feasible mam means for the realization of this common desiree END TEXT 

Department has decided not to object to form of joint announcement . 

at this time rather than insist on separate, unilateral announcement 80 - 





that if Communists should break off talks the 


over form of announcement to obscure real issue. C Ss 
— [16S = 

Pre eae . a 

- Oo 

, » -. 
ours ed Ss. oy. 
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y could not utilize dispute QO 














T 
Robertson —_ 























REPRODUCTION 
COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, ISqy\ 

SECRET PROHIBITED. ¥ 
Y 


Classification 














ee ACTION COPY = 
MEGRAM = Department of State ay 
A a ey 




















19 SECRET BES: 
IK —<_ 
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Qa 
NIACT ymbol 
c ? LIMITED DISTRIBUTION r hf 
» ior to DC/ o 
— | FROM JOHNSON ‘1 
cx i ° 
se | 1. HAVE JUST RECEIVED DEPTELS 1348 AND 1352 THROUGH 1354. O 
28 Ol 
S93) 2, WHILE WE DO NOT KNOW WHAT WAS 'N SRADSHAW'S TWO PREVIOUS ~N 
3 LETTERS FACT REMAINS LETTER FROM HiM WAS TRANSMITTED CONTAINING = 
_ INFORMATION TWO PREVIOUS LETTERS REFUSED TRANSMISSION, AND ASKING 
S$ FOR VISIT "IN ORDER HE AND MRS. BRADSHAW MIGHT BE RELEASED “J 
% = EARLIEST POSSIBLE MOMENT". WHILE FAILURE TRANSMIT TWO PREVIOUS O1 
= | LETTERS GROUNDS FOR PROTEST, IT SEEMS TO ME DIFFICULT TO MAKE Ol 
$5 i THIS BASIS FOR PRESENTATION OUTLINED PARAGRAPH 3 DEPTEL 1352 
<% PARTICULARLY AS A LET! .R FROM BRADSHAW HAS NOW BEEN RECEIVED. 
| 
ye 
+ 3. 1 STRONGLY QUESTION DESIRABILITY OF PLACING SO MUCH 
ra EMPHASIS UPON SECONDARY "WELFARE" ASPECT OF SEPTEMBER 10 
® ANNOUNCEMENT. BELIEVE WE WOULD BE ON MUCH STRONGER GROUNDS 
6 TO BASE PRESENTATION PARAGRAPH 3 DEPTEL 1352 ON FAILURE RELEASE 
8 AMERICANS "EXPEDITIOUSLY" UNDER SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT. 


4. HUAN'S REPLY TO O'NEILL'S REQUEST FOR RELEASE BRADSHAW 
(PARAGRAPH 8 DEPTEL 1348) WOULD SEEM INDICATE WANG HAD PROBABLY 
TRANSMITTED MY SIMILAR APPEAL AT DECEMBER 1 MEETING AND AS 


THINGS NOW STAND WE HAVE SOME GROUND TO HOPE FOR EARLY RELEASE 
BRADSHAW. 





Vd 


=. IN AN AWKWARD POSITION IF BRADSHAW WERE TO BE RELEASED aBouh (4 
‘x = SIMULTANEOUSLY WITH MEETING. WHILE IT 1S UNLIKELY | MUST ALSO fF 


BE ‘ea? e POSSIBILITY WANG WOULD EXCEPTIONALLY Zs} 
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INFORM ME OF RELEASE AT MEETING. IF BRADSHAW NOT RELEASED BY 
TOMORROW'S MEETING | DO NOT SEE HOW IN LIGHT ALL CIRCUMSTANCES 
OUR TACTIC WILL PERSUADE CHINESE COMMUNISTS EXPEDITE HIS RE= 
LEASE AND BELIEVE MAY IN FACT BE COUNTERPRODUCTIVE. 


is 6. THEREFORE | URGENTLY REQUEST AUTHORITY AT TOMORROW'S MEETING 
; TO: 


A. MAKE PROTEST ON FAILURE DELIVER BRADSHAW'S FIRST TWO LETTERS 
AND REJTERATE HOPE FOR HIS EARLY RELEASE. 


B. MAKE STATEMENT ALONG LINES PARAGRAPH 3 DEPTEL 1352 BUT FOR 
MOST PART BASED ON FAILURE "EXPEDITIOUSLY" RELEASE AMERICANS 
UNDER SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT AS SET FORTH LAST SENTENCE PARA+ 


GRAPH 3 RATHER THAN ON BRADSHAW'S LETTERS AS IMPLIED SECOND 
SENTENCE PARAGRAPH 3. 


ee atts on 


C. WITH RESPECT RENUNCIATION FORCE, ASK HIM FOR MORE COMPLETE 
REPLIES QUESTIONS | ASKED LAST MEETING (AT CLOSE LAST MEETING 
IT WAS INDICATED TO HIM | EXPECTED SUCH REPLIES), AND MAKE SOME 
GENERAL COMMENTS AS WOULD APPEAR APPROPRIATE ON HIS DRAFT, 
PICKING UP PERTINENT MATERAL FROM DEPTEL 1353 AND IN GENERAL 


PAVING WAY FOR INTRODUCTION AT SUBSEQUENT MEETING OF OUR 
AMENDMENTS HIS DRAFT. 
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Your 1260. 


“~ 


1. Department did not intend that you place primary emphasis on 
"welfare" aspect Agreed Announcement. You should continue as in past 
placing primary emphasis on Communist failure release Americans expeditiovsly 
using Bradshaw case as glaring example not only failure release » but refvgal 


ad 
to transmit letters, pointing out this forces conclusion that remainder © | 


—_—_— 





. 
“ 


imprisoned Americans are receiving same treatment as Pradshaw. 


2. Secretary believes time has come to demonstrate stiffer attitude 


of the United States 
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: on failure Communists live up to commitments. Three months passed since o 
: = 
i Agreed Announcement and only five of nineteen released. Wang has come to @ 
* 
‘ regard our weekly protests this subject as routine. Best way of convincinr - 
d 
* Desired him we take this seriously is concentrate exclusively tais subject for one - 
~ —— (Ofices - 
: —_ meeting, basing vour protest: on fact you have been instructed by your " 
S/S Government do so. = 
U 
u 3. bradshav release before or simultaneous with meeting does not sd 
| FE, 
. _ CA change situation. This would not prove that Communists are carrying ovt 
x - : 
L - Hr. declaration but only that in this cease had done so because facts were 
Phleger — 
ac/s fortuitously a an 
tna 22 | . © ® 
7 an © 
* te” , ; Wh smission an ; rr a 
3. ware |} Raly ~ Clough oon) ot 
EAS > Fe 
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fortuitously revealed. Bradshaw case is merely example of course of conduct 





Site by xkxe Communists which is continuing as to remainder still imprisoned. 
| You can point out that Washington felt so strongly on this subject that 
your instructions were to deal exclusively with it for this meeting and 


that future progress on renunciation force is of necessity dependent on 





showing good faith in implementing Agreed Announcement already nade. 

4. While above tactics may not immediately assist Pradshaw, our 
conclusion is that from overall standpoint, bearing in mind that ninety days 
have now elapsed, time has come to take stronrer line than heretofore, 

5. It is important to show relationship between Communist performance 


under first Agreed Announcement and question participation by US in second 


of the United States 


one. This point should receive strong emphasis in your presentation. 
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LIMITED DISTRIBUTION 


wame of Officer 
FROM JOHNSON Direction to CY f® 


}. ONE HOUR FIFTY MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING DEVOTED 
ENTIRELY TO IMPLEMENTATION EXCEPT FOR PREPARED STATEMENT 
BY WANG AMPLIFYING HIS REPLIES MY QUESTIONS LAST MEETING 
ON HIS RENUNCIATION OF FORCE DRAFT, 


LL9 


2. | OPENED WITH LONG PREPARED STATEMENT FULLY BRINGING 
OUT ALL POINTS CONTAINED DEPTELS 1352 AND 1355. 7 


SS8-cl/cf6°* 


of the United States 


3. AFTER "REGRETTING" | HAD NOTHING TO SAY TODAY ON HIS 
DRAFT WANG MADE PREPARED STATEMENT AMPLIFYING HIS 
ANSWERS MY QUESTIONS AT LAST MEETING PARTICULARLY 
REGARDING APPLICABILITY DRAFT TAIWAN AREA, HE WAS MORE 
SPECIFIC THAN PREVIOUSLY IN SAYING TAIWAN AREA 1S 
HEART US-PRC DISPUTE AND AS SUCH IS INTERNATIONAL MATTER 
GOING BEYOND DOMESTIC MATTER OF PRC'S DEALINGS WITH 
CHIANG CLIQUE, NEW DRAFT IS INTEGRAL WHOLE, PRC STILL 
CONSIDERS REMOVAL AND REDUCTION TENSIONS IN TAIWAN 
* AREA PROPER SUBJECT FOREIGN MINISTERS! MEETING BUT 
WILLING DISCUSS THESE TALKS IF US DESIRES, HOWEVER 
REFUSAL DISCUSS AND SETTLE THIS PROBLEM WOULD BE 
TANTAMOUNT TO DEMANDING PRC RECOGNIZE STATUS QUO WHICH IT 
WILL NEVER DO, SOMEWHAT MORE STRESS THAN_LAST FEW pf 
MEETINGS ON WITHDRAWAL US FORCES AS ONLY WAY REMOVE @ f& 
| PRESENT THREAT TO PRC. wo 
PY : a & 


4, WANG THEN MADE ALREADY PREPARED STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION 
REPRODUCTION FRO is 
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CONFIDENTIAL 
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WHICH HE TIED TO MY PREVIOUS STATEMENT, LARGELY RE- 

ITERATED FORMER POSITIONS ON NOT DISCUSSING MATTER HERE 

BUT THROUGH THIRD PARTIES, VAGUE COMPLAINTS OF US 

VIOLATION AGREEMENT DURING WHICH HE MENTIONED ALLEGED 

NEW IMMIGRATION REGULATIONS REQUIRING CHINESE STUDENTS OBTAIN 
ENTRY PERMITS TO TAIWAN BEFORE GIVEN DATE, WITH REGARD WHICH 
THEY ARE ASKING INDIA MAKE PRESENTATION, WOULD NOT ANSWER 
MANY QUESTIONS FROM ME WITH RESPECT TO IMPLEMENTATION 

UNTIL | ANSWER; 


A) WHETHER US PREPARED PROVIDE INDIA WITH COMPLETE LIST 
NAMES AND ADDRESSES ALL CHINESE IN US, 


B) ASSIST INDIA IN FINDING OUT STATUS OF CHINESE IN US. 


C) RESCIND ALL MEASURES VIOLATING "SPIRIT" OF THE AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT, 


THERE WAS THEN LONG GIVE AND TAKE DURING WHICH | STRESSED 

NOT SINGLE KNOWN CASE ANY CHINESE OBSTRUCTED FROM A DEPARTURE 
FROM US CONTRASTED WITH SITUATION 14 AMERICANS REMAINING IN 
PRISON. ALSO CONTRASTED FREEDOM CHINESE US COMMUNICATE NOT 
ONLY WITH INDIAN EMBASSY BUT WITH PERSONS IN PRC WITH KNOWN 
FACTS IN BRADSHAW LETTERS AND FAILURE RECEIVE COMMUNICATIONS 
FROM OTHER 12 AMERICANS, 


6, NEXT MEETING THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 


GOWEN 


WDR 


CONF IDENT IAL 








a” 


Ket SEE 






























Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





of the United States 





OMiNG TELEGRAM Department o f ‘State 


© 
ra 





’ ‘g smug 








48-L CONF IDENT IAL | 
: 1- bt 


Acting Control: 4252 
FE 35 


rn a-/ K 
FROM: GENEVA Rec'd: DECEMBER SBysnpg5e OOS by 


Info | StBsPM taken zz 
RMR TO: Secretary of State 


| ss NO: 1269, DECEMBER 8, 11 PM ‘(SECTION 1 OF 4) ~ 
Pate of fection . 
SP 
C action O°fice Syzbol__ 
L LIMITED DISTRIBUTION 
IO | Wame of Officer 


Peusn) Y 








FROM JOHNSON Direction to DO/R 





| 1. | OPENED 29TH MEETING TODAY WITH PREPARED STATEMENT ON #¢ 
IMPLEMENTATION AS FOLLOWS: 


A, | HAVE BEEN GREATLY ENCOURAGED IN PROGRESS | FEEL WE HAVE 
BEEN MAKING IN OUR DISCUSSIONS, 1T HAS SEEMED TO ME THAT 

" WE HAVE BEEN SUCCESSFUL IN GRADUALLY ENLARGING AREA OF 
AGREEMENT IN OUR SEARCH FOR BASIS UPON WHICH ANNOUNCEMENT 
WOULD BE ISSUED WHICH WOULD ASSURE WORLD OF OUR DETERMINATION 
THAT OUR CLASH OF VIEWS AND POLICIES, INCLUDING THOSE IN 
TAIWAN AREA, WOULD NOT LEAD TO WAR, 





SG8-cl/S6°lLIg 


TEE a CEE 


| B. IN THIS CONNECTION | HAVE OFTEN SPOKEN OF VITAL NECESSITY 

| IN DISCUSSING THIS FUNDAMENTAL SUBJECT, OF MAKING CERTAIN 

THAT THERE 1S NOT ONLY FULL AND COMPLETE UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN 
US OF EXACT MEANING AND IMPLICATIONS OF ANY FORM OF WORDS 
UPON WHICH WE MAY AGREE, BUT ALSO CONFIDENCE THAT AGREEMENTS 
REACHED WILL BE FULLY CARRIED OUT, IN THIS REGARD | HAVE MOST 
EARNESTLY AND FRANKLY SPOKEN OF MY GOVERNMENT!#S DISSATISFACTION 
Witt WAY IN WHICH YOUR GOVERNMENT IS CARRYING OUT OBLIGATIONS 

’ 1T ASSUMED UNDER OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT OF SEPTEMBER 10, 

THAT WAS FIRST AGREEMENT REACHED BETWEEN US AND, IN SPITE 
OF VERY EXPLICIT WORDS OF THAT STATEMENT, IT NOW APPEARS. 
THERE WAS EITHER NOT AN UNDERSTANDING OF ITS TERMS, OR ITS 
TERMS ARE BEING VIOLATED, MY GOVERNMENT CONSIDERS LATTER IS 
CASE, THIS DOES NOT CREATE ATMOSPHERE CONDUCIVE TO DISCUSSION 
AND AGREEMENT ON SECOND PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT, MY GOVERNMENT 
AND WORLD PUBLIC HAD EVERY REASON TO EXPECT THAT CLEAR WOR 
OF OUR STATEMENT OF SEPTEMBER 10 WOULD BE FULLY AND EFFECT ke 
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CARRIED OUT, WORDS OF FIRST SUBSTANTIVE PARAGRAPH OF 
YOUR PORTION OF THAT STATEMENT ARE AS CLEAR AS WORDS CAN BE: ( 
"PRC RECOGNIZES THAT AMERICANS IN PRC WHO DESIRE TO RETURN 

TO U.S, ARE ENTITLED TO DO SO, AND DECLARES THAT IT HAS ADOPTED 

AND WILL: FURTHER ADOPT APPROPRIATE MEASURES SO THAT THEY CAN 
EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN," THAT STATEMENT 

WHICH WAS FREELY MADE BY YOUR GOVERNMENT CONTAINS NO CONDITIONS, , 
EXCEPTIONS, OR QUALIFICATIONS SUCH AS ARE NOW BEING USED TO 

JUSTIFY YOUR GOVERNMENT®S CONTINUED DETENTION OF AMERICAN 

CIT!1ZENS IMPRISONED IN YOUR COUNTRY, AT TIME WE WERE 

DISCUSSING THIS SUBJECT IN DETAIL YOU ASKED SUCH TERMS AS 

"QUICKLY", "VERY QUICKLY", ETC,, AND 1 POINTED OUT TO YOU 

THAT WORD "EXPEDITIOUSLY", WHICH YOU SUGGESTED FOR ENGL!SH 

TEXT, MEANT JUST THAT, AND MY GOVERNMENT AND PEOPLE WOULD 

SO UNDERSTAND IT, HOWEVER, ALMOST THREE MONTHS HAVE NOW PASSED 
SINCE THE !SSUANCE OF THAT ANNOUNCEMENT AND 14 AMERICANS 

STILL REMAIN IN PRISON, 


C,. IT 1S NOT REALISTIC TO EXPECT PROGRESS IN REACHING ANOTHER 
AGREEMENT UNLESS THERE IS CLEAR EVIDENCE THAT THERE 1S GOOD 
FAITH IN PROCEEDING TO CARRY OUT AGREEMENTS ALREADY REACHED, 

| HAVE BEEN INSTRUCTED TO MAKE ABSOLUTELY CLEAR THAT MY 
GOVERNMENT DOES NOT FEEL THAT THERE HAS BEEN GOOD FAITH WITH 
REGARD TO EXPEDITIOUS RETURN OF AMERICANS DETAINED IN YOUR 


COUNTRY, AS WELL AS IN CARRYING OUT OTHER ASPECTS OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT , 


D, NOT ONLY ARE AMERICANS NOT BEING EXPEDITIOUSLY RELEASED, 

BUT THOSE DETAINED ARE NOT ABLE FREELY TO COMMUNICATE WITH 

U.K, CHARGE AS IS ALSO CLEARLY PROVIDED IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 
OF 14 AMERICANS STILL DETAINED UK CHARGE HAS RECEIVED COMM- 
UNICATIONS FROM ONLY TWO, YET YOUR GOVERNMENT HAS NOT, AND 

| AM SURE THAT IT WILL NOT, ALLEGE THAT REASON THESE IMPRISONED 
AMERICANS HAVE NOT COMMUNICATED WITH UK CHARGE IS THAT THEY 

DO NOT DESIRE TO RETURN, YOU TOLD ME AT OUR LAST MEETING 
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THAT IF THESE AMERICANS DESIRED TO COMMUNICATE WITH UK 
CHARGE, THEY WERE BEING ASSISTED IN DOING SO, | BELIEVE THAT 
YOU MUST NOT HAVE HAD ALL FACTS AT TIME YOU MADE THAT STATEMENT, 


E, FOR EXAMPLE, ON DECEMBER 2, UK CHARGE FINALLY RECEIVED 
LETTER FROM DR, BRADSHAW WHICH HAD BEEN WRITTEN ON NOVEMBER 19 
AND POSTMARKED NOVEMBER 28, IN THIS LETTER DR, BRADSHAW 
STATED THAT PRISON AUTHORITIES HAD REFUSED TO FORWARD TO UK 
CHARGE TWO PREVIOUS LETTERS HE HAD WRITTEN, ONE ON OCTOBER 

26 AND ANOTHER ON NOVEMBER 10, IT !S UNDERSTOOD THAT TRANS- 
MISSION OF THESE PREVIOUS LETTERS WAS REFUSED ON GROUNDS THAT 
SUCH LETTERS MUST BE LIMITED TO REQUEST FOR INTERVIEW WITH UK 
CHARGE, THERE IS CERTAINLY NOTHING IN OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
OF SEPTEMBER 10 THAT CONTAINS ANY SUCH LIMITATION, AND ON 
DECEMBER 5 REPRESENTATIVE OF UK CHARGE PROPERLY PROTESTED TO 
YOUR AUTHORITIES SUPPRESSION OF DR, BRADSHAW!S EARLIER LETTERS, 
REPRESENTATIVE OF UK CHARGE ADDITIONALLY POINTED OUT THAT YOUR 
AUTHORITIES HAD NEVER IN ANY WAY INDICATED THIS, THAT 
COMMUNICATIONS TO HIM ORIGINATED BY AMERICANS HAD TO BE 
LIMITED TO MERE REQUEST FOR INTERVIEW, 


F,. YOUR AUTHORITIES DID NOT ATTEMPT DENY FACT THAT DR, 
BRADSHAW!S FREEDOM OF COMMUNICATION WITH CHARGE HAD BEEN 
RESTRICTED BUT REFUSED TO ACCEPT PROTEST ON GROUNDS THAT IT 
WENT BEYOND THE DUTIES OF UK CHARGE UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 
| THUS ASSUME THAT YOUR AUTHORITIES CONSIDER THAT THIS JIS ONLY 
PROPER PLACE FOR DISCUSSION OF SUCH MATTER, | DO NOT AGREE 
THAT 1T CANNOT ALSO BE DISCUSSED BY UK CHARGE IN PEKING, 

BUT AM ENTIRELY WILLING DISCUSS MATTER HERE, 


G. THIS IS CLEAR EVIDENCE THAT YOUR GOVERNMENT HAS, IN 
VIOLATION OF TERMS OF THE SEPTEMBER 10 AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 
OBSTRUCTED FREE COMMUNICATION OF AMERICANS WITH UK CHARGE, 
MY GOVERNMENT EXPECTS THAT ANY SIMILAR OBSTRUCTIONS TO FREE 
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COMMUNICATION OF OTHER REMAINING AMERICANS WITH UK CHARGE 


AND OTHER OBSTACLES TO FULL PERFORMANCE OF HIS DUTIES WILL 
BE PROMPTLY REMOVED, 


HOWEVER, |! WAS ENCOURAGED TO NOTE STATEMENT BY YOUR AUTHORITIES 
TO UM THAPCE ON DECEMBER 6 THAT CONSIDERATION WAS BEING 
GIVEN TO REQUEST FOR EARLY RELEASE OF DR, BRADSHAW SO THAT HE 


(“JLB ACCOMPANY HIS WIFE, AND WISH AGAIN TO EXPRESS HOPE THAT 
THIS MATTER CAN BE PROMPTLY HANDLED, 


[, | WILL HAVE FURTHER COMMENTS TO MAKE ON YOUR PROPOSED 


DRAFi A. A SUBSEQUENT MEETING, | HAVE NOTHING FURTHER TO SAY 
TODAY, 


GOWEN 


JMD 
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2. WANG REPLIED REPLIED THAT IT WAS IN INTERESTS OF PROGRESS OUR 
DISCUSSIONS THAT HIS SIDE PRESENTED NEW DRAFT LAST MEETING, 

WAS REGRETTABLE | HAD NOT BEEN ABLE THIS MEETING PUT FORWARD 
CONCRETE VIEWS U.S, SIDE ON THAT DRAFT, CERTAINLY HOPED, 

AS | HAD STATED, WOULD BE ABLE PUT FORWARD LATEST VIEWS ON 

DRAFT AT LATER MEETING, 


- ee eed ~~ 


3. TURNING TO PREPARED STATEMENT WANG CONTINUED THAT IN VIEW 
OF FACT | HAD RAISED NUMBER QUESTIONS REGARDING HIS DRAFT 

AT LAST MEETING, HE WAS WILLING MAKE FEW AMPLIFICATIONS ON 
THAT DRAFT, AS | HAD SPECIFICALLY RAISED AT LAST MEETING 
QUESTION WHETHER DRAFT COVERED TAIWAN AREA, HE WILLING AGAIN 
AMPLIFY STATEMENT IN EXPLICIT MANNER, IT IS SPECIFIED IN NEW 
DRAFT THAT CHINA AND U, S, SHOULD SETTLE DISPUTES BETWEEN THEM 
PEACEFULLY WITHOUT RESORT TO iHREAT OF USE OF FORCE, 


of the United States 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


4, WANG SAID AS HEART OF SINO-AMERICAN DISPUTE 1S PRECISELY 
CENTERD ON TAIWAN SO IT GOES WITHOUT SAYING THAT NEW DRAFT 
COVERS THIS QUESTION, THAT | HAD SAID DESCRIBING TAIWAN AS 
AREA WHERE INTERESTS AND POLICIES CHINA AND U, S, CLASH 
SERIOUSLY SHOWS THAT TENSION TAIWAN AREA 1S_ INTERNAT !ONAL 
MATTER AND NOT SIMPLY DOMESTIC MATTER HOW TO DEAL WITH CHIANG 
CLIQUE, 


5. WANG SAID IN 1946 CHIANG KAI-SHEK LAUNCHED LARGE-SCALE 
CIVIL WAR AND CHINESE PEOPLE FORCED TO RESORT TO WAR TO 
OVERTHROW CHIANG AND ESTABLISH PRC, NOTWITHSTANDING FACT 
SOME PEOPLE BEEN ADOPTING HOSTILE ATTITUDE TOWARDS VICTORY 


CHINESE PEOPLE, NOBODY COULD DENY FACT LIBERATION OF MAINLAND 
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AND LARGE NUMBER COASTAL ISLANDS BY PRC HAS NEVER CREATED 
INTERNATIONAL CONFLICT OR DANGER WAR, QUITE TO CONTRARY HAS 


GREATLY BENEFITED STABILITY FAR EAST AND HAS CONTRIBUTED TO 
WORLD PEACE AND SECURITY, 


6. WANG SAID IN LINE WITH CONSISTENT STAND, PRC WILLING STRIVE 
FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES WHEN CIRCUMSTANCES PERMIT, 
THIS INCLUDES SUCH DOMESTIC MATTERS AS CHIANG CLIQUE, 


HOWEVER, THIS BEING MATTER OF CHINESE DOMESTIC AFFAIRS MUST NOT 
BE MADE SUBJECT THESE TALKS, 


7. WANG SAID PRESENT SITUATION IN TAIWAN AREA IS THAT U,S, 
SIDE HAS INITIATED USE OF FORCE AND IS THREATENING USE FORCE 
IN INTERFERING WITH LIBERATION TAIWAN AND COASTAL ISLANDS, 

IS THIS SITUATION WHICH CREATES DANGER TO PEACE? | HAD CHOSEN 
SKIP OVER THIS FACT, HOWEVER IT CANNOT BE EVADED, 


8, WANG SAID EACH DAY U, S, ARMED FORCES REMAIN IN TAIWAN 

AREA IS A DAY OF THREAT TO PRC, ACCORDING TO UN CHARTER, 

PRC ENTITLED DEMAND U, S, SIDE REMOVE ITS FORCES FROM TAIWAN 
AREA IN ORDER PRESERVE ITS TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY, IN INTEREST OF 
RELAXING TENSIONS, CHINA PROPOSED AS iT DID AT BANDUNG 

CONFERENCE THAT CHINA AND U, S, ENTER INTO NEGOTIATIONS TO 

FASE AND ELIMINATE TENSION TAIWAN AREA, 


9. WANG SAID PARTY WHICH NOW USING FORCE AND THREAT FORCE 

1S NONE OTHER THAN U, S, SIDE, HOWEVER CHINA IS NOT AFRAID 
OF AMERICAN FORCE AND THREATS, CHINA NOT AFRAID OF PROPOSING 
ENTER INTO NEGOTIATIONS PRECISELY BECAUSE IT DETERMINED NOT 
TO YIELD TO AMERICAN FORCE AND THREATS, 1! HAD INDICATED THAT 
U, Se. UNWILLING ENTER INTO NEGOTIATIONS UNDER THREAT CHINESE 
MIGHT USE FORCE AT ANY TIME, FACT IS CONTRARY, IT IS CHINESE 


SIDE BEING THREATENED AND U, S, SIDE WHICH ALREADY INITIATED 
USE FORCE, 


10. WANG SAID NONETHELESS, CHINA STILL DESIRES SETTLE DISPUTES 
INCLUDING DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA THROUGH PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS, 
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SUCH NEGOTIATIONS AIMED AT.REMOVING FORCE AND THREAT OF FORCE 
WHICH U, S, ALREADY APPLYING AGAINST CHINA, PRC SIDE HAS 
CONSISTENTLY ADVOCATED NEGOTIATIONS, HOWEVER | MUST NOT THINK 
PRC SIDE THEREBY RECOGNIZING STATUS QUO OF U, S, SEIZURE TAIWAN 
AND INTERFERENCE PRC INTERNAL AFFAIRS, WHICH IS LAST THING PRC 
SIDE WILLL EVER DO, 


11. WANG SAID NEW DRAFT ENVISAGES TWO STEPS, EXPRESSES 
DETERMINATION TO SETTLE DISPUTES THROUGH PEACEFUL MEANS WITHOUT 
THREAT OR USE FORCE, U.S. SIDE HAS ALSO INDICATED !T WOULD 
SUBSCRIBE THIS PRINCIPLE, PRC SIDE HAS TAKEN ACCOUNT OF VIEW 
OF U, S. SIDE AND DRAFT ADDS AMBASSADORS SHOULD CONTINUE 

THESE TALKS TO SEEK PRACTICAL MEANS FOR REALIZATION THIS 
DESIRE, 


12. WANG SAID PRC SIDE CONSIDERS THAT RELAXATION TENSION IN 
TAIWAN AREA. 1S.TOO SERIOUS TO BE LIGHTLY DISPOSED OF IN AMBASSADOR} AL 
TALKS, SETTLEMENT, THESE QUESTIONS SHOULD BE LEFT TO CONFERENCE 
FOREIGN MINISTERS CHINA AND U, S, IN PRESENTING LATEST DRAFT 

PRC SIDE PRESERVED ITS PROPOSAL FOR CONFERENCE BETWEEN FOREIGN 
MINISTERS CHINA AND U.S, FOR PURPOSE ELIMINATING TENSION 

TAIWAN AREA, HOWEVER, IF U, S, SIDE DESIRES DISCUSS AND SETTLE 


THIS QUESTION IN THESE TALKS PRC SIDE WILL NOT OBJECT TO MAKING 
SUCH ATTEMPT, 





13.2 WANG SAID HE MUST STRESS THAT NEW DRAFT !S INTEGRAL WHOLE, 
QUESTION TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA MUST BE DISCUSSED AND SETTLED, 
REFUSAL DISCUSS WOULD BE TANTAMOUNT TO REQUIRING THAT PRC 
RECOGNIZE STATUS QUO IN TAIWAN AREA AND SURRENDER ITS SOVEREIGN 
RIGHTS, WHICH IS WHAT PRC SIDE ABSOLUTELY CANNOT DO, 


14. WANG SAID NEW DRAFT HAS ALREADY INCORPORATED COMMON 
GROUND IN OUR VIEWS, IF U, S,. REALLY SINCERE IN EXPRESSING 
DESIRE FOR SETTLEMcNT SINO-AMERICAN DISPUTES, U.S, SIDE 
SHOULD ADOPT NEW DRAFT AND THEN CONTINUE DISCUSSIONS BETWEEN 
US IN ORDER SEEK SETTLEMENTS, 


15~ WANG HOPED THESE REMARKS WE HAD MADE MIGHT HELP ME FULLY 
CONSIDER QUESTIONS BEFORE US, 
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16, WANG SAID | HAD AGAIN THIS MORNING RAISED QUESTION 
IMPLEMENTATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, HE COULD NOT ACCEPT 
ALLEGATION PRC SIDE HAS VIOLATED ANNOUNCEMENT, SINCE 1 HAD 


REEPEATEDLY RAISED IMPLEMENTATION QUESTION AT EVERY MEETING HE 
WOULD LIKE MAKE FEW COMMENTS, 


17-2 READING FROM SECOND PREPARED STATEMENT WANG SAID PRC 
SIDE CONSIDERS THAT SINCE WE REACHED AGREEMENT ON FIRST ITEM 
OUR AGENDA THESE TALKS AND SINCE EACH SIDE HAS ENTRUSTED IM- 
PLEMENTATION AGREEMENT TO THIRD STATE, QUESTIONS REGARDING 
IMPLEMENTATION SHOULD BE REFERRED TO RESPECTIVE THIRD STATES, 
THERE 1S NO GROUND FOR REPEATEDLY RAISING QUESTIONS THESE 
MEETINGS, ENTANGLEMENT FIRST AND SECOND ITEMS PREVENTING 
FURTHER PROGRESS IN DISCUSSIONS, 


18, WANG SAID MOREOVER FACTS HAVE BORNE OUT THAT PRC SIDE 


HAS BEEN FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENTING AGREEMENT, PARTY FAILING 
IMPLEMENT IS U.S, SIDE, 


PRC SIDE HAS PROVIDED U.S, SIDE WITH COMPLETE LIST AMERICANS 
IN PRC, THIS WAS DONE AS EARLY AS LAST YEAR AND AGAIN AT 
OPENING PRESENT TALKS, U,S,. SIDE BECAUSE iT HAS BEEN PROVIDED 
WITH THESE LISTS CAN CORRESPOND WITH AMERICANS IN CHINA, 


MEB 


yw UV 


\SV- 
y wee 
gc g wa 8 TOM 


sylvia 


CONF IDENT IAL 














Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





of the United States 


a ean aOR: ACTION COPY ~ 
‘COMING TELEGRAM Department o if State ACE 





45 


CONF IDENT IAL 





Action Assigned to. — 


> at On aft 


Info 


RMR 


SS 
G 
SP 
C 
L 
I0 


FROM: GENEVA 
= 12:09 AM 


onem~ o oo = on oe 
mew - 





TO; Secretary of State 
1269, DECEMBER 8, 11 PM (SECTION 3 OF }) 


Dete of Action — 








LIMITED DISTRIBUTION 


FROM JOHNSON 


19. HE SAID U.S, SIDE ALSO MAINTAINS LIAISON STATION HONG 
KONG AND CAN MAKE USE THIS STATION IN CHECKING LIST, 


20. WANG SAID THUS FAR U.S, SIDE HAS NOT PROVIDED PRC WITH 
COMPLETE LIST CHINESE IN U.S, PRC SIDE CAN ONLY LEARN STATUS 
REMAINING CHINESE IN U.S, FROM FEW CHINESE WHO RETURN FROM 
U.S, PRC SIDE HAS EVERY REASON REQUEST INDIAN EMBASSY FIND 
OUT SITUATION, HOWEVER U.S, GOVERNMENT HAS MADE KNOWN IT 
CANNOT ASSIST INDIAN EMBASSY THIS REGARD, 


21. WANG SAID | HAD STATED THERE !S NO RESTRICTION ON 
INDIAN EMBASSY PERFOMING FUNCTIONS ASSIST CHINESE RETURN 
BUT THiS DOES NOT CORRESPOND WITH THE FACTS, 


22. HE SAID MOREOVER, EVEN IN CASE THOSE CHINESE WHO | HAD 
ADMITTED BEING PREVENTED FROM DEPARTING, SO FAR MANY OF THEM 
STILL UNABLE EFFECT RETURN, NOT ONLY HAS INDIA NO MEANS OFFER 
ASSISTANCE ON ITS OWN TO THESE PEOPLE, BUT ACCORDING TO RECENT 
INFORMATION U.S, IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE HAS 

OF LATE MADE REGULATION REQUIRING ALL CHINESE STUDENTS GET 

ENTRY PERMIT TAIWAN BEFORE GIVEN DATE, THIS INTIMIDATION 
CHINESE STUDENTS DESIGNED FORESTALL RETURN, THIS GROSS VIOLATION 
AGREEMENT, 


23. WANG SAID IT IS INTENTION PRC SIDE MAKE REPRESENTATIONS 
U.S, GOVERNMENT THROUGH INDIAN EMBASSY, HOWEVER STILL FELT 
SUCH QUESTIONS SHOULD NOT BE BROUGHT UP HERE SO AS HINDER 
PROGRESS IN PRESENT TALKS, 
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24. WANG SAID IF Y¥.S. SIDE NEVERTHELESS INSISTS RAISING 
THESE QUESTIONS PRC SIDE BOUND RAISE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS; 


A) 1S U.S. SIDE PREPARED PROVIDE COMPLETE LIST NAMES AND 
ADDRESSES CHINESE !N U,S,? 


B) WIiit U.S, SIDE AID INDIANS DETERMINE STATUS CHINESE IN 
U.S.? 


C) 1S U.S, SIDE PREPARED RESCIND MEASURES VIOLATING SPIRIT 
OF AGREEMENT? 


BEFORE THESE QUESTIONS ARE SATISFACTORILY ANSWERED PRC SIDE 
COULD NOT ANSWER QUESTION U.S, SIDE MIGHT RAISE, 


25-2 WANG SAID HE CONSIDERED IF BOTH SIDES SINCERE IN DESIRING 
PROGRESS SHOULD CONCENTRATE ON SECOND ITEM AND ADOPT REASONABLE 
PROPOSAL OF PRC SIDE UNDER THIS ITEM, 


26, | REPLIED THAT WHEN PRESENT TALKS BEGAN, FIRST QUESTION 
ON AGENDA WAS RETURN OF CIVILIANS, |! HAD HOPED THAT SEPTEMBER 
10 AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WOULD RESOLVE THAT QUESTION, SO FAR 

AS U.S, CONCERNED, QUESTION RESOLVED EVEN BEFORE SEPTEMBER 10 
BECAUSE U.S, HAD RESCINDED ALL MEASURES PREVENTING RETURN 

OF CHINESE IN U.S. | HAD INFORMED WANG OF THAT AT OUTSET OF 
TALKS, NEVERTHELESS TO SHOW GOOD FAITH U.S, HAD ENTERED INTO 
ARRANGEMENT THAT INDIA COULD ASSIST ANY CHINESE IN U.S, 

WHO FELT PREVENTED FROM RETURNING, 


27. | SAID MANY VAGUE AND GENERAL STATEMENTS HAD BEEN MADE 
HERE AND BY WANG!tS GOVERNMENT CONCERNING SUPPOSED MEASURES 

BY U.S, GOVERNENT PREVENTING RETURN OF CHINESE, IT 1S WELL 
KNOWN IN U.S, AND WELL KNOWN TO !NDIAN EMBASSY THAT THERE |S 
NOTHING TO PREVENT ANY CHINESE IN U.S, FROM COMMUNICATING WITH 
INDIAN EMBASSY IF HE FEELS OBSTRUCTED IN DEPARTURE, 
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28. | SAID UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, U,S, AGREED ACCEPT 

ANY REPRESENTATIONS BY INDIAN EMBASSY ON BEHLF OF CHINESE WHO 
FELT THERE WAS OBSTRUCTION TO DEPARTURE FROM U, S, IT JIS 
iMPORTANT TO LOOK AT FACTS, FROM OUTSET OF TALKS TO PRESENT 
MOMENT, NOT ONE SINGLE SPECIFIC CASE CALLED TO ATTENTION 

U.S, GOVERNMENT .IN WHICH DEPARTURE PREVENTED, 


29. |' SAID INSOFAR AS AMERICANS IN WANG'S COUNTRY CONCERNED, 
IN SPITE OF TERMS OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND ARRRANGEMENTS 
MADE FOR UK CARRY OUT FUNCTIONS, 14 AMERICANS STILL DETAINED, 


30. |! SAID INSOFAR AS LISTS ARE CONCERNED, WANG WOULD RECALL THAT 
| AT FIRST MEETING | GAVE HIM LIST ALL AMERICANS WE HAD GROUNDS 

FOR BELIEVING WERE PREVENTED FROM LEAVING, THAT LIST 

i COMPILED WITH GREAT EFFORT BY MY GOVERNMENT, 


i 31. $| SAID INSOFAR AS EFFORTS HIS GOVERNMENT OR INDIAN EMBASSY 


C DETERMINE STATUS CHINESE IN U, S,, WANG WOUD RECALL ANNOUNCEMENT 
. REFERRED ONLY TO THOSE WHO DESIRED RETURN, 1 WOULD REPEAT 


MY STATEMENT THAT ANY CHINESE IN U.S, WHO FEELS OBSTRUCTED 
; FROM RETURNING IS FREE COMMUNICATE ANY WAY HE DESIRES WITH 
INDIAN EMBASSY, THIS IN ADDITION FREEDOM COMMUNICATE WITH 


of the United States 


WANG! COUNTRY, 





| 32. %$|| SAID AFTER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WAS ISSUED, | HAD CAREFULLY 
OUTLINED MEASURES TAKEN ASSURE EVERY PERSON COVERED FULLY 
INFORMED OF ITS TERMS, IN ADDITION 70,000 COPIES AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT WERE BEING POSTED IN POST OFFICES THROUGHOUT 
U. S. THUS NOT SLIGHTEST POSSIBILITY ANY CHINESE IN U,S, 
NOT FULLY INFORMED HIS RIGHTS UNDER ANNOUNCEMENT, ANY CHINESE 
HAS FULL FREEDOM EXERCISE THOSE RIGHTS, IN SPITE OF ALL THIS, 
, NO SINGLE CASE CALLED TO ATTENTION U, S, GOVERNMENT OF 


OBSTRUCTION TO DEPARTURE FOR WANG*S COUNTRY OR ANY COUNTRY OF 
HIS CHOICE, 
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! 33- $|$|'}$ SAID THIS CONTRASTS SHARPLY WITH SITUATION AMERICANS IN 
| WANG'S COUNTRY, WANG HAD SPOKEN OF NOT ENTANGLING ITEM ONE 
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AND !TEM TWO OF AGENDA, | HAD NO DESIRE ENTANGLE THESE 
SUBJECTS, BUT TO MY REGRET DESIRE WANGtS GOVERNMENT FULLY 


AND PROMPTLY CARRY OUT AGREEMENT HAS INEVITABLY ENTANGLED 
SUBJECTS, 


34. | SAID PT WAS DIFFICULT CONSIDER ANOTHER ANNOUNCEMENT 
OR PUBLIC STATEMENT EXCEPT IN LIGHT OF HOW PREVIOUS STATEMENT 
CARRIED OUT, BEFORZ AGREEING ON FURTHER STATEMENTS THERE 
MUST BE FULL CONFIDENCE BETWEEN US THAT ANY AGREEMENT WILL BE 
CARRIED OUT, FOR THIS PURPOSE |! MADE STATEMENT THIS MORNING, 
IF WE WERE TO MAKE PROGRESS THERE MUST BE TH!IS UNDERSTANDING 
AND CONFIDENCE BETWEEN US, MY GOVERNMENT IS ANXIOUS THERE 

BE PROGRESS AND IN INTEREST OF PROGRESS HAS INSTRUCTED ME 


MAKE CLEAR OUR FEELING CONCERNING IMPLEMENTATION OUR FIRST 
AGREEMENT, 


35. WANG REPLIED HE AGREED PROGRESS IN REGARD FURTHER STATEMENT 
WILL DEPEND ON MANNER IN WHICH PREV!OUS AGREEMENT CARRIED 

OUT, HE WANTED POINT OUT, HOWEVER, THAT PROPOSAL FOR SECOND 
STATEMENT ORIGINATED WITH U.S, SIDE, HE FELT THERE WAS NO 
GROUND FOR MAKING IMPLEMENTATION PREVIOUS AGREEMENT PREREQUISITE 
FOR FURTHER STATEMENT, WE HAD REACHED AGREEMENT ITEM ONE 
CONCERNING RETURN CIVILIANS AND SO FAR AS HIS SIDE CONCERNED 
AGREEMENT ALL ALONG FAITHFULLY CARRIED OUT, SINCE BEGINNING 
TALKS, 4) AMERICANS LEFT CHINA, INCLUDING AMERICAN CIVILIANS 

AND NUMBER OF AMERICANS RELEASED AS RESULT OF LENIENT MEASURES 
ADOPTED HIS SIDE, THIS FIGURE EXCEEDED TWO THIRDS OF 

AMERICANS IN CHINA AT TIME OF ANNOUNCEMENT, 
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SIDE IN COURSE OF DISCUSSIONS ITEM ONE, HE HAD NEVER STATED 
AMERICANS WHO HAD COMMITTED CRIMES WOULD BE ABLE RETURN UPON 
ISSUANCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, QUESTION THEIR RETURN MUST 

BE HANDLED ACCORDANCE CHINESE LEGAL PROCEDURES, EVERY SOVEREIGN 
STATE ENTITLED THIS RIGHT, WOULD | IMAGINE CASE OF CHINESE IN 
U.S. WHO HAD COMMITTED MURDER, WOULD HE BE PERMITTED RETURN 
PROMPTLY? IT WAS THEREFORE GROUNDLESS ACCUSE HIS SIDE OF 
DETAINING AMERICANS, 
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23 THEY WILL BE ABLE DEPART PROMPTLY UPON APPLICATION, 
es THEY WILL NOT ENCOUNTER DIFFICULTIES OR OBSTRUCTON, THIS IN 
© nes CONFORMITY AGREEMENT REACHED SEPTEMBER 10, IN LIGHT OF THIS, 
2s WHAT GROUNDS ARE THERE TO ALLEGE HIS SIDE NOT FAITHFULLY 
os ( CARRYING OUT AGREEMENT? 
= @ 
>> 37. WANG SAID AS FOR AMERICANS WHO HAVE COMMITTED CRiics, 
> HE RECALLED HE HAD CLEARLY AND REPEATEDLY EXPLAINED STAND HIS 
© 
Qe 
wo 
18) 
% 
° 
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- ‘ 38. WANG SAID | HAD STATED CHINESE IN U.S, FREE DEPART FROM 
U. S, ACCORDING RECENT INFORMATION U,S, IMMIGRATION SERVICE 
1S REQUIRING CHINESE STUDENTS U,S, OBTAIN ENTRY PERMITS TAIWAN 
BEFORE GIVEN DATE, IS THIS NOT ATTEMPTED PERSECUTION CHINESE 
STUDENTS? CAN IT BE SAID THIS MEASURE IS IN CONFORMITY 
SEPTEMBER 10 AGREEMENT? PARTY WHICH HAS FAILED CARRY OUT 
AND HAS VIOLATED AGREEMENTS 1S.U,S, HIS SIDE INTENDED MAKE 
REPRESENTATIONS WITH U.S, THROUGH INDIAN EMBASSY, HOWEVER, 
HE HAD NO DESIRE BRING UP THIS QUESTION AT PRESENT TALKS, 
LEST IT HINDER PROGRESS OF TALKS, 
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39. | SAID | WANTED ASK ONLY ONE QUESTION, DID WANG KNOW 

OF SINGLE CASE, OR HAD HE BEEN INFORMED OF SINGLE CASE, OR 
HAD INDIAN EMBASSY CALLED ATTENTION TO SINGLE CASE OF CHINESE 
IN U.S, WHOSE DEPARTURE PREVENTED BY U.S, GOVERNMENT? 


4o, WANG REPLIED U.S, HAD NOT PROVIDED LISTS CHINESE IN 

U.S. CONSEQUENTLY IT WAS DIFFICULT ASCERTAIN THIS, EVEN IN 
CASES OF CHINESE ON LIST | HAD GIVEN HIM MANY NOT YET ABLE 
RETURN, ONLY SMALL NUMBER HAVE RETURNED, WITHOUT MENTIONING 
FURTHER CASES, REQUIREMENT OF U.S, IMMIGRATION SERVICE FOR 


STUDENTS OBTAIN ENTRY PERMITS TAIWAN CONSTITUTES OBSTRUCTION 
ON PART OF U.S, GOVERNMENT, 


4y, | SAID | DID NOT KNOW WHAT THIS ALLEGED REQUIREMENT OF 
IMMIGRATION SERVICE WAS, EVEN IF IT WERE FACT, | DID NOT SEE 
HOW |1T WOULD PREVENT CHINESE WHO WANTED TO LEAVE FROM DOING SO, 


42, WANG SAID BY WHAT RIGHT WAS U,S, ENTITLED CHANGE STATUS 
THESE PEOPLE, HE CONSIDERED U.S, GOVERNMENT HAD NO RIGHT 
ADOPT SUCH COERCIVE MEASURES, MEASURE CONSTITUTED PERSECUTION 
OF CHINESE AND 1S DESIGNED PREVENT RETURN TO CHINA, 


Ta) 
<8) 
» 
o 
» 
a) 
oO 
18) 
~ 
= 
Cc 
ae 
se) 
x 
~ 
ye 
oO 


43, | SAID | FAILED TO SEE THIS, QUESTION APPEARED TO RELATE 
TO STUDENTS DESIRING REMAIN IN U.S, 


44. WANG SAID HE CONSIDERED U.S, ACTION ILLEGAL IN PRINCIPLE, 
CHINESE RESIDENTS IN U.S, SHOULD BE FREE DECIDE TO GO ANYWHERE 
AND SHOULD NOT BE SUBJECT UNREASONABLE COERCION, 


2) 
c 
Cc 
= 
» 
co 
| eed 
ce) 
ce 
Cc 
mo 
- 
wv 
= 
oO 
LL 
c 
- 
c 
© 
-_ 
~ 
co 
U 
- 
[ eed 
QO 
| 
a 
> 
oO 
ye 
ww 
se) 
oT oad 
ye 
oT od 
Ww 
“ 
ae) 
[ed 
U 
wv 
(am) 


45. | SAID | WOULD REPEAT THAT ANY CHINESE WHO FEELS SUBJECT 
TO COERCION IS FREE COMMUNICATE INDIAN EMBASSY, 


46, WANG SAID THAT IS WHAT HE WAS GOING TO DO, HIS GOVERNMENT 
WAS REQUESTING INDIAN EMBASSY MAKE REPRESENTATIONS, 
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47, | SAID | HAD SAID ANY INDIVIDUAL IN U, S, WHO FELT 

PREVENTED FROM RETURNING WAS FREE TO COMMUNICATE, INDIAN 

EMBASSY WAS FREE INVESTIGATE FACTS ANY SUCH CASE, WE HAD 

AGREED ACCEPT THE REPRESENTATIONS FROM INDIAN EMBASSY ANY SUCH CASE, 


| DIO NOT KNOW OF SINGLE CASE WHERE THERE HAVE BEEN SUCH ( 
REPRESENTATIONS, 


48, WANG SAID SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT SPECIFIED BOTH 
GOVERNMENTS WOULD TAKE FURTHER MEASURES FACILITATE RETURN 
CIVILIANS, HOWEVER MEASURES OF U.S, IMMIGRATION SERVICE 
CANNOT BE CONSTRUED CONSTITUTE MEASURES ENVISAGED AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT, IF DISSATISFACTION WITH IMPLEMENTATION AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT WAS TO BE REVISED, IT WAS CHINESE SIDE THAT FEELS 
ENTITLED RAISE SUCH DISSATISFACTION, 


4g, | SAID AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT CERTAINLY DID SAY JUST THAT, 
DISCUSSION HAD CENTERED ON AMERICANS IN PRISON, JIT WAS OUR 
UNDERSTANDING HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD TAKE FURTHER MEASURES 
PERMIT THEIR RETURN, HIS GOVERNMENT PRESUMABLY HAD IN MIND 
BEFORE |1T MADE ANNOUNCEMENT WHAT MEASURES !T WOULD TAKE THAT 
REGARD, WHAT | HAD POINTED OUT WAS THAT THOSE MEASURES NOT 

SO FAR TAKEN REGARD 14 OF AMERICANS WHO WERE SUBJECT OUR 
DISCUSSION, | HAD POINTED OUT IN ADDITION THAT THERE 1S EVIDENCE 
FREEDOM 14 AMERICANS COMMUNICATE WITH UK CHARGE UNDER AGREEMENT 
ANNOUNCEMENT HAS BEEN OBSTRUCTED, THAT CERTAINLY IS NOT 
CARRYING OUT OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 


50. WANG REPLIED HE HAD NOTHING FURTHER, 
51.2 NEXT MEETING THURSDAY DECEMBER 15, SAME RELEASE TO PRESS, 
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1. WANG'S "THREE QUESTIONS" AT LAST AEH NG A HiS ALLEGA- 
| TION CONCERNING INS REQUIREMENT FOR WAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS 

: GIVE ME EXCELLENT BASIS FOR FOLLOWING UP ON IMPLEMENTATION 
b AT NEXT MEETING. 


2 oWOULD APPRECIATE INFORMATION ON PROBABLE FACTUAL BASIS 
IF ANY OF ALLEGATION CONCERNING INS REQUIREMENT AND SUGGES- 
TIONS CONCERNING ANY FURTHER REPLY | MIGHT MAKE THIS REGARD. 


of the United States 


30 WITH REGARD THREE QUESTIONS | WOULD PROMISE REPLY: 


SSG6-cl/s6°ttgs 


A) NO PROVISION IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT FOR FURNISHING LIST 
CHINESE IN US AND HAS NO RELATION TO OBLIGATIONS UNDER AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH RELATES ONLY TO THOSE WHO DESIRE RETURN. 
WOULD REFER DISCUSSION THIS SUBJECT WHEN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
BEING NEGOTIATED. TEST OF PERFORMANCE UNDER AGREED 

ANNOUNCEMENT 1S WHETHER IN FACT ANY OBSTRUCTION TO THOSE 

WHO DESIRE TO RETURN, FREEDOM COMMUNICATION WITH REPRESENTATIVE 
THIRD STATE, FREEDOM REPRESENTATIVE THIRD STATE INVESTIGATE 
FACTS ANY SUCH CASE, AND WILLINGNESS RECEIVE AND PROMPTLY 

ACT ON REPRESENTATIONS FROM REPRESENTATIVE THIRD STATE ™ 


CONCERNING SPECIFIC CASES. FACTS IN CHICOM AND US joes ea 
SPEAK FOR THEMSELVES. 
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REGARD BETWEEN US AND PRC UNDER AGREED AGENDA AS WELL AS 


AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT IS FREEDOM CHINESE IN US WHO DESIRE 
DO SO RETURN PRC. 


ge ~~ @ en Oo rr 
oat tS oa % 


C) AT OPENING THESE TALKS US HAD ALREADY COMPLETED ALL 
NECESSARY MEASURES REMOVE. ALL OBSTRUCTIONS TO DEPARIURE 
CHINESE WHO DESIRE RETURN PRC. TH]S CONTINUES IN EFFECT. 
THERE 1S IN ADDITION ARRANGEMENT FOR INDIAN EMBASSY 
FUNCTIONS. CHINESE WHO DO NOT DESIRE RETURN PRC ARE IN NO 
WAY MATTER BETWEEN US AND PRC. IF ONE WERE TO SPEAK OF 
MEASURES VIOLATING "SPIRIT" OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT PRC 
SHOULD IN ADDITION TO RELEASING IMPR!ISONED AMERICANS 
REPEAL EXIT PERMIT REQUIREMENT SO THAT AMERICANS IN PRC 
AND CHINESE IN US WOULD BE ON SAME BASIS. 


A tit 
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4, IN ADDITION FOREGOING, SUBJECT TO VIEWS UK | COULD RAISE 
MINER CASE (MYTEL 1202). \ 


5. !T WILL BE WANG'S "TURN" SPEAK FIRST NEXT TIME AND 


FOREGOING SOMEWHAT SUBJECT TO WHAT HE MAY SAY ON IMPLEMENTATION 
IN HIS OPENING STATEMENT. 


6. BELIEVE AT NEXT MEETING | SHOULD ALSO MAKE COUNTERPROPOSAL 
ON RENUNCIATION FORCE CONCERNING WHICH AM SUBMITTING MY 
VIEWS BY FOLLOW!NG TEL. 


{+ HAVE ARRANGED WITH UN ADDRESS LETTERS WANG AND MYSELF 
STATING FACT SERVICES CURTAILED IN UN PALAIS DURING WEEK 
BETWEEN CHRISTMAS AND NEW YEARS AND ASKING WHETHER WE 

EXPECT MEET THAT WEEK AND WILL THEREFORE REQUIRE SPECIAL ie 
ARRANGEMENTS FOR SERVICING MEETING ROOM. | WILL AT NEXT oF 
MEETING USE LETTER AS BASIS ATTEMPT OBTAIN WANG'S AGREEMENT ese 
TO OMITTING MEETING DURING THAT..WEBH mci 


’ 
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1, AS SUBSTITUTE FOR PARA B AMENDED RENUNCIATION FORCE DRAFT 
CONTAINED DEPTEL 1354 | SUBMIT FOLLOWING FOR CONSIDERATION: 
"THE PRC AND USA ARE DETERMINED THAT THEY WILL SETTLE DISPUTES 
BETWEEN THEM THROUGH PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS, AND THAT, 
WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO THE INHERENT RIGHT OF INDIVIDUAL AND 
COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE, THEY WILL NOT RESORT TO THE THREAT 

¥ OR USE OF FORCE IN THE TAIWAN AREA OR ELSEWHERE." 


ion in Foreign Relations 
d States 


2. IN GENERAL THIS SEEMS TO ME SOMEWHAT PREFERABLE TO DRAFT 
SUGGESTED IN DEPTEL 1354 WHILE STILL INCORPORATING ALL ITS 
ELEMENTS. | THINK THAT IT ALSO SOMEWHAT MEETS POINT MADE 
PARA 2 MYTEL 1203 WHILE STILL FULLY PRESERVING OUR POSITION. 


of the Unite 
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3. IT ALSO INCORPORATES TRANSLATION POINT MADE IN PARA 9 
MYTEL 1241 AND ELIMINATES WHAT . FELT WAS UNDESIRABLE 
CONDITIONAL RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN TWO CLAUSES BY SUBSTITUTING 
"AND" FOR "WITHOUT". 


Declassified for Publicat 


4. WHILE 1T DOES NOT INCORPORATE WORD "RENOUNCE" IT 1S 
UNCONDITIONAL IN STATING FORCE WILL NOT BE USED IN TAIWAN 
AREA OR ELSEWHERE. IT SEEMS TO ME IT IS THEREFORE A FULL 
"RENUNCIATION" OF FORCE BUT BY AVOIDING USE OF WORD 
"RENOUNCE" IN STATEMENT IN WHICH WE ARE JOINED AVOIDS 
UNDESIRABLE AND INCORRECT IMPLICATION THAT WE ARE "RENOUNC ING" 
SOMETHING WE HAVE HERETOFORE USED WHILE IN FACT ACCGMPLISHING 
THIS PURPOSE WITH RESPECT CHICOMS. : on 

ma, 


ow *, 

‘“@ -«5+ | T SSEMS TO ME THIS DRAFT ALSO AVOIDING SOMEWHAT CONEUS) ING 
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JUXTA POSITION IN DEPARTMENT'S DRAFT OF VERY SIMILAR 


PHRASES OF "WITHOUT RESORT TO THE THREAT OR USE OF FORCE" 
AND "THEY RENOUNCE THE USE OF FORCE". 


6 WHILE | HAVE NO REASON BELIEVE WANG WILL ACCEPT FOREGOING 
DRAFT | FEEL | CAN ADVOCATE AND DEFEND IT IN NEGOTIATIONS 
MUCH MORE EFFECTIVELY THAN DRAFT SUGGESTED DEPTEL 1354. 
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i. PARTIC'T'LARLY IN LIGHT WANG'S CLEAR ACKNO EMENT AT LAST 
{(KETING INTERNATIONAL CHARACTER OUR DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA 
I STILL BELIEVE THAT AS POLITICAL DOCUMENT WANG'S DECEMBER 
1 DRAFT WOULD HAVE APPROXIMATELY SAME EFFECT AS ANY MORE 
CLOSELY DRAWN DOCUMENT IN DETERRING CHICOM ATTACK AGAINST 
. TAIWAN OR Oli SHORE seus HOWEVER, BELIEVE I CAN AND SHOULD 
8 THOROUGHLY TEST WANG POSITION DURING NEXT FEW MEETINGS 
BY PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION DRAFT CONTAINED MYTEL 1271. 


@. WITH RESPECT DEPTEL 1353 AS DEFENSIVE RHACTION IN COMPLIANCE 


TREATY WI'l'H GRC MENTIONED SECOND SENTENCE PARA 1 WOULD PRESUMABLY 
FOLLOW INITIATION USE FORCE BY CHICOMS AGAINST GRC, DO NOT PERCEIVE 


ct/eS6°tt9s 





1TOMS COULD USE TO JUSTIFY SUCH INITIATION USE” FORCE. IN 
SHORT DO NO PERCEIVE HOW WANG'S DRAFT IN ANY WAY TIES OUR HANDS 











d. SEEMS TO ME IMPORTANT POINT IS THAT SO LONG AS ANY DECLARATION 


SS6 





CARRIES EXPRESS OR IMPLIED COMMITMENT SEEK PEACEFUL 
CHICOMS MIGHT CLAIM US FAILORE SEEK SUCH SETTLEMENT 
DECLARATION AND UNTIED THEIR HANDS. “WANG 


iN Ow 
4 





THIS 1S ONE REASON I BELIEVE IT DESIRABLE SUBSTITUTE "AND" FOR 
WITHOUT" IN SECOND PARA DRAFT AS AGAIN SUGGESTED PRECEDING TEL. 


4. ANOTHER IMPORTANT POINT IS THAT SO LONG AS ANY DECLARATION 
INCORPORATES WORD "THREAT" CHICOMS ARE GOING ATTEMPT ESTABLISH 
POSITION THAT BY RENOUNCING "THREAT" WE ARE OBLIGED — 
"THREAT" PRESENCE OUR FORCES ON TAIWAN. OF COURSE T 

ALSO CONTINUE MAINTAIN SIMILAR POSITION WITH RESPECT " RGR 
THAT IS, BY STATIONING FORCES ON TAIWAN U.S. HAS USED FOR 


wn 
t= 
Q) 
AGAINST PRC TERRITORY. HOWEVER, SEEMS ME THIS CAN BE oe ORE 
ee READILY HANDLED pn POINT IN PARA 3 ABOVE. 
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AY'S 
MEETING CARRIED THIS IMPLICATION CLEARER THAN AT ANY PREVIOUS MEETING. 
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5- WITH RESPECT FIRST SENTENCE PARA 4 DEPTEL 1353 | DO NOT 
SEE THAT THERE IS NECESSARILY CLEAR CHOICE BETWEEN DECLARATION 
SOME KIND AND "CONTINUED PARTIC)PATION IN NEGOTIATIONS ALONG 
PRESENT LINES", GRA CHICOMS APPEAR DESIRE CONTINUE PRESENT 
NEGOTIATIONS FOR AT LEAST TIME BEING, DO NOT SEE HOW WE CAN 
ASSUME THEY WILL INDEFINITELY MAINTAIN THIS DESIRE IF THEY 

DO NOT FEEL THEY ARE OBTAINING ANY SUBSTANTIAL RETURN, 

ONE PRACTICAL DIFFICULTY IS THAT PRESENT TREND THESE TALKS 


1S TO REACH POINT IN NEAR FUTURE AT WHICH THERE WILL BE 
NOTHING LEFT TO NEGOTIATE ABOUT, 


6. OF COURSE SIMILAR QUESTION ALSO ARISES AS SOON AS ANY 


DECLARATION MIGHT BE ISSUED AS SUGGESTED IN PARAS 4 AND 5 
MYTEL 1241, 


7. | THOROUGHLY UNDERSTAND GENERAL PRINCIPLES SET FORTH PARA 
3 DEPTEL 1353 AND WILL STATE AS APPROPRIATE, HOWEVER PROBLEM 
ARISES WITH RESPECT PRACTICAL APPLICATION, IF FOR EXAMPLE, 
DOES DEPARTMENT CONSIDER THAT ANY DISCUSSION PRESENCE OUR 
FORCES IN TAIWAN AREA IS ADMISSIBLE WITHIN SCOPE THOSE GENERAL 
PRINCIPLES OR THAT IT WOULD BE USEFUL SUBJECT? OF COURSE 

| WOULD NOT ENTER INTO ANY COMMITMENTS DISCUSS ADDITIONAL 
SUBJECTS WITHOUT SPECIFIC DEPARTMENT APPROVAL BUT BACKGROUND 
GUIDANCE IN THIS GENERAL FIELD WOULD BE VERY HELPFUL, 


8. WITH RESPECT PARA 5 DEPTEL 1353 |! QUESTION STRENGTH SUCH 
PUBLIC POSITION PARTICULARLY ABROAD AND WHETHER THERE WOULD 
BE GENERAL ACCEPTANCE RATIONALE ESPECIALLY NEXT TO LAST SENTENCE, 
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No record Chinese Communists ever told this in talks. 
been told repeatedly acceptance U. S. renunciation force pro- 
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statement introducing item and paragraph 15 my 872, paragraph 
13 my 1056. 
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presentation to this subject, emphasizing thet const seco 4 Ey - 
force declaration is encouraging, wat’ ‘further progress being hamstrung by, re 
Communist failure carry out earlier commitment . US Government and people _ 
do not understand why Communists should require more 5 three wonthelte i 
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order obtain release US citizens atl ‘avoid giving impression weakness; 


b) we consider Communists probably will not break on this issue for their 1 z R. 


pias 
position on it is weak. They have neither made good on their first comad ten , 


a 


nor have they been willing agree specifically renounce foros in Taiwan erea 


Furthermore, UN situation developing so on Alanon prebebly hesitate rocks? 4 ‘ 


o*e 


xs it~ o ee Tn 
boat by breaking now; c) renunciation ‘force™issue has been dranatized**: at cs >* 


for them than it was. END FYI 


5. Agree with your suggestion for text anendnent Wang's. apart - 3 ee 
ss ~“ és ae me be o ' ~ 
trensmitted your 1271. You should: not” submit’ it, at ‘next nesting unlead ‘yous 


ps . 24 4 hy sepa. ete *' Sa 
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believe this absolutely necessary to pee th break. * et oR 
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With reference #e Communist charge het US requiring Chinese obtain © 7 





- > 4ey 


aie 


Taiwan entry pemits by given date, facts as follows: et 


> ert 
~7-\ 


Generally accepted international practice is that tempo : visitors 









A to a country must have document admitting them to some other country, theii) 7 i 
@ own or third, on expiration their permitted stay. Passports ordinarily rm . = 
S suffice, but number of Chinese temporarily in US hold old GRC passports ~ 74 
: which not now valid entry Taiwan unless accompanied by Taiwan entry > : . 
: permit granted solely by Taipei authorities. When es applies : , ; | 
a extension his stay, Immigration and Naturalization @mxfi must see proof . =i 
4 a he admissible to another country aiter expiration proposed extension. Ol . 
t Chinese intending go eventually Taiwan may satisfy requirement by obtaining pa 
‘ Taiwan permit or visa other country. For those Chinese intending go PRC, Oo 4 
US will not, except in emergency, grant extensions particularly in view had . «: 
Cormunist claim thes we obstructing their departure, > ‘ : 
Thus, Communist charve that / exten entry permit ‘seoboenmntt $2 not i 
in conformity with Agreed Announcement is groundless. It required only 





. for those who desire to prolong stay in US, not those w 


: . . ——— | ~~ — ——— »—--— , , 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


ol ASSISTANT SECRETARY 


TO : The Secretary 





THU : 3/3 


FROM : FE - lr. Roberts SL ~~ 


SUBJECT: Guidance for Geneva Talks with Chinese Cokmunists 


US: 
1. It is proposed to instruct_Johnson at the next meeting to limit 

his presentation again to insistence on Chinese Communist implementation 

of the Agreed Announcement and to request a recess in the talks until 


January 5 or 12. Our reasons are given in paragraph 4 of the draft 
telegram to Johnson. (Tab A) 


2. Jonson has sugested a revision of _jiang's renunciation of force 
draft so that it will make specific reference to the Taiwan area and allow 
for individual and collective self defense. (Tab B) This draft appears 
acceptable to us, but it contains the comnitment first introduced by Wang, 
thet both sides will setile disputes between them by, peaceful negotiation. 
If agreevent should be reached on this draft, the, 96mmunists would imme- 
diately seek to push us into negotiations on the Tai issue, particularly 





of the United States 


Recommendation: 5 qa, "of 


(1) That we avoid final agreement on an ennouncement on renunciation 
of torce vntil the Communists have released the fourteen Amcricans they 
hold or we are confident they will be released; (2) that if agreement is 
reeched on sn announcement and the Communists then propose discussing with- 
draral of U.S. forees that we take the position that ve cannot make agree- 
ments on this, but that the disposition of our forces would naturally depend 
on the military situction there and when the threat of use of force is 
removed, we would take this into consideration in our deployment of forces. 
If the Communists press further for discussion of the status of Teiwan and 
related matiers we must insist on the position that these affect the 
interests of the Government of the Republic of China and we cannot discuss 
thém without the presence of this Government. (Attached as Tab C is a 

mpilation of statements made publicly and to the GRC to this effect.) 








acai 


Attachments: 


1. Draft telegram to 
Ambassador Johnson (Tab A). 

2. kevision of renunciation 
of force draft (Teb B). 

3. Compiletion of statements 
(‘ab C). 
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Reference: Paragraph 3 Department's 1377. 


It is my understanding proposed recess to begin after 
meeting December 22. 
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SENT DEPARTMENT 1286, REPEATED INFORMATION. PAR IS.286. 


“ection to DC/ 


e~* 


PARIS FOR THE SECRETARY ONLY 





LIMITED DISTRIBUTION 
FROM JOHNSON 


1. FOUR HOUR MEETING THIS MORNING DEVOTED ENTIRELY TO 
IMPLEMENTATION. 


2. WANG STATED PRC IS GOING TO ISSUE STATEMENT, PRESUMABLY 
FROM PEIPING, ON IMPLEMENTATION IN REBUTTAL OF ALLEGED OFFICIAL 
U.S. GOVERNMENT AS WELL AS PRESS STATEMENTS CHARGING PRC 
VIOLATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. SPECIFIC REFERENCE MADE 
TO SECRETARY'S DECEMBER 6 PRESS STATEMENT. IN SPITE MY 
POINTING OUT DELIBERATE EFFORT MADE IN SECRETARY'S STATEMENTS 
REDUCE AND ALLAY RISING PUBLIC CONCERN IN U. Se. OVER FAILURE 
PRC IMPLEMENT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND OUR CONTINUED EFFORTS 
KEEP PRC FAILURES FROM PROPAGANDA FORUM, IT WAS EVIDENT WANG 
WAS UNDER INSTRUCTIONS AND HAD NO DISCRETION ON WHETHER STATEMENT yy 
WOULD BE ISSUED. AS ADDITIONAL EFFORT DISCOURAGE STATEMENT, C> 
| TIED REQUEST FOR RECESS UNTIL JANUARY 12 TO THIS SERIOUS > 
AND DISAPPOINTING ACTION ON THEIR PART WHICH WOULD REDUCE = 
HOPE PROGRESS OUR TALKS. THIS OBVIOUSLY GAVE WANG CONS!IDERABLE 3s 
PAUSE BUT HE REMA!£D FIRM ON ISSUANCE OF STATEMENT WHILE hg 
z 
ac 
n> 
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REJECTING ANY I lis itWG REQUEST FOR RECESS TO SUCH GROUNDS. 

HOWEVER WILLING CONSIDER RECESS BASED ON HOLIDAY PERIOD. rm 

| DID NOT PRESS QUESTION OF LINKAGE AND FINALLY MADE pas =) 

STRAIGHT PROPOSAL FOR RECESS UNTIL JANUARY 12. WANG AGREED fb tH 
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-2- 1286, DECEMBER 15, 3 P.M., FROM GENEVA 


TOMORROW EVENING. 


IN MEANWHILE WE AGREED INFORM PRESS 


S!IMPLY NEXT MEETING WOULD BE HELD DECEMBER 22. 


WDR 


GOWEN 
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PARIS FOR THE SECRETARY ONLY Name of Officer J. 


yw 
LIMITED DISTRIBUTION Direction to DC/ 


FROM JOHNSON 





x 1. WE DC NOT KNOW WHAT CONTENTS WILL BE OF CHICOM STATEMENT 
REFERRED TO BY WANG TODAY AND HOW MUCH IMPACT IT MAY HAVE. 
FACT IS OF COURSE PEIPING PROPAGANDA HAS BY INTERVIEWS WITH 
RETURNING STUDENTS ETC. BEEN MAINTAINING STEADY LINE OF VAGUE 
CHARGES U.S. NON= COMPLIANCE WITH ANNOUNCEMENT, AND DEPENDENT 
ON CONTENT AND CONTEXT, NEW STATEMENT MY NOT ATTRACT MUCH 
NOTICE. |! AVOIDED GETTING INTO THEIR PREV!IQUS PROPAGANDA 
LINE WITH WANG TODAY IN ORDER NOT GET LED DOWN SIDE ROAD OF 
STATEMENTS MADE BY RETURNING AMERICANS AND TO ACCENTUATE 
SERIOUSNESS WITH WHICH WE VIEWED PRESENT ACTION. | OF COURSE 
MADE IT CLEAR THAT, WHILE WE REGRETTED THEIR STEP, WE DID NOT 
SHRINK FROM PROPAGANDA BATTLE IF THAT WAS THEIR PURPOSE AND 
THAT WE WOULD PROBABLY ISSUE STATEMENT IN REPLY ALTHOUGH 
| DID NOT COMMIT OURSELVES TO DOING SO. 


SSGSGI-cvl/S6°119 
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2. !F CHICOMS ACTUALLY ISSUE STATEMENT FROM PEIPING AND UD 
REPLY 1S CONSIDERED DESIRABLE, BELIEVE IT SHOULD BE [§SUED BY » 
DEPARTMENT. oD <3 th 

a [=] 

3. BELIEVE WANG'S STATEMENTS LAST FEW MEETENGS GIVESCL i ©) 

ai TO PROBABLE GONTENT OF STATEMENT, AND AMOUNT OF ATTESIT 1 ON i 
‘S} IT - ATTRACTS WILL BE DEPENDENT ON WHETHER AND TO WHAT DEGREE | 
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SECRET 
-2- 1288, DECEMBER 15, 6 PM, FROM GENEVA 


IT REITERATES CHARGES U.S. DELIBERATELY "STALLING AND 
ENTANGLING". | DID NOT RECEIVE IMPRESSION STATEMENT WOULD 
CONTAIN TEXT THEIR LAST DRAFT PROPOSAL ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE 
AND THEREFORE MADE NO EFFORT TO INTRODUCE OUR AMENDMENTS 

FOR WHICH THE NEGOTIATING SITUATION IN THE MEETING WAS IN 

ANY EVENT BY THAT TIME ENTIRELY UNSUITABLE. 


. 


4. STATEMENT WILL AT LEAST PROBABLY REITERATE VAGUE CHARGES 
oF "FEARS" CHINESE STUDENTS "APPLY" TO RETURN, CONTRAST 

OUR REFUSAL GIVE LIST CHINESE IN U.S. INCLUDING THOSE WHO 
MAY BE IN JAIL TO INDIANS WITH LIST AMERICANS GIVEN US BY 
CHICOMS, PROPORTIONATELY SMALL NUMBER OF CHINESE IN U.S. 

WHO HAVE "RETURNED" COMPARED WITH PROPORTION AMERICANS WHO 


HAVE RETURNED FROM CHINA, INS "INTIMIDATION" CHINESE TO APPLY 
FOR TAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS, ETC. 


5, | HAVE NO SUGGESTIONS CONCERNING PUBLIC REPLY EXCEPT 

TO REITERATE AS APPROPRIATE POSITIONS THAT HAVE BEEN TAKEN 
IN MEETINGS WHILE AVOIDING SPECIFIC REFERENCE TO CONTENTS 
OF MEETINGS. WITH RESPECT NUMBERS WHO HAVE RETURNED, 
SUGGEST USE ON LINE IN OPENING STATEMENT TODAY, THAT 1S, 

IN 6 WEEKS BETWEEN AUGUST 1 AND SEPTEMBER 10 THIRTY-THREE 
OF 52 PREVIOUSLY DETAINED GIVEN PERMISSION DEPART AND IN 14 
WEEKS SINCE SEPTEMBER 10 ONLY 5. THUS RESULTS OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT LARGELY NEGATIVE WITH RESPECT AMERICANS AND 


CERAINNLY NOT "EXPEDITIOUS" EITHER IN ABSOLUTE NUMBERS OR 
PROPORTION. 


6. IN CONSIDERING ANY STATEMENT WE MAKE IN REPLY, | DESIRE 
REITERATE MY CONVICTION THAT WHATEVER POINTS WE MAY BE ABLE 
SCORE IN PROPAGANDA BATTLE THIS SUBJECT WILL NOT BE REFLECTED, 
AT LEAST AT ANY TIME SOON, IN INCREASED RELEASES OF IMPRISONED 
AMERICANS. TO ACCOMPLISH THIS OBJECTIVE Of «~FFORTS SHOULD BE 
DIRECTED TO MAXIMUM EXTENT CONSISTENT WITi; “JR PUBLIC POSITION 
TO RESTORING FORMER BASIS OF NEGOTIATION. 


7. GOING PRAGUE FRIDAY EVENING RETURNING TUESDAY IF THERE 
IS MEETING DECEMBER 22. 


GOWEN 


MEM 
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FROM JOHNSON 


Se ee 


1. | OPENED 30TH MEETING TODAY WITH PREPARED STATEMENT ON 
IMPLEMENTATION AS FOLLOWS; 


. A, AT OUR LAST MEETING, | THINK WE WERE IN AGREEMENT IN 

: EXPRESSING OUR COMMON DESIRE AVOID WHAT YOU HAVE TERMED 

| ENTANGLING QUESTION OF RETURN OF CIVILIANS TO THEIR RESPECTIVE 
4 COUNTRIES WITH OTHER QUESTIONS BEFORE US, | HAVE POINTED OUT 
THAT ONLY SURE WAY OF AVOIDING SUCH ENTANGLEMENT WAS PROMPTLY 
ANT FAITHFULLY CARRY OUT TERMS OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SEPTEMBER 
10, | HAVE ALL ALONG MAINTAINED THAT TwO OF US HERE SHOULD 

BE P’L~ARED DISCUSS AND DO EVERYTHING POSSIBLE ELIMINATE 

ANY DIFFERENCES OF OPINION WITH RESPECT TO THIS FIRST AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN US AND THEREBY ESTABLISH SOUND BASIS WHICH WOULD 

GIVE US BEST HOPE OF MAKING FURTHER PROGRESS IN DEALING WITH 
OTHER VITALLY IMPORTANT MATTERS CONFRONTING US, 
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B, YOU WILL RECALL THAT FOLLOWING ISSUANCE OF OUR ANNOUNCEMENT 
OF SEPTEMBER 10 | POINTED OUT FAVORABLE ATMOSPHE WHICH ITS 
PROMPT AND FULL IMPLEMENTATION COULD CREATE FOR PROGRESS IN 
DISCUSSION OF SECOND PART OUR AGENDA, | POINTED OUT ADVANTAGE 
OF PROMPTLY PUTTING INTO EFFECT APPROPRIATE MEASURES FOR 
IMPLEMENTATION OF OUR ANNOUNCEMENT, WHICH WOULD DISPOSE OF; 
PROBLEM WE WERE CALLED UPON TO DEAL WITH UNDER AGENDA ITEM 
ONE, BEFORE ATTEMPTING RESOLVE COMPLICATED AND DIFFICULT > 

° PROBLEMS UNDER SECOND ITEM OUR AGENDA, 
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C, ALTHOUGH | DID NOT FEEL THAT YOUR GOVERNMENT HAD IN FACT 
INIT!ATED ALL APPROPRIATE MEASURES CALLED FOR UNDER ANNOUNCEMENT, 
ON STRENGTH OF YOUR ASSURANCES IN THIS REGARD | UNDERTOOK 
DISCUSSION WITH YOU OF QUESTIONS UNDER ITEM TWO, 1! HAD HOPES 
THAT ENTANGLEMENT OF OUR TWO AGENDA ITEMS IN OUR TALKS COULD 
THUS BE AVOIDED, | AM DEEPLY DISAPPOINTED AND DISTURBED THAT 

MY HOPES HAVE NOT THUS FAR BEEN REALIZED, IN FACT IN SOME 

WAYS RESULTS APPEAR TO HAVE BEEN NEGATIVE WHEN COMPARED WITH 
SITUATION PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 


D, WHEN WE ARRIVED HERE TO BEGIN OUR DISCUSSIONS ON AUGUST 
1, THERE WERE TO OUR KNOWLEDGE 52 AMERICANS WHOSE DEPARTURE 
FROM YOUR COUNTRY WAS BEING PREVENTED IN ONE WAY OR ANOTHER 
AND WHOSE NAMES | GAVE TO YOU, ON AUGUST 1 YOU INFORMED 

ME THAT OF THAT NUMBER 1] WERE BEING PERMITTED RETURN TO 

U.S, ON SEPTEMBER 6 YOU INFORMED ME OF 12 ADDITIONAL PERSONS 
OF THAT GROUP WHO WOULD BE PERMITTED DEPART, ON SEPTEMBER 10 
YOU INFORMED ME OF ANOTHER 10 WHO WOULD BE PERMITTED TO RETURN, 
THUS, IN APPROXIMATELY 6 WEEKS BETWEEN AUGUST 1 AND SEPTEMBER 
10 ACTION WAS TAKEN PERMIT 33 OUT OF 52 PERSONS DEPART, 

IN APPROXIMATELY 14 WEEKS SINCE SEPTEMBER 10, OF THAT 

GROUP ONLY 5 ADDITIONAL PERSONS HAVE BEEN GIVEN PERMISSION 
DEPART, THUS, HOWEVER RESULTS ARE REGARDED, THAT IS BY 
ABSOLUTE NUMBERS OR BY PROPORTION, RESULTS IN THIS REGARD 
SINCE SEPTEMBER 10 HAVE BEEN EXTREMELY DISAPPOINTING AND OUT 
OF KEEPING WITH MY GOVERNMENT'S UNDERSTANDING AND EXPECTATION 


OF WHAT WAS REASONABLY TO BE EXPECTED UNDER AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT , 


E. AT OUR LAST MEETING | ALSO SPOKE OF RESTRICTIONS IMPOSED 
BY YOUR AUTHORITIES ON FREEDOM OF AMERICANS COMMUNICATE WITH 
UK CHARGE, AS PROVIDED FOR IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, AND OTHER 
RESTRICTIONS ON ABILITY OF UK CHARGE CARRY OUT HIS FUNCTIONS, 


CONF IDENT ITAL 
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CONF IDENT IAL 
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F, | HAVE ALSO SPOKEN SEVERAL TIMES IN PARTICULAR OF CASES 

OF DR, AND MRS, BRADSHAW, YOU HAVE OFTEN SPOKEN OF LENIENT 

AND HUMANITARIAN CONSIDERATION BY YOUR AUTHORITIES OF CASES 

OF IMPRISONED AMERICANS, THERE IS CERTA:NLY NO BETTER CASE 

IN WHICH THERE IS OPPORTUNITY NOW DEMONSTRATE THIS THAN CASE 
OF THESE TWO PERSONS, 


G, UK CHARGE WHO VISITED MRS, BRADSHAW ON DECEMBER 10 FULLY 
CONF IRMS OUR PREVIOUS UNDERSTANDING THAT THIS UNFORTUNATE 
WOMAN 1S NOW MENTALLLY AND PHYSICALLY IN ENTIRELY HELPLESS 
CONDITION, SHE IS EATING PRACTICALLY NOTHING AND COULD WELL 
PASS AWAY AT ANY TIME UNLESS PROMPT STEPS ARE TAKEN, SHE 
IS PHYSICALLY AND MENTALLY ENTIRELY INCAPABLE OF MAKING 

5 ARRANGEMENTS FOR HER DEPARTURE AND TRAVELLING FROM COUNTRY, 
APPARENTLY ONE OF HER FEW TOUCHES WITH REALITY !S KNOWLEDGE 
THAT HER HUSBAND REMAINS IN PRISON AND DESIRE BE REUNITED 
WITH HIM IN DEPARTING FROM COUNTRY, APART FROM AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT THESE HUMANITARIAN CONSIDERATIONS ALONE SHOULD 
DICTATE PROMPT RELEASE OF DR, BRADSHAW, 


of the United States 


H, IT I'S OUR UNDERSTANDING THAT EVEN FALL SENTENCE OF DR, 
BRADSHAW EXPIRES IN MARCH, HE 1S UNDERSTANDABLY EXTREMELY 
CONCERNED OVER CONDITION OF HIS WIFE AND DESIRES IMMEDIATELY 
RETURN WITH HER, | SHOULD THINK THAT POLICY OF LENIENCE, 
PART ICULARLYIN LIGHT OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, SHOULD MAKE 


POSSIBLE SHORTENING OF HIS FIVE-YEAR SENTENCE BY MERE MATTER 
OF TEN WEEKS, 
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|, IT 1S UNDERSTANDABLE THAT KNOWN FACTS WITH REGARD TO DR, 
AND MRS, BRADSHAW GREATLY INCREASE CONCERN OF MY GOVERNMENT 

FOR FATE OF IMPRISONED AMERICANS WITH REGARD TO WHOM WE HAVE * 
NO INFORMATION AND ACCENTUATES NEED FOR THEIR EXPEDIT1IOUS E* 
RELEASE SO THAT THEY CAN EXERCISE RIGHT OF RETURN RECOGNIZED het 
IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT , : ? a 
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J, AT QUR LAST MEETING YOU RAISED SEVERAL QUESTIONS WITH 

_= RESPECT TO CAPRYING OUT BY MY GOVERNMENT OF OBLIGATIONS IT 

: ASSUMED UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 1 AM ENTIRELY PREPARED AND 
WILLING FULLY ANSWER THOSE QUESTIONS, EVEN THOUGH THEY DO NOT 
APPEAR RELATE TO FACTUAL INFORMATION CONCERNING ANY 

SPECIFIC CASE NOR TO TERMS OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 


K, YOUR FIRST QUESTION RELATED TO WHETHER MY GOVERNMENT WAS 


PREPARED PROVIDE INDIAN EMBASSY WITH COMPLETE LIST OF NAMES 
AND ADDRESSES OF ALL CHINESE IN U,S, 
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L. YOU WILL RECALL THAT WE VERY FULLY DISCUSSED THIS QUESTION 
AT TIME WE WERE DISCUSSING TEXT OF QUR AGREES ANNOUNCEMENT, 
AND | AM SURPRISED THAT YOU AGAIN RAISE MATTER, NEXT, ! DESIRE 
POINT OUT AGAIN THAT STATEMENT MADE BY OUR TWO GOVERNMENTS ON 
JULY 25 WITH RESPECT TO HOLDING OF THESE TALKS, AS WELL AS 
OUR AGREED FIRST AGENDA ITEM, RELATES SOLELY TO PERSONS WHO 

’ DESIRE RETURN. | ALSO WANT POINT OUT THAT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 


OF SEPTEMBER 10 VERY SPECIFICALLY REFERS ONLY TO PERSONS WHO 
DESIRE RETURN ; 


* M, AT VERY OUTSET OF OUR TALKS | GAVE YOU LIST OF AMERICANS 
' IN YOUR COUNTRY WHO MY GOVERNMENT HAD REASON BELIEVE DESIRED 


RETURN, | HAVE NOT DISCUSSED OR RAISED QUESTION OF OTHER 
AMERICANS WHO MAY BE IN YOUR COUNTRY, 


of the United States 








N. THERE !S NOTHING IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH IN ANY 

WAY PLACES ANY OBLIGATION ON MY GOVERNMENT SUPPLY, EITHER TO 
INDIAN EMBASSY OR TO YOUR GOVERNMENT, LIST OF ALL CHINESE 

IN U.S. EVEN IF IT WOULD BE POSSIBLE TO COMPILE SUCH LIST 
1T COULD HAVE NO RELATION TO ABILITY OF CHINESE IN U,S. 
RETURN TO YOUR COUNTRY. TESTS OF PERFORMANCE OF OBLIGATIONS 
ASSUMED UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ARE VERY SIMPLE, 
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RIGHT TO RETURN, AS | HAVE CONTINUALLY POINTED OUT SINCE 


«a BEGINNING OF THESE TALKS, MY GOVERNMENT HAS REMOVED ALL 
‘“* MEASURES WHICH WOULD OBSTRUCT ANY CHINESE IN U.S. WHO DESIRES 


RETURN FROM DOING SOQ, 
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P, THE SECOND TEST IS WHETHER ANY INDIVIDUAL WHO BELIEVES 

THAT, CONTRARY TO THIS DECLARED POLICY, HE 1S ENCOUNTERING 
OBSTRUCTION IN DEPARTURE, CAN FREELY COMMUNICATE WITH REPRESENT- 
ATIVE OF THIRD COUNTRY, | HAVE REPEATEDLY AND UNCONDITIONALLY 
STATED THAT ANY CHINESE IN U.S. IS ENTIRELY FREE COMMUNICATE 
WITH INDIAN EMBASSY IN THIS REGARD, INDIAN EMBASSY IS IN 
POSITION FULLY CONFIRM THiS TO YQUR GOVERNMENT, 


Q. NEXT TEST 1S WHETHER REPRESENTATIVE OF THIRD COUNTRY IS 
ABLE INVESTIGATE FACTS IN ANY SUCH CASE, AGAIN | HAVE FULLY 
AND UNCONDITIONALLY ASSURED YOU THAT INDIAN EMBASSY IS ABLE 


DO THIS, AND, AGAIN, INDIAN EMBASSY IS IN POSITION CONFIRM 
THIS TO YOUR GOVERNMENT, 


R, NEXT TEST 1S WILLINGNESS OF GOVERNMENT CONCERNED RECEIVE 

AND PROMPTLY ACT UPON REPRESENTATIONS FROM REPRESENTATIVE OF 
THIRD COUNTRY CONCERNING ANY SPECIFIC CASE, I HAVE REPEATEDLY 
ASSURED YOU HERE AND INDIAN EMBASSY HAS BEEN ASSURED OF 
WILLINGNESS OF MY GOVERNMENT TO ACT IN THIS MANNER, HOWEVER, 

AS | HAVE POINTED OUT, | DO NOT HAVE KNOWLEDGE OF SINGLE 

CASE IN WHICH INDIAN EMBASSY HAS FELT IT NECESSARY MAKE 
REPRESENTATIONS, NOR DO | KNOW OF ANY COMPLAINT OF ANY KIND 

FROM INDIAN EMBASSY REGARDING WILLINGNESS OF MY GOVERNMENT 

FULLY ASSIST AND COOPERATE WITH IT IN CARRYING QUT ITS FUNCTIONS, 


Se WITHOUT SPENDING FURTHER TIME ON THIS, | BELIEVE THAT FACTS 
WITH REGARD TO MANNER AND LXTENT TO WHICH OUR RESPECTIVE GOVERN] 


MENTS HAVE MET THESE TESTS OF PERFORMANCE UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCE- 
MENT SPEAK FOR THEMSELVES, 


T. YOUR SFCOND QUESTION RELATED 710 ASSISTANCE TO INDIAN 

EMBASSY IN DETERMINING WHAT YOU TERMED STATUS OF ALL CHINESE 

IN U, Se. THIS IS VERY VAGUE TERM AND | AM NOT SURE EXACTLY 

WHAT YOU MAY MEAN BY IT. THERE IS CERTAINLY NOTHING IN OUR 

AGRELD ANNOUNCEMENT WITH REGARD TO INVESTIGATION OF STATUS 

OF ALL CHINESE IN U. S. SOLE QUESTION BETWEEN OUR TWO GOVERNMENTS 
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WITH REGARD TO CHINESE IN U.S. UNDER TERMS OF JULY 25 
STATEMENT BY OUR GOVERNMENTS, AGREED AGENDA, AS WELL AS OUR 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, IS THAT OF FREEDOM OF CHINESE IN 

U. S., WHO DESIRE DO SO, RETURN TO YOUR COUNTRY, |! , THEREFORE, 
ASSUME THAT BY INVESTIGATION OF STATUS YOU MEAN WHETHER 
INDIVIDUALS DO DESIRE RETURN TO YOUR COUNTRY. THIS IS, 

OF COURSE, SOMETHING THAT CAN BE DETERMINED ONLY BY EACH 
INDIVIDUAL FOR HIMSELF, AND ANY SO-CALLED "INVESTIGATION 

OF STATUS" HAS NO RELATION THERETO, OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
AND STEPS TAKEN BY MY GOVERNMENT IMPLEMENT IT FULLY AND 
COMPREHENSIVELY DEAL WITH ALL ASPECTS OF THIS QUESTION, 

AS | HAVE MANY TIMES POINTED OUT, ANY CHINESE IN UNITED STATES 
WHO DESIRES RETURN TO YOUR COUNTRY IS UNDER NO COMPULSION OR 
REQUIREMENT OBTAIN PERMISSION FROM ANYONE OR INFORM ANYONE, 
NEITHER 1S HE PREVENTED FROM INFORMING OR COMMUNICATING WITH 
ANYONE, FOR EXAMPLE, IF HE FEELS THAT THERE IS ANY OBSTRUCTION 
TO HIS DEPARTURE, HE IS ENTIRELY FREE COMMUNICATE WITH INDIAN 
EMBASSY, HE DOES NOT HAVE TO SUBMIT SUCH COMMUNICATION THROUGH 
ANYONE ELSE, NOR DOES ANYONE HAVE RIGHT IN ANY WAY INTERFERE 
WITH HIS FREEDOM OF SUCH COMMUNICATION, THERE 1S THUS COMPLETE 
AND FIRM GUARANTEE THAT ANY CHINESE IN THE U.S., WHO IN FACT 
DESIRES TO RETURN TO YOUR COUNTRY, IS ABLE DO SO, AND NO 


GENEFAL INVESTIGATION OF STATUS OF CHINESE IN UNITED STATES 
IS REQUIRED, 


U, YOUR THIRD QUESTION RELATED TO RESCINDING BY U.S. OF ANY 
MEASURES WHICH YOU TERM WOULD VIOLATE SPIRIT OF AGREED ANNOUNCE- 
MENT, | AM NOT AWARE OF ANY SUCH MEASURES, AND IT IS RATHER 
YOUR GOVERNMENT WHICH SHOULD RESCIND AND CORRECT MEASURES 

WHICH NOT ONLY VIOLATE SPIRIT BUT LETTER OF OUR AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT, THERE CONTINUES TO BE NO OBSTRUCTION TO DEPARTURE 
OF ANY CHINESE FROM U, S. FOR YOUR COUNTRY. AS | HAVE MANY 
TIMES PO'NTED OUT, THERE IS NOT EVEN ANY REQUIREMENT FOR 

CHINESE DEPARTING FROM U.S. OBTAIN EXIT PERMIT, REQUIREMENT 

OF EXIT PERMIT IN ITSELF ENTAILS DELAY AND OBSTRUCTION NO 

MATTER HOW PROMPTLY IT MAY BE ACTED UPON, REQUIREMENT OF 
OBTAINING EXIT PERMIT ALSO PRE-SUPPOSES ABILITY OF THE AGENCY 

TO. WHICH APPLICATION IS MADE TO DENY PERMIT. THEREFORE 
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IF ONE WERE TO SPEAK OF RESCINDING OF MEASURES VIOLATING SPIRIT 
OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, REFERENCE WOULD HAVE TO BE MADE TO 

EXIT PERMIT REQUIREMENTS OF YOUR GOVERNMENT, ONLY REPEAL 

OF SUCH REQUIREMENT WITH RESPECT TO AMERICANS IN YOUR 


COUNTRY WOULD PLACE OUR TWO COUNTRIES IN POSITION OF EQUALITY 
AND RECIPROCITY IN THIS REGARD, 
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V, AT OUR LAST MEETNG YOU REFERRED TO SUPPOSED REQUIREMENT 

THAT CHINESE IN U.S. OBTAIN ENTRY PERMITS INTO TAIWAN, I HAVE 
INVESTIGATED THIS MATTER AND PRELIMINARY STATEMENT, WHICH | 

MADE TO YOU AT OUR LAST MEETING, | FIND TO BE ENTIRELY CORRECT. 

THIS RELATES ONLY TO GENERAL REQUIREMENTS UNDER OUR IMMIGRATION 
LAWS THAT ALIENS, ADMITTED TO THE U.S, TEMPORARILY, DESIRING TO 

2 EXTEND THEIR STAY MUST PRESENT VALID EVIDENCE THAT UPON EXPIRATION 

; OF THEIR TEMPORARY STAY, THEY WILL BE ABLE TO PROCEED TO ANOTHER 
COUNTRY, THUS MATTER RELATES ENTIRELY TO CHINESE DESIRING 

REMAIN IN U.S., RATHER THAN CHINESE DESIRING RETURN TO YOUR 

COUNTRY, AND IN NO WAY INTERFERES WITH OR HINDERS ABILITY 

OF CHINESE IN U.S. RETURN TO YOUR COUNTRY, THUS MATTER HAS 

NO RELATION EITHER TO LETTER OR SPIRIT OF OUR AGREED 


ANNOUNCEMENT. 


of the United States 


W. | HAVE SPOKEN THUS FRANKLY WITH REGARD TO THIS MATTER 

AS | HOPE YOU CONTINUE SHARE MY FEELING THAT IT 1S IMPORTANT 
THAT IN PRIVACY OF THIS ROOM TWO OF US NOT ATTEMPT 
DISSIMULATE AND CONCEAL DIFFERENCES BUT OPENLY DISCUSS THEM 
WITH VIEW OF FINDING SOLUTIONS, 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


Xo | HAVE SPOKEN IN SOME DETAIL CONCERNING OUR AGREED ANNOUNCE- 
MENT ON SEPTEMBER 10 IN HOPE THAT OUR DIFFERENCES WITH REGARD 
TO THIS MATTER COULD ONCE AND FOR ALL BE RESOLVED AND 
THAT, FULLY UNDERSTANDING OUR POINT OF VIEW, YOUR GOVERNMENT 
WOULD TAKE THE NECESSARY STEPS REMOVE THIS IMPEDIMENT TO 
UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN US AND TO PROGRESS IN OUR DISCUSSIONS 
OF OTHER MATTERS, | FEEL THAT ENCOURAGING PROGRESS WE HAVE 

go BEEN ABLE MAKE TOWARD FINDING ACCEPTABLE FORM OF WORDS TO 

wre EXPRESS OUR DETERMINATION THAT OUR DIFFERENCES SHOULD NOT LEAD : 
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TO WAR MAKES IT DOUBLY URGENT THAT THIS OTHER MATTER BE QUICKLY 
RESOLVED, IT IS IN THIS SPIRIT | HAVE MADE THIS STATEMENT 
TH!1S MORNING AND IT IS IN THIS SPIRIT | HOPE IT WILL BE MOST 
CAREFULLY CONSIDERED BY YOU AND YOUR GOVERNMENT, 





END PREPARED STATEMENT. 


2. WANG REPLIED HE HAD ALREADY MADE KNOWN POSITION PRC SIDE 


ON QUESTIONS RELATING TO FIRST ITEM ON AGENDA WHICH | HAD 
RAISED AT LAST MEETING, 


3. TURNING TO PREPARED STATEMENT WANG CONTINUED DURING MEETING 
THIS MORNING | HAD AGAIN RAISED QUESTIONS IN THIS RESPECT, 
THOUGH HE HAD ALREADY MADE HIS REPLY ON SAME QUESTIONS | HAD 


RAISED NEVERTHELESS HE WILLING ONCE AGAIN EXPRESS POSITION 


4, WANG SAID AT LAST MEETING AND AGAIN THIS MORNING | HAD 

‘ RAISED QUESTIONON FIRST ITEM AND WITHOUT GROUNDS ACCUSED PRC 

. SIDE VIOLATING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, AT SAME TIME U.S. SIDE 
KEPT STALLING DISCUSSION OF SECOND ITEM, 

PRC SIDE CONSIDERED THIS ATTITUDE COULD. IN NO WAY BE RECONCILED 


WITH THE STATEMENTS AND THE GESTURES | HAD MADE REGARDING MY 
DESIRE SEE PROGRESS IN. TALKS. 


of the United States 





5« WANG SAID OUR FIRST ITEM CONCERNED RETURN CIVILIANS, 

17 WAS NONE OTHER THAN U.S, SIDE WHICH VIOLATING TERMS AGREEMENT, 
IN FIRST PLACE AS HE HAD PREVIOUSLY POINTED OUT PRC SIDE HAD 
PROVIDED US COMPLETE LIST OF AMERICANS IN CHINA AT OUTSET 

OUR TALKS WHEREAS U.S, SIDE FAILED DO SAME BY PROVIDING COMPLETE 
LIST ALL CHINESE IN U S, SO THAT INDIAN EMBASSY IN U.S. 


HAD NO MEANS OF FULLY CARRYING OUT FUNCTIONS SPECIFIED IN 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 
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6, WANG SAID HE COULD NOT AGREE TO MY STATEMENT THAT THIS 
QUESTION BEARS NO RELATION TO DISCUSSION OF RETURN CIVILIANS, 
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7- WANG SAID HIS SIDE HAS EVERY REASON TO REQUEST INDIAN 
EMBASSY LOOK INTO STATUS CHINESE IN U.S. AND INVESTIGATE 

FACTS CONCERNING OBSTRUCTIONS THEIR DEPARTURE, AS WELL AS OFFER 
ASSITANCE IN EFFECTING RETURN, YET U.S. HAS MADE KNOWN IT 
CANNOT GIVE ANY ASSISTANCE TO INDIAN EMBASSY THAT REGARD, 


8. WANG SAID U, S. SIDE CLAIMS INDIAN EMBASSY CAN ONLY COM} 


MUNICATE WITH CHINESE NATIONALS AFTER INDIVIDUALS HAVE PUT 
IN REQUEST, 


“io 


9. WANG SAID THOUGH PRC SIDE DOES NOT AGREE THIS INTERPRETATION, 
IN CIRCUMSTANCES SINCE U.S, SIDE ADOPTING SUCH INTERPRETATION 
PRC SIDE CAN ONLY TREAT BRITISH CHARGE ON PARALLEL FOOTING, 


10. WANG SAID AND NOW U. S, SIDE EXPRESSES DISSATISFACTION 
WITH SITUATIONWHICH HAS BEEN CREATED SOLELY BY U.S. SIDE, 
THIS 1S NOTHING BUT MAKING A NONSENSICAL FUSS, 


11. WANG SAID IT ONLY PRC SIDE WHICH ENTITLED RAISE PROTEST, 


IF U.S. SIDE WISHES ALTER THIS SITUATION IT MUST FIRST PROVIDE 
COMPLETE LIST NAMES ADDRESSES CHINESE IN U.S, 


12. WANG SA!D IN SECOND PLACE AMERICAN PRISONERS HELD IN 
CHINESE PRISONS ARE THOSE WHO HAVE BREACHED LAW, MURING PERIOD 
THEY ARE SERVING SENTENCES THEY NOT ENTITLED TO REQUEST 


RETURN, TO SPEAK OF OBSTRUCTION TO DEPARTURE IS EVEN MORE 
OUT OF QUESTION, 


13. WANG SAID HOWVER AS PRC SIDE HAS STATED CHINESE GOVERNMENT 
REVIEWING THESE CASES ACCORDANCE CHINESE LEGAL PROCEDURES 


AS WELL AS TAKING BEHAVICR INDIVIDUAL INTO ACCOUNT AND WILL 
THEN DECIDE MEASURES TO BE TAKEN TOWARDS THEM, 


14, WANG SAID IT 1S MATTER OF FACT THAT CHINA HAS IN 


ACCORDANCE ITS OWN STATEMENT ALREADY TAKEN CONCRETE STEPS 
AND 1S CARRYING ON REVIEWING WORK, 
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15. WANG SAID CHINA HAS EVEN MADE AVAILABLE TO THE PRISONERS 
FULL TEXT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND HAS LENT HAND TO BRITISH 


CHARGE IN DISTRIBUTING NOTICES THESE PEOPLE CONCERNING AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT, « 


16. WANG SAID IN THE EVENT OF INDIVIDUALS MAKING REQUEST 


BRITISH CHARGE IS ALSO ASSISTED TO COMMUNICATE WITH AND 
INTERVIEW THEM, 


17. WANG SAID | COULD NOT DENY THAT LETTERS FROM THESE PEOPLE 


ASKING BRITISH CHARGE FOR ASSISTANCE HAVE ALL BEEN PERMITTED 
TO BE FORWARDED, 


18. 


OUTGOING COMMUNICATIONS OF COURSE MUST BE HANDLED ACCORDING 
TO REGULATIONS LAID DOWN BY COMPETENT CHINESE AUTHORITIES, 


19, WANG SAID HOWEVER OTHER SIDE THIS MATTER IS THAT U,S, 
SIDE NEVER INFORMED PRC SIDE AS TO EXACTLY HOW MANY CHINESE 
IMPRISOED IN U.S, NOR HAS INDIAN EMBASSY BEEN GIVEN LIST, 

SO |1T HAS NO MEANS OF MAKING CHECK, INDIAN EMBASSY ALSO FINDS 


NO WAY EXTENDING ASSISTANCE TO SUCH PERSONS, SUCH SITUTATION 
1S UNEQUITABLE, 


GOWEN 
OW 
Sulvidv NYIISV UVs 
inne Wg 
OF ZL WW 91 9390 S6 
. CONF | DENTI AL 
=i 


WANG SAID DURING TERM OF THEIR SENTENCES AMERICAN PRISONERS! 
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20. WANG SAID NOW THAT U.S. SIDE HAS RAISED QUESTION OF AMERICANS 
WHO HAVE BREACHED LAWS PRC S!DE DEMANDS U.S. SHOULD FIRST 
SUBMIT LIST OF CHINESE IMPRISONED IN UNITED STATES. 


el. WANG SAID IN THIRD PLACE US. SIDE HAS ALSO KEPT RAISING 
QUESTION OF RATE AT WHICH PRC SIDE HAS BEEN RELEASING LAW 
BREAKING AMERICANS. AS HE HAD SPECIFICALLY STATED, THIS 

WOULD NOT ADVANCE !MPLEMENTATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT . 
AMERICANS WHO HAD BROKEN LAW MUST BE HANDLED IN ACCORDANCE 
CHINESE LEGAL PROCEDURES AND THIS COULD BY NO MEANS BE HASTENED 


BY SETTING DEADLINE. SUCH IS A MATTER CHINESE SOVEREIGN 
RIGHTS 


7 a - es 
a ee Eh dana - Si th, ae 
se De Se ee ee ee 
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22. WANG SAID | HAD ALSO TIME AND AGAIN MADE REFERENCE TO 
RESPECTING CHINESE LEGAL PROCEDURES AND AVOIDING ACTIONS PRE- 
JUDIC ING CHINESE SOVEREIGN RIGHTS. 


23. WANG SAID THUS U. S. SIDE HAS NO JUSTIFICATION WHATEVER 
TO RAISE DEMAND FOR EFFECTING RELEASE BY A DEADLINE OR 
OTHERWISE MAKING SUCH A DEMAND UNDER DIFFERENT CLOAK. 
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24. WANG SAID PRC SIDE HAS BEEN RELEASING AMERICANS WHO HAVE 
BREACHED A LAW. FROM BEGINNING THESE TALKS ON AUGUST 1 
ALREADY 26 AMONG 40 AMERICANS WHO HAD BREACHED LAWS HAVE BEEN 
RELEASED. THIS !S FACT WHICH | CANNOT BUT RECOGNIZE. 

ALREADY TWO-THIRDS OF AMERICANS HAVE BEEN RELEASED. 


25. WANG SAID HOWEVER NO CORRESPONDING MEASURES BEING TAKEN 
WITH RESPECT CHINESE BEING HELD IN PRISON IN U.S. 


aS | 26. WANG 
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26. WANG SAID 'N FOURTH PLACE (iSO7AR AS ORDINARY AMERICANS 

IN PRC CONCERNED THEY HAV®  _VER FWCOUNTERED ANY DIFFICULTY 

IN DEPARTING. SINCE BEGINNING 1HESE TALKS CHINA BEEN EXTENDING 
ASSISTANCE TO EXPEDITE HANDLING THEIR PENDING AFFAIRS IN ORDER 
THEY MAY EFFECT THEIR RETURN AT ESRLY DATE. 


27. WANG SAID 16 WC ~arPLIED TO RETURN WERE ALL PERMITTED 
RETURN. 3 OF 16 HAVE NOT YET DEPARTED FROM CHINA. THAT IS 
DUE THEIR HAVING UNSETTLED AFFAIRS. HOWEVER, CHINA GIVING 
THEM ALL ASSISTANCE. ° 


28. WANG SAID THE REMAINING AMERICAN NATIONALS WHO MAY LATER 
DESIRE DEPART WILL ALSO BE ABLE MAKE THEIR DEPARTURE AND CAN 
ALSO COUNT ON BEING GIVEN SIMILAR ASSISTANCE... 


29. WANG SAID INSOFAR AS CHINESE IN U.S. CONCERNED, EVEN IN 
CASE OF 103 CHINESE WHOM U.S. SIDE ADMITTED HAD LONG WANTED 
DEPART BUT WHOSE DEPARTURE BEEN PREVENTED, 38 OF THEM NOT 
YET RETURNED UP TO PRESENT. 


30. WANG SAID U.S. SIDE STATED THAT THEY WERE PERMITTED TO 
DEPART. HOWEVER U.S. SIDE NEVER SUBMITTED THEIR ADDRESSES 
NOR ACCOUNTED FOR FAILURE TO EFFECT THEIR RETURN. MOREOVER 


U.S. SIDE HAS REFUSED ASSIST INDIAN EMBASSY LOOK INTO THEIR 
STATUS. 


31. WANG SAID IN FIFTH PLACE PRC SIDE PARTICULARLY WANTS LODGE 
PROTEST IN CONNECTION WITH MEASURE OF IMMIGRATION NATURAL! ZATION 
SERVICE WHICH REQUIRES CHINESE STUDENTS REMAINING IN U.S. 

TO OBTAIN ENTRY PERMITS FOR TAIWAN. 


32. WANG SAID | HAD SAID AT LAST MEETING THAT EVEN iF THIS 
WAS CASE |!T WAS NOT VIOLATION AGREEMENT. | HAD AGAIN THIS 


MORNING MADE REFERENCE TO MY PREVIOUS STATEMENT. HOWEVER THAT 
STATEMENT 1S SHEER SOPHISTRY. 


33. WANG SAID THIS REQUIREMENT OF IMMIGRATION NATURALIZATION 
SERVICE HAS NOTHING IN COMMON WITH ARRANGEMENTS GENERALLY 
REQUIRED OF FOREIGN NATIONALS BEFORE THEY EFFECT THEIR DEPARTURE. 


34. WANG SAID IT ENTIRELY UNDERSTANDABLE THAT CHINESE 


STUDENTS 
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STUDENTS MAY NOT BE ABLE MAKE T: ©3F RCTURN FOR TIME BEING 
WHETHER BECAUSE THEY NOT YE’ ~uAPLETED STUDIES OR BECAUSE 
THEY MIGHT BE DELAYED © VCIHER PERSONAL AFFAIRS. 


35. WANG SAID BY REQUIRING THESE CH!NESE STUDENTS PROCEED 
TAIWAN U.S. OBVIOUSLY SUBJECTING 1tHEM FURTHER THREAT SO THAT 
IN FUTURE THEY WILL NOT Dakt DEMAND RETURN MAINLAND OF CHINA. 


36. WANG SAID AS FAR BACK AS LAST APRIL STATE DEPARTMENT HAD 
ADMITTED THAT "SOME CHINESE STUDENTS MAY REFRAIN FROM APPLYING 
TO IMMIGRATION NATURALIZATION SERVICE FOR PERMISSION RETURN 

TO MAINLAND FOR FEAR OF BEING REFUSED". AND NOW U.S. NOT 

ONLY FAILED TAKE MEASURE ELIMINATE APPREHENSION CREATED DURING 
LONG PERIOD IN WHICH THEY BEEN SUBJECT OBSTRUCTION AND THREAT 
BUT HAS FURTHER ADOPTED THREATS AGAINST THEM. THIS IS 
ENTIRELY IN VIOLATION LETTER AND SPIRIT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


PRC SIDE DEMANDS THAT U.S. SIDE PROMPTLY REMOVE SUCH REGULATIONS 
WHICH VIOLATE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


3/ WANG SAID IT tS U.S. SIDE WHICH HAS VIOLATED AGREEMENT 
REACHED ON FIRST ITEM. YET U.S. SIDE HAS BEEN MAKING ACCUSATIONS 
AGAINST PRC SIDE WITHOUT ANY GROUNDS. U.S. SECRETARY OF STATE 
AND OTHER SPOKESMEN HAVE REVERSED THE MERITS OF THIS CASE 

BY ACCUSING PRC SIDE OF ALLEGED FAILURE IMPLEMENT. IN VIEW 


OF THIS CHINESE GOVERNMENT HAS DECIDED MAKE STATEMENT ON THIS 
QUESTION. 


38. WANG SAID HE MUST POINT OUT FROM SERIES OF STATEMENT 
MADE BY US ON FIRST ITEM OF AGENDA IT APPEARS U.S. SIDE HAS 
REGARDED AGREEMENT AS PURELY UNILATERAL REQUIREMENT PRC SIDE 
ASSUME OBLIGATIONS WHILE US SIDE NOT BOUND. U.S. SIDE NOT 
ONLY FAILED PROVIDE PRC SIDE AND iNDIANS WITH FACILITIES 

BUT LA!D DOWN REGULATIONS IN VIOLATION OF THE AGREEMENT. 


HE URGED U.S. SIDE IMPLEMENT AGREEMENT AND STILL CONSIDERED 
WE SHOULD PROCEED ITEM TWO DISCUSSION. 


39. WANG SAID IN COURSE DISCUSSION OF SECOND ITEM IT IS 
U.S. SIDE WHICH SUGGESTED RENUNCIATION FORCE IN INTERNATIONAL 
RELATIONS. IT WAS ALSO U S. SIDE WHICH DEMANDED THAT TWO 

| SIDES 
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SIDES MAKE STATEMENT THIS RESFECT. PRC SIDE HAS NOT ONLY 
PUT FORWARD REASONABLE DRAFT “Ui AGAIN SUBMITTED NEW DRAFT 


DRAWN ON BASIS POINTS T'., HAVE BEEN AGREED OR MAY BE AGREED 4 


4O. WANG SAID AT PREVIOUSMEETING | HAD STATED AS RESULT OF° - 
| EFFORT PRC SIDE THERE HAD BEEN CONSIDERABLE PROGRESS IN TALKS. 


: AT LAST MEETING | HAD IND} CafrED IT WOULD BE UNREALISTIC ENTER, 
; INTO ANOTHER AGREEMtNT BEFORE PREVIOUS sor eS FULLY 





\MPLEMENTED. 
Ww 
3 41. WANG SAID IT WOULD APPEAR THAT IT: 1S CHANCE OF AGREEMENT 
2 THAT HAS MADE U.S. SIDE HASTILY REVERT TO SAME SELF- 
= CONTRADICTORY POSITION WHICH U.S. SIDE HAD TAKEN COUPLE OF 
= MONTHS AGO WHEN U.S. SIDE INSISTED ON FINAL IMPLEMENTAION 
S AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT BEFORE ENTERING INTO DISCUSSION OF SECOND 
na (TEM. 
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42, WANG SAID THIS SITUATION COULD NOT BUT POSE ONCE MORE 
QUESTION OF WHETHER U.S. S!DE HAS SINCERE DES!RE FOR PROGRESS 
WHEN IT INSISTS ON THE CONDITION OF FINAL IMPLEMENTATION BEFORE 
THERE WILL BE ANOTHER AGREEMENT. DID | MEAN THAT THERE COULD 
BE AN AGREEMENT ONLY AFTER ALL CHINESE IN U. Se DESIRING TO 
RETURN HAD DONE SO? IF THAT WERE WHAT | MEANT IT WOULD 

NOT BE A MATTER OF FEW MONTHS BUT A MATTER OF YEARS FOR THE 
RETURN OF CHINESE IN U.S. WHO NUMBER TENS OF THOUSANDS. 


43, WANG SAID U.S. SIDE MUST SEE THAT IF IT ATTEMPTS BY THIS 


METHOD TO DRAG OUT OR BREAK UP THE TALKS IT WILL GET NOTHING 
GOOD OUT OF IT. 


44, WANG SAID HE WISHED TO POINT OUT THAT IF U.S. SIDE WAS 
SINCERE THERE 1S NO JUSTIFICATION FOR ENTANGLING TALKS WITH 
QUESTION OF ITEM ONE. AGREEMENT SHOULD BE REACHED ON NEW 


DRAFT OF PRC SIDE. THEN TALKS COULD PROCEED TO NEGOTIATION ON 
PROBLEMS AT ISSUE BETWEEN BOTH SIDES. 


us. | REPLIED THAT EITHER WANG HAD MISUNDERSTOOD ME, IN WHICH 


CASE | WAS SORRY | HAD NOT MADE| MYSELF CLEAR, OR HE HAD CHOSEN 
DISTORT WHAT | HAD SAID CONCERNING RELATIONSHIP OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF SEPTEMER 10 AND POSSIBLE FUTURE AGREEMENTS. 
WANG HAD QUOTED ME AS SAYING IT WOULD BE UNREALISTIC TO ENTER 
INTO ANOTHER AGREEMENT BEFORE FIRST WAS FULLY IMPLEMENTED. 

| DID NOT RECALL HAVING SAID THAT AND FELT SURE | HADN'T. 

WHAT | HAD SAID, WAS THAT |. FELT |1T WOULD BE UNREALISTIC ENTER 
INTO ANOTHER AGREEMENT UNLESS FULL CONFIDENCE WAS ESTABLISHED 
THAT FIRST WAS BEING CARRIED OUT. | HAD MANY TIMES REFERRED 
TO IMPORANCE OF CONFIDENCE AND FULL UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN 


US, WITHOUT 
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50. |! SAID SOMETIME BEFORE WE ISSUED ANNOUNCEMENT, WANG HAD 
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US, WITHOUT wHiCH IT WOULD BE UNREALISTIC ENTER INTO OTHER 


AGREEMENTS. | HAD UNDERSTOOD AT LAST MEETING HE AGREED WITH 
THAT. 


46. | SAID | HAD FOR THESE REASONS DISCUSSED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
IN SUCH DETAIL. FAR FROM DESIRING TO RETARD PROGRESS | WAS 
HOPING BY THIS TO EXPEDITE PROGRESS. IN THAT SPIRIT |! HAD 
FRANKLY DISCUSSED MATTER. IF |! DID NOT DESIRE MAKE PROGRESS, 

| CERTAINLY WOULD NOT TAKE TIME AND EFFORT DISCUSS THIS FIRST 
MATTER AS SERIOUSLY AS | HAD. |! WOULD BE DOING DISSERVICE 


TO BOTH OF US IF | ATTEMPTED CONCEAL OR GLOSS OVER MY GOVERNMENT'S 
FEELING CONCERNING OPERATION OF FIRST ANNOUNCEMENT. 


47. | SAID WE SHOULD BE COMPLETELY FRANK. AT TIME WANG AND 
| HAD DISCUSSED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, IT WAS CLEAR BETWEEN 

US THAT LARGEST GROUP OF AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY UNDER 
DISCUSSION WAS THOSE IN PRISON. | HAD MADE IT CLEAR AT THAT 


TIME | HAD NO INTENT INTERFERE WITH METHOD HIS GOVERNMENT 
CHOSE HANDLE PROBLEM. 


48, | SAID AT TIME WE ISSUED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, ONLY AMERICANS 
REMAINING WANG'S COUNTRY CONCERNING WHOM US. HAD NO ASSURANCES 
IN REGARD TO DEPARTURE WERE THOSE IN PRISON. OUR LONG 
DISCUSSION OF DRAFT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT HAD REVOLVED ALMOST 
ENTIRELY ABOUT THIS GROUP. | HAD AT FIRST SUGGESTED PROBLEM 
BE RESOLVED BY PERMITTING THEIR RETURN PRIOR TO ANY STATEMENT. 
WHEN WANG NOT WILLING, | HAD SUGGESTED RELEASE BE SIMULTANEOUS 
WITH ISSUANCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. WHEN WANG DID NOT ACCEPT 
THAT PROPOSAL, |! SUGGESTED AT LEAST PRIVATE UNDERSTANDING 
CONCERNING LENGTH OF TIME THAT WOULD BE NEEDED. WANG UNABLE 
ACCEPT THAT POSITION. HOWEVER, WANG HAD TOLD ME MANY TIMES, 
TIME REQUIRED WOULD BE VERY SHORT. | WOULD NOT REVIEW ENTIRE 


DISCUSSION THAT LED UP TO SUGGESTION BY WANG AND ACCEPTANCE 
BY US OF WORD "EXPEDITIOUSLY". 


49, | SAID 1T WAS CERTAINLY CLEAR IN USING THAT WORD CONCERNING 
RELEASE OF AMERICANS IN PRC WE WERE TALKING ABOUT AMERICANS 

IN PRISON. IT WAS ALSO CLEAR THAT PHRASE "FURTHER APPROPRIATE 
MEASURES" PERTAINED TO MEASURES WITHIN PRC SOVEREIGNTY THAT 
WOULD BE TAKEN TO BRING ABOUT RELEASE THESE AMERICANS. 


INDICATED REVIEW OF NUMBER OF CASES HAD BEEN COMPLETED. 
ON SEPTEMBER 
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ON SEPTEMBER 10. HE INFORMED ME OF THESE 10 NAMES WHOSE REVIEW 
COMPLETED. | DID NOT KNOW HOW LONG REVIEW OF 10 HAD TAKEN, 

BUT PRESUMABLY REV!EW STARTED AFTER AUGUST 1. AS i HAD 
POINTED OUT THIS MORNING, THIS MADE TOTAL OF 33 PERSONS ASSURED 
RELEASE IN SIX WEEK PERIOD BETWEEN AUGUST 1 AND SEPTEMBER 10, 
INCLUDING 12 NAMES GIVEN ME SEPTEMBER 6 AND 11 NAMES AUGUST 

1. IN FOURTEEN WEEKS SINCE THAT TIME, ONLY 5 ADDITIONAL 
RELEASED. AS | HAD SAID, IT APPEARED ISSUANCE AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT HAS IN FACT SLOWED UP RESOLUTION THIS PROBLEM. 


51. | SAID | HAD NOT RAISED QUESTION OF COMPLETE IMPLEMENTATION 
OF SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT. | THOUGHT !T COULD AND SHOULD 
HAVE BEEN COMPLETELY IMPLEMENTED BEFORE THIS, INSOFAR AS THIS 
GROUP OF AMERICANS |S CONCERNED. IF !T COULD HAVE BEEN, 

THIS CERTAINLY WOULD HAVE HAD BENEFICIAL EFFECTS. NEVERTHELESS, 
WHAT | HAVE BEEN RAISING IS ONLY QUESTION WHETHER STATEMENT 


HAS ANY REAL SUBSTANCE OR MEANING INSOFAR AS THIS GROUP IS 
CONCERNED. 


5e. | SAID ON BASIS OF FACTS IT IS CERTAINLY UNDERSTANDABLE 
THAT MY GOVERNMENT HAS DOUBTS CONCERNING HOW MUCH MEANING 
STATEMENT REALLY HAS. APPARENTLY PRC HAD RESERVATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO MEANING AND SUBSTANCE OF STATEMENT. THOSE 
RESERVATIONS NOT APPARENT TO MY GOVERNMENT WHEN IT AGREED 

TO ENTER INTO STATEMENT. WHAT | WAS ASKING IN ALL EARNESTNESS 


WAS THAT SOME ACTION BE TAKEN BY PRC WHICH WOULD REMOVE DOUBTS 
ON PART MY GOVERNMENT. 


53- | SAID TURNING AGAIN TO QUESTIONS HE HAD RAISED, |! HONESTLY 
DID NOT SEE HOW THEY BORE ANY RELATIONSHIP TO QUESTION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION. AS | HAD POINTED OUT THERE ARE SIMPLE TESTS 

OF MANNER IN WHICH ANNOUNCEMENT |S BEING IMPLEMENTED. | 

WOULD NOT TAKE THE TIME TO REPEAT. HOWEVER, BASIC TEST IS 
WHETHER OR NOT THERE |S OBSTRUCTION TO ANY CHINESE DEPARTING 
U.e.Se FOR PRC OR ANY OTHER COUNTRY. IN SPITE OF ALL DISCUSSION 
REVOLVING ABOUT THIS QUESTION, THERE IS STILL TO BE PRODUCED 

AS SINGLE CASE OF ANY KIND OF OFFICIAL OBSTRUCTION BY U.S. 

SINCE MY ASSURANCES TO WANG THIS REGARD ON AUGUST 2. 





54. | SAID ON ONE HAND HE HAD RAISED QUESTION OF 38 CHINESE 
WHO HAD NOT RETURNED, OUT OF GROUP OF 103. ON OTHER HAND HE 
HAD MADE STATEMENT ACKNOWLEDGING SOME CHINESE IN U.Se MAY 
NOT DESIRE RETURN FOR TIME BEING. IN REGARD TO 103, HE 
APPARENTLY STILL NOT CLEAR WHAT THAT GROUP CONSISTED OF. 


| HAD NEVER SAID THAT ALL OF GROUP DESIRED RETURN AND PREVENTED 
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a FROM DOING SO. i LID NOT WANT TO GO AGAIN OVER ISSUANCE OF 
RESTRAINING ORDERS. | WANTED TO MAKE CLEAR, HOWEVER, THAT 
ISSUANCE THOSE ORDFRS NOT NFCFSSARILY RELATED TO WHETHER PERSON 
DESIRED RETURN. ORDERS '* «9, A3 1 HAD POINTED OUT, IN 
‘ABSENCE OF EXIT PERMi, 3)¥STEM 10 PREVENT DEPARTURE OF PERSONS 
WE DID NOT DESIRE GO PRC AT THAT TIME. SOME PERSONS THAT GROUP 





MAY NOT AT ANY TIME HAVE IN FACT DCSIRED RETURN. OTHERS 
hee MAY HAVE SUBSEQUENTLY CHANCFD iHEIR MIND. | HAD NO WAY OF 
KNOW ING» 
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55- $| SAID FACTS IN INDIVIDUAL CASES NOT IMPORTANT, |IMPORTANT 

THING 1S WHETHER PERSONS NOW KNOW THAT THEY FREE TO GO IF 

THEY SO DESIRE AND THAT IF THEY FEEL OBSTRUCTED THEY FREE 
COMMUNICATE WITH INDIAN EMBASSY, EACH PERSON INDIVIDUALLY 

INFORMED RESTRAINING ORDER HIS CASE LIFTED, EACH PERSON AWARE OF HIS 
RIGHT TO GET ON BOAT AND LEAVE IF HE DESIRED DO SO, EACH 

PERSON PERFECTLY AWARE OF ABILITY AND RIGHT TO COMMUNICATE 

WITH INDIAN EMBASSY !) 4E FEELS OBSTRUCTED, THAT APPLIES TO 

ALL CHINESE IN U,S, 


56. | SAID WANG HAD AGAIN SPOKEN OF ALLEGED FEAR OF SOME 
CHINESE (Ni U.S, TO APPLY FOR DEPARTURE LEST THEY BE REFUSED, 
| HAD STATED OVER AND OVER AGAIN THAT NO CHINESE DESIRING 
DEPART U.S. NEED APPLY TO ANHOONE FOR PERMISSION TO DO SO, 
NO EXIT PERMITS OF ANY KIND REQUIRED TO DEPARTURE, AS | HAD 
POINTED OUT THIS MORNING, IF OUR NATIONALS WERE TO BE PLACED 
ON EQUAL BASIS, PRC WOULD HAVE TO REPEAL ITS EXIT PERMIT 
REQUIREMENTS, HOWEVER, | HAD NOT AND DID NOT INTEND TO MAKE 
SUCH DEMAND, SINCE | DID NOT WANT GET BOGGED DOWN IN 

DISCUSS 1ON OF SUBJECT, 
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57. | SAID WANG HAD REFERRED TO CASES CHINESE IN PRISON IN 





+ U.S. | DID NOT KNOW OF ANY SUCH CASE, CERTAINLY IF THERE Q 
WERE A CHINESE IN PRISON WHO DESIRED RETURN, HE FREE COMMUNICATE () 
WITH INDIAN EMBASSY AND INDIAN EMBASSY FREE INVESTIGATE HIS 2 
CASE, hry 
S 
58. | SAID WANG HAD ALSO AGAIN RAISED QUESTION OF INS REQUIREMENT D 
CONCERNING ENTRY PERMITS TO TAIWAN, 1! WOULD REPEAT AGAIN THAT 
(2 —s«sTHERE 1S NO GENERAL REQUIREMENT CHINESE IN U.S, OBTAIN ENTRY 4 
3 PERMITS TO TAIWAN, WHAT THERE IS, IS NORMAL AND REGULAR > 
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REQUIREMENT OF ANY COUNTRY THAT PERSON ENTERING COUNTRY 
TEMPORARILY MUST SHOW THAT AT END OF STAY HE ABLE GO SOMEWHERE 
ELSE, THIS NOT APS! ICABLE TO CHINESE ALONE BUT TO ALL ALIENS 
ENTERING COUNTRY [HIS NORMAL REQUIREMENT BY CONSULAR OFFICERS ( 
ISSUING VISAS AND HAS BEEN DONE AS LONG AS | CAN REMEMBER, 

WHEN PERSON IN COUNTRY UNDER TEMPORARY STATUS DESIRES EXTEND . 
PERIOD OF STAY, HE MUST HOW THIS STILL HOLDS GOOD, 


59. | SAID THIS AROSE REGULARLY IN REGARD TO CHINESE ADMITTED . 
TEMPORARILY AS |T DOES IN REGARD ANY OTHER NATIONALITY, 

REQUIREMENT CAN BE SATISFIED IN NUMBER OF WAYS, DOES NOT 

CHANGE FACT WHEN ALIEN DESIRES DEPART HE FREE TO DO SO AND 

GO ANY PLACE OF HIS CHOICE, THIS NEED NOT BE PLACE HE INDICATED 

AT TIME OF APPLICATION, WE DO NOT CONTROL DESTINATION OF 


ALIENS, THEY FREE DEPART ANY TIME FOR ANY DESTINATION OF 
THEIR CHOICE, 


60, ! SAID WANG HAD SPOKEN OF HIS GOVERNMENT MAKING STATEMENT 
ON SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT, IT WAS NOT CLEAR WHETHER HE 
REFERRING TO HIS STATEMENT HERE THIS MORNING OR TO PUBLIC 
STATEMENT, | HOPED IT WOULD NOT BE LATTER, ! WAS WILLING 
SEE FACTS MADE PUBL!C, AS |! WAS SURE FACTS WOULD SPEAK FOR 
THEMSELVES, BUT | DID NOT SEE HOW IT WOULD HELP PROGRESS TALKS 


TO ENGAGE IN PUBLIC PROPAGANDA, SUCH SOURCE WOULD CERTAINLY 
ENTANGLE DISCUSSIONS, 


61. | SAID | WAS SURE HE HAD NOTED THAT IN SPITE OF GREAT 

PUBLIC CONCERN IN U.S, OVER SUBJECT, STATEMENTS BY SECRETARY 

OF STATE RESTRAINED IN TONE AND CONINED TO EXPRESSION EXPECTATION 
ANNOUNCEMENT WILL BE FULLY IMPLEMENTED, SECRETARY THUS 


ATTEMPTING DISCOURAGE PUBLIC DEBATE,, | THOUGHT HE HAD BEEN 
QUITE SUCCESSFUL IN THIS EFFORT, 


62 |! SAID | HAD TALKED PRIVATELY AND FRANKLY WITH WANG ABOUT 
SUBJECT, | HAD CAREFULLY AND HONESTLY ANSWERED ALL QUESTIONS 
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HE HAD RAISED, AND FRANKLY GIVE VIEWS OF MY GOVERNMENT, 
| FAILED TO SEE HOW BRINGING ALL THIS INTO PUBLIC PROPAGANDA 
DEBATE COULD CONTRIBUTE TO PROGRESS, 


63. WANG REPLIED THAT HE WAS VERY DISAPPOINTED AND WISHED 
EXPRESS REGRET THAT DISCUSSION LAST MEETING AND AGAIN TODAY 
HAD GONE BEYOND ITEM TWO OF AGENDA, PRC SIDE HAS NO INTENT 
OR DESIRE GO BACK TO DISPUTES AND DISCUSSION THAT TOOK PLACE 
—— 7 BEFORE ISSUANCE OF SEPTEMBER 10 AGREEMENT, IT WAS BECAUSE | 
HAD ENGAGED DISCUSSION ITEM ONE, PRC SIDE FORCED DO SAME, 





64, WANG SAID HIS SIDE ALWAYS REJECTED ANY ACCUSATIONS BY 

MYSELF OR BY U.S, OFFICIALS ALLEGING HIS SIDE VIOLATING AGREEMENT 
ON RETURN CIVILIANS, IT HAS BEEN POSITION PRC SIDE ALL ALONG 
THAT EITHER WE WOULD NOT REACH AGREEMENT OR, IF AGREEMENT 
REACHED, |T WOULD BE FAITHFULLY CARRIED OUT SO FAR AS PRC 

SIDE CONCERNED, PRC HAS NOT ALTERED THIS POSITION, IT 

CAN BE SEEN PRC SIDE IS EXACTLY PERFORMING AGREEMENT, FROM 
FIGURES | HAD PRODUCED THIS MORNING, CANNOT BE DENIED MAJORITY 


OF AMERICANS INCLUDING THOSE WHO COMMITTED OFFENSES HAVE 
DEPARTED, | 


65. WANG SAID WE HAD HAD LONG ARGUMENT OVER HANDLING OF 
GROUP OF AMERICANS WHO BREACHED LAW iN CHINA, PRC SIDE DID 
NOT ENTER INTQ AGREEMENT THAT THIS GROUP WOULD BE RELEASED 
BY GIVEN DATE, THIS VERY CLEAR, AS HE HAD INDICATED BEFORE, 
TWO FACTORS WILL COUNT CONCERNING HANDLING THESE AMERICANS, 
ONE FACTOR IS BEHAVIOR OF INDIVIDUAL AND NATURE OF CASE, 
OTHER 1S MANNER IN WHICH RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES 


of the United States 


IMPROVE, HE MIGHT ASK WHETHER THERE HAS BEEN AN SIGNIFICANT 


IMPROVEMENT IN RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES SINCE ISSUANCE 
OF SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT , 
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66, WANG SAID AS TO QUESTION WHETHER THERE ARE CHINESE HELD 
IN US PRISONS, | HAD ANSWERED | DID NOT KNOW OF SUCH CASES, 
THIS DID NOT MEAN THAT THERE 1S NO SUCH CASE, | HAD SAID EVEN 
IF THERE WERE SUCH CASES, CHINESE HELD IN U,S, PRISONS WOULD 
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BE FREE COMMUNICATE wiTH INDIAN EMBASSY AND REQUEST LATTER 

MAKE INVESTiGATION IN SUCH CASES, THIS WAS ANSWER | HAD PROVIDED, 
HE WANTED TO POINT “UT THAT INVESTIGATION INTO FACTS SUCH CASES 
AND ABILITY THESE PERSONS Lif Ci RETURN ARE TWO SEPARATE MATTERS, 
HE WISHED ASSURE ME CHINLSE GOVERNMENT HANDLING CASES AMERICANS 
WHO BREACH LAW IN CHINA IN EXACTLY THIS MANNER, 


67. WANG SAID CONCERNING 38 OF 103 CHINESE WHO HAD BEEN PREVENTED 
FROM RETURNING AND HAVE NOT YET EFFECTED RETURN, | HAD SUGGESTED 
THESE PERSONS MAY HAVE CHANGED THEIR MIND, HE CONSIDERED THERE 
WAS NO GROUND FOR SUCH CONCLUSION, IT INCREDIBLE THAT INDIVIDUALS 
WHO HAD DARED DEMAND RETURN UNDER CIRCUMSTANCES OF BEING 


SUBJECTED TO THREATS WOULD NOT WISH TO RETURN AFTER ISSUANCE 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 
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68, WANG SAID IN REGARD TO INS REQUIREMENT CHINESE STUDENTS 

BTAIN ENTRY PERMIT TAIWAN WITHIN GIVEN TIME LIMIT, MY -_ 
EXPLANATION WAS NOT CONVINCING, HE MIGHT CITE CASE OF AMERICAN aie 
NATIONALS IN CHINA TO EXPLAIN HIS POINT, AS |! WAS AWARE, ea 
MRS, HUIZER WAS HOLDING DUTCH PASSPORT AND AS RULE WOULD 

BE CONSIDERED DUTCH NATIONAL, HOWEVER, | HAD REQUESTED SHE 

BE RETURNED AS AMERICAN NATIONAL, IT WAS GOOD WILL ON PRC 

SIDE THAT CASE WAS HANDLED AS THAT OF AMERICAN NATIONAL, 

IN EXPLAINING MY POINT | HAD STATED EVERY AL!EN NATIONAL 

SHOULD BE ALLOWED PROCEED DESTINATION OF HIS CHOICE, HOW 

WOULD | EXPLAIN MATTER CONCERNING CHINESE NATIONALS IN 

U.S.? WHY DID U.S, SIDE NOT TAKE STEPS SO CHINESE WOULD 

OBTAIN ENTRY PERMITS TO CHINA INSTEAD OF INSISTING THEY OBTAIN 

ENTRY PERMITS TAIWAN, BY CONTRASTING MANNER IN WHICH PRC 

SIDE HANDLED CASE OF MRS, HUZER AND MANNER IN WHICH U,S, 

SIDE HANDLED REQUIREMENT CHINESE STUDENTS OBTAIN ENTRY PERMITS 

TAIWAN, CLEAR PICTURE EMERGES OF UNFRIENDLY ATTITUDE U,S, 

SIDE, THIS ALSO OPEN VIOLATION SEPTEMBER 10 AGREEMENT, 


69, WANG SAID | HAD SPOKEN OF NECESSITY ENSURING UNDERSTANDING 

AND CONFIDENCE BOTH SIDES IN SOLUTION PROBLEMS BEFORE US, 

ON THIS HE WAS IN FULL AGREEMENT, HE REGARDED PRESENT TALKS O 

AS CONCRETE STEP TOWARD PROMOTION UNDERSTANDING AND CONF | DENCE O 

OUR TWO SIDES, AFTER FORTY DAYS DISCUSSION, WE ABLE AGREE ON > 

SEPTEMBER 10 AGREEMENT, THE FIRST BETWEEN US, THIS REPRESENTED hry 

FURTHER INCREASE CONFIDENCE AND UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN OUR = 

TWO SIDES, fe 
< 


70. WANG SAID IF SINCE SEPTEMBER 10 SIDE ISSUES HAD NOT BEEN 

RAISED IN DISCUSSION, HE WAS SURE WE WOULD HAVE BEEN ABLE 

ON BASIS SEPTEMBER 10 AGREEMENT MAKE STEADY PROGRESS IN SETTLEMENEY 
HIS 
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OTHER MATTERS AT ISSUE IN SINCERE SPIRIT, HOWEVER, STALLING 


BY U.S, SIDE IN DISCUSSION ITEM 2 AND ENTANGLING OVER QUESTION 


OF FIRST ITEM OF AGENDA, EVF*! .iTH ACCUSATION PRC HAS VIOLATED = 
LolAIN BETTER UNDERSTAND ING e 


AGREEMENT, WILL NOT HF!” 


71.~ WANG SAID DURING COURSE DISCUSSION PRC SIDE HAS FIRMLY 
FOLLOWED UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN ©7iH SIDES TO DISCUSS MATTERS 


: IN FRANK AND OPEN SPIRIT \¥i11HOUT ENGAGING IN PROGPAGANDA, 


{ 
MQWEVER REPEATED DioliORTIONS APPEARING IN PRESS ORIGINATED BY, ” 


U.S OFFICIAL QUARTERS ALLEGING PRC SIDE VIOLATING AGREEMENT 
HAVE COMPELLED PRC GOVERNMENT MAKE ITS POSITION CLEAR, 


“72. | ASKED WHETHER WANG*S GOVERNMENT HAD ALREADY OR WAS 
GOING TO ISSUE STATEMENT, 


732 WANG REPLIED HE HAD NOT SAID HIS GOVERNMENT HAD ALREADY 
MADE STATEMENT, 


74. | ASKED WHETHER IT WAS GOING TO DO SO, 


75- WANG SAID THAT WAS CORRECT, 


nib EGE 


16. | SAID THAT HE MUST REALIZE THAT MY GOVERNMENT WOULD HAVE 
TO CONSIDER MAKING STATEMENT IN REPLY, 


of the United States 


77~ WANG SAID TO HIS KNOWLEDGE U.S~, GOVERNMENT HAD ALREADY 
MADE PUBLIC STATEMENTS ON NUMBEROUS OCCASIONS, 





78. | ASKED WHAT STATEMENTS HE WAS REFERRING TO, 
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792 WANG SAID WITHOUT ENUMERATING ALL INSTANCES, HE COULD 
CITE SECRETARY DULLES PRESS CONFERENCE OF DECEMBER 6, 


~ 80, |! SAID SAID | DID NOT WISH TO ARGUE THE POINT, SECRETARY WAS 
ASKED QUESTION IN PRESS CONFERENCE AND CAREFULLY REFRAINED 
FROM MAKING THIS PUBLIC ISSUE, AS | HAD POINTED OUT, AMERICAN 
PEOPLE EXPECTED IMPRISONED AMERICANS WOULD BE PERMITTED 
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EXPEDITIOUSLY RETURN, BY ANY STANDARD THEY NOT RETURNING 
EXPEDITIOUSLY, INEVITABLY SECRTARY OF STATE IS BEING ASKED 
QUESTIONS THIS REGARD, HIS 4 ..oWERS ENTIRELY DIRECTED AT REDUCING. 
PUBLIC CONTROVERSY TH!” .ViNT, HE KAS CONSISTENTLY TAKEN STAND 
HE HOPED AND EXPECTED AGREEMEN; WOULv BE CARRIED OUT, | 
DID NOT SEE HOW EXCEPTION COULD BE TAKEN TO SUCH STATEMENTS, 

: WHICH IN FACT DIRECTED AT ATTF Oi ING IMPROVE ATMOSPHERE 

SURROUNDING TALKS AND 4LUaYING PUBLIC SPECULATION IN U,S, 

IF PRC GOVERNMENT NOW DETERMINED BRING MATTER INTO PUBLIC 

, PROPAGANDA FIELD, DIFFICULT FOR ME BUT TO CONCLUDE THAT PRC 
DOES NOT SHARE OR DESIRES FOR PROGRESS IN TALKS, THIS CANNOT 
BUT ADVERSELY INFLUENCE WHOLE ATMOSPHERE THAT HAS BEEN CREATED, 


uw 


ne 
POW oy og Jou 


81. | SAID WANG HAD SPOKEN OF SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT AS 
FURTHERING UNDERSTANDING AND CONFIDENCE BETWEEN US, THAT HAD 
| BEEN EXACTLY MY HOPE, HOWEVER, IT 1S NOT WORDS OF ANNOUNCEMENT 
: AND APPEARANCE OF AGREEMENT THAT FURTHER UNDERSTAND!NG, BUT 
CARRYING OUT OF ANNOUNCEMENT, IT WAS ONLY BECAUSE OF MY 
TREMENDOUS INTEREST IN FURTHERING PROGRESS THAT | HAD 
DISCUSSED MATTERS THE WAY | HAD, | REGRETTED THAT MATTER 
WAS GOING TO ENTER PROPAGANDA FIELD, WHICH COULD NOT BUT 
INHIBIT DISCUSSION OF SUBJECT HERE, 


of the United States 


82, | SAID | REGRETTED THAT WANG HAD AGAIN SPOKEN OF STATE 
OF OUR RELATIONS AS FACTOR IN DETERMINING RELEASE OF AMERICANS, 
| HAD PREVIOUSLY GIVEN MY VIEWS ON THIS AND THE INEVITABLE 
INTERPRETATION THAT MUST BE PLACED UPON IT, IMPROVEMENT OF 
RELATIONS 1S TWO WAY STREET, | HAD TRIED SINCE BEGINNING OF 
TALKS POINT OUT AS CLEARLY AS | COULD RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN 
IMPROVEMENT OF RELATIONS AND VIEWS OF AMERICAN PEOPLE CONCERNING 
CONTINUED IMPRISONMENT OF AMERICANS, THIS NOT SUBJECT TO 

| ARBITRARY CONTROL OF U,S, GOVERNMENT OR ANYONE IN U,S, 

~ GOVERNMENT, BUT IS BASIC FACT TTAT MUST BE TAKEN INTO CONSIDERATION 
IN DISCUSSING OUR RELATIONS, | WOULD NOT BE HONEST AND WOULD 
NOT BE DOING SERVICE TO OUR RELATIONS IF | DID NOT POINT THIS 
OUT FRANKLY. 
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83. | SAID THERE weReE ONLY TWO OTHER SMALL ITEMS, I! HAD 
PREVIOUSLY TRIED TO MAKE CLEAR TH’T GROUPS OF 103 CHINESE HE 
HAD REFERRED TO YERE NOT PERS°!'35 WO HAD DEMANDED RETURN, 
BUT WERE PEOPLE wHO MAY “P .AY NOY HAVE DESIRED TO RETURN 
AGAINST WHOM RESTRAINinG ORDERS WERE ISSUED, 


84, § SAID | FAILED TO SEE ANY RFLATIONSHIP BETWEEN MRS, 
HUIZER AND MY EXPLANATION GF iMMIGRATION LAWS CONCERNING 
TEMPORARY VISITORS, i WAS SURE HE DID NOT MEAN TO IMPLY 


THAT IF SHE HAD BEEN DUTCH SUBJECT SHE WOULD NOT HAVE BEEN 
PERMITTED LEAVE, 


85. | SAID CONCERNING REQUIREMENT OF IMMIGRATION LAW REGARDING 
TEMPCRARY VISITORS, HIS COUNTRY AND EVERY OTHER COUNTRY MUST 
HAVE SIMILAR REGULATIONS, PRC CERTAINLY DID NOT ADMIT 
FOREIGNERS ON TEMPORARY VISITS UNLESS THEY ABLE GO SOMEWHERE 
ELSE AT END OF VISIT, VARIOUS COUNTRIES MAY ADMINISTER SUCH 
MEASURES IN VARIOUS WAYS, AS | HAD POINTED OUT, U,S, 
REQUIREMENT CAN BE SATISFIED IN VARIOUS WAYS, CERTAINLY IT 

DID NOT INTERFERE WITH ABILITY CHINESE IN U.S, PROCEED PRC 

IF THEY DECIDED TO DO SO, THEREFORE, REQUIREMENT HAD NO 
RELATION TO IMPLEMENTATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 
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86. WANG SAID HE STILL DID NOT AGREE TO MY EXPLANATION 
OF INS REQUIREMENT FOR CHINESE IN U.S, OBTAIN ENTRY PERMITS 

TAIWAN, CHINESE STUDENTS IN U.S, ALL CAME FROM MAINLAND OF 

| CHINA, WHAT RIGHT DID U, S, GOVERNMENT HAVE COMPEL THESE 

, STUDENTS PROCEED TO TAIWAN? HE HAD REFERRED TO CASE OF MRS, 
HUIZER BECAUSE PRC HAD REGARDED HER AS DUTCH SUBJECT, 1! HAD 
REGARDED HER AS AMERICAN NATIONAL, CITATION OF MRS, HUIZER 
WAS DESIGNED SHOW HOW CHINESE GOVERNMENT HAS BEEN HANDLING 
PROBLEMS IN FRIENDLY SPIRIT, WHEREAS U.S, SIDE HANDLING PROBLEMS 
OF CHINESE IN U,S, IN UNFRIENDLY SPIRIT, 

| 

Hi 


87. WANG SAID | HAD SAID IF MRS, HUIZER WAS DUTCH, WOULD PRC 
HAVE PREVENTED HER DEPARTURE, HE COULD ONLY CONCLUDE THAT 

IT 1S A DELIBERATE DISTORTION FOR U, S, SIDE TO STATE MATTER 
IN THIS MANNER, 


of the United States 


88. WANG SAID AS TO NEED FOR ESTABLISHING FRIENDLY ATMOSPHERE 
AROUND TALKS, THIS WAS ALWAYS OBJECTIVE OF PRC SIDE, BUT IN 
ORDER ESTABLISH FRIENDLY ATMOSPHERE BOTH SIDES MUST MAKE COMMON 
EFFORT, IT WOULD BE ILLUSION FOR ONE SIDE TO INSIST ON 
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| MAKING CHARGES WHILE IT WANTS CTHER SIDE KEEP SILENT, STATEMENT 
PRC SIDE 1S GOING TO MAKE HAS BEEN COMPELLED BY U.S, PROPAGANDA, (Q) 
89. | ASKED WHETHER WANG COULD GIVE ME COPY OF STATEMENT, 2 
\S) 
90. WANG REPLIED HE DID NOT NOW HAVE A COPY, ie 
91, | SAID | WISHED AGAIN TO DENY EMPHATICALLY THAT ANY — 
(¥a = CHINESE IN U.S, ARE BEING REQUIRED TO PROCEED TO TAIWAN, De 
esi REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
CONF CENT TAL COPY, IF aie 

PROHIBITED 
PERMANENT 


RECORD COPY ¢ This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action take 
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92. WANG SAID THIS DENIAL WOULD HAVE PRACTICAL EFFECT ONLY 
AFTER INS REPEALED ITS REQUIREMENT ON CHINESE STUDENTS, 


93. | SAID THERE WAS NO ...o REQUIKCMENT THAT ANY CHINESE 
STUDENT GO TO TAIWAN, 


94, WANG SAID REQUIREMENT COMPE!.LiinNG STUDENTS MAKE SUCH 
APPLICATION 1S NOTHING BUT FURCING THEM TO PROCEED TO TAIWAN, 


95. | SAID STUDENTS COULD SATISFY REQUIREMENT IN ANY NUMBER 
OF WAYS, WANG MUST BE AWARE THAT ALL CHINESE WHO ENTERED 
U.S, IN RECENT YEARS ENTERED UNDER GOVERNMENT OF REPUBLIC 

OF CHINA PASSPORTS, IF THOSE PASSPORTS HAVE EXPIRED, IT IS 
PERFECTLY NATURAL FOR THESE PEOPLE TO OBTAIN RENEWAL OF THEIR 
PASSPORTS, HOWEVER, WHETHER THFY FULFILL REQUIREMENT 

THAT WAY OR NOT, NOTHING COMPELS THEM GO TO TAIWAN, 


96. WANG SAID AS HE HAD POINTED OUT HE COULD NOT REGARD THIS 
MEASURE AS JUSTIFIABLE, 


97- | SAID | HAD NOTHING FURTHER ON THIS SUBJECT, HOWEVER, 
| WAS SERIOUSLY DISTURBED OVER PRC SIDE PLACING OUR TALKS ON 
THIS SUBJECT INTO PROPAGANDA FIELD, IN VIEW OF ACTION HIS 
GOVERNMENT AND IN VIEW OF APPROACHING HOLIDAY SEASON FOR 

BOTH OF US, | WONDERED WHETHER | WOULD BE PREFERABLE HAVE FEW 
WEEKS INTERVAL BEFORE NEXT MEETING, ACTION OF HIS GOVERNMENT 
IS INEVITABLY GOING TO ENTANGLE TWO ITEMS OUR AGENDA AND OUR 


DISCUSSION, PERHAPS IF WE WERE NOT TO MEET FOR A SHORT PERIOD 
1'T MIGHT REDUCE PUBLIC SPECULATION AND GET US BACK TO SITUATION 


WHERE WE COULD MAKE PROGRESS, | WAS THROWING THIS SUGGESTION 
OUT AS SINCERE EFFORT TRY REDUCE IMPACT ACTION HIS GOVERNMENT 
AND IN HOPE IT WILL ENABLE US MAKE FURTHER PROGRESS, WOULD 
APPRECIATE HIS VIEWS, 


98, WANG SAID WHAT PERIOD OF TIME DID | HAVE IN MIND IN 
PROPOSING A SHORT RECESS, 


99. |: SAID WE MIGHT MEET AGAIN EITHER ON 5TH OR 12TH JANUARY, 
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100. WANG SAID THERE ARE TWO ASPECTS TO QUESTION, ACCORDING 
TO WHAT | HAD SAID, | DESIRED RECESS AND | WAS TRYING JUSTIFY 
THIS RECESS BY ALLE GED EFFECT %F Ac~:ON HIS GOVERNMENT WAS 
GOING TO TAKE, {tf THIS »*° CASE, “YE COULD NOT AGREE TO RECESS 
BECAUSE IT WOULD NOT RUCONCILE WITH SPIRiT OF MAKING EFFORTS 
FIND COMMON GROUND BETWEEN US, HOWEVER, IF RECESS PROPOSAL 
WAS MOTIVATED MERELY BY CONSIDERAT!ON OF HOLIDAYS, HE WOULD 
CONS |DER SUGGESTION AND REP!‘ LATER, 


101. |! SAID | DID NOT FEEL MOVE HIS GOVERNMENT WILL BE HELPFUL 
FINDING COMMON GROUND BETWEEN US, IT WAS ONE OF REASONS LEADING 
ME TO SUGGEST RECESS, HOWEVER | DID NOT DESIRE TO PRESS POINT, 


102, WANG SAID AS | HAD STATED, HE WOULD NOT AGREE TO RECESS 
ON FIRST GROUNDS, RELATING TO ACTION HIS GOVERNMENT, IF | 
INSISTED ON RECESS ON THOSE GROUNDS HIS SIDE COMPELLED MAKE 
FURTHER STATEMENT TO CLARIFY ITS POSITION, HOWEVER, IF SECOND 
REASON WERE IN MIND, IF MOTIVE WERE PURELY THE APPROACHING 
HOLIDAYS, THEN HE WOULD CONSIDER MATTER AND GIVE REPLY LATER, 


103. |! SAID MY SPECIFIC SUGGESTION WAS FOR RECESS UNTIL JANUARY 
12. IF HE PREFERRED SOME OTHER PERIOD | WOULD CONSIDER IT, 
| WAS NOT TRYING TO BE ARBITRARY, 


104, WANG SAID HE WOULD REPLY AFTER CONSIDERATION, 1! ASKED 
WHEN THAT WOULD BE AND WHETHER BEFORE DECEMBER 22, HE 

REPLIED HE COULDN'T SAY BUT WOULD MAKE IT AS SOON AS POSSIBLE, 
IN REPLY TO MY QUERY AS TO WHAT WE WOULD SAY TO PRESS HE 
SUGGESTED WE INFORM PRESS NEXT MEETING WOULD BE DECEMBER 22, 


THE USUAL DATE, IN CASE OF CHANGE WE WOULD ANNOUNCE IT LATER 
TO PRESS, 


105. | POINTED OUT | WAS LEAVING FOR PRAGUE FRIDAY AND WOULD 
APPRECIATE IF POSSIBLE AN ANSWER BEFORE | LEFT, HE SAID HE 
WOULD TRY BUT COULD NOT PROMISE, 
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1, TEXT OF PRESS STATEMENT PRC FOREIGN AFFAIRS MINISTRY WAS 
MADE AVAILABLE TO CORRESPONDENTS HERE BY CHINESE CONSULATE 
GENERAL, WANG REFUSED CORRESPONDENTS REQUEST FOR INTERVIEW, 
AND OFFICER HANDING OUT STATEMENT REFUSED ANSWER ANY QUESTIONS 
ON GROUNDS HAD JUST BEEN RECEIVED FROM PEIPING HAD NO TIME 

YET TO READ, ASSUME FULL TEXT AVAILABLE FROM FBIS, STATEMENT 
OF MORE THAN THOUSAND WORDS COVERED ONLY FOLLOWING POINTS; 


SSOIl-cl/S6°ltS 


of the United States 


a, TU RABE, RL As FE a 


A) U.S, FAILURE SUPPLY LIST CHINESE IN U.S, TO INDIAN EMBASSY, 


B) WHILE SINCE AUGUST FIRST 26 OUT OF 40 AMERICAN LAW BREAKERS 
HAVE BEEN RELEASED, U, S, HAS REFUSED INFORM PRC HOW MANY CHINESE 
IMPRISONED IN U.S, OR LIST OF THEIR NAMES, 
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C) NO TIME LIMIT CAN BE SET FOR RELEASE REMAINING AMERICANS WHOSE 
CASES BEING REVIEWED INDIVIDUALLY AND THEREFORE "NO JUSTIFICATION 
FOR AMERICANS TO ASK, OR ASK IN DISGUICED FORM FOR SETTING 


TIME LIMIT TO RELEASE AMERICAN CRIMINALS" WHO ARE BEING RELEASED 
EXPEDITIOUSLY 


D) DEPARTURE "ORDINARY" AMERICANS NOT OBSTRUCTED AND IN FACT 
ASSITED WHERE REQUIRED WHILE OF {03 CHINESE .WHO U,S, — 


Widldi® 2 


LONG PREVENTED FROM DEPARTING 38 STILL NOT RETURNED, 2 


7 a3 


E) INS REGULATION REQUIRING CHINESE IN U,S, OBTAIN ENTRIES Ss 
| _, REPRODUCTION FRO 
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PERMIT FOR TAIWAN 'S THREAT AGAINST CEI; ESE STUDENTS UNABLE és 

FOR TIME PEING PZTURN WHICH IS VICLATION LETTER AND SPIRIT — 
SEPTEMBER 1@. 4GREEMENT. x. 

2. STATEMENT CLOSES ¥'!... “THE CHARGE OF THE AMERICAN SIDE 


THAT CHINA HAS NOT FULLY COMF° iED wit Tn& AGREEMENT IS 
COMPLETELY UNTENABLE, THE CHINESE GOVERNMENT FIRMLY ASKS 
THAT THE AMERICAN SIDE PUT A STOP TO ALL ITS ACTS IN VIOLATION 


OF THE AGREEMENT AND FI'LLy COMPLY WITH THE AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
BOTH SIDES" 


3. | AM INFORMING PRESS FOR ATTRIBUTION MY SPOKESMAN THAT 
PRC ASCERTAIN IN STATEMENT THAT IT HAS FULLY COMPLIED WITH 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT OF SEPTEMBER 10 AND ALLEGATION THAT 

U., S, HAS NOT ARE COMPLETELY CONTRARY TO FACT, ANY FURTHER 
COMMENT WOULD HAVE TO COME FROM WASHINGTON, FOR BACKGROUND 
| HAVE POINTED OUT TO CORRESPONDENTS HERE LACK OF RELATION 
CHARGES AGAINST U.S, TO OBLIGATIONS UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
AND APPARENT ATTEMPT TO OBSCURE CHICOM FAILURE COMPLY WITH 
SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT IN CASES 14 IMPRISONED AMERICANS, 
HAVE ALSO EXPRESSED FOR ATTRIBUTION SPOKESMAN PUZZLEMENT AT 
REFERENCE DEMAND FOR TIME LIMIT RELEASE AMERICANS POINTING 
OUT KNOW OF NO PUBLIC STATEMENTS THIS REGARD, 
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- | Paragraph 21 second sentence to end should read: "As he had 

© | specifically steted in advance reaching agreement on return 

e |} civilians, Americans who had broken law must be handled in 

a accordance Chinese legal procedures and this could by no 

y means be nsstened by setting deadline. Such is matter Chinese 

? « sovereign rights.' 
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1. IN EVENT MEETING 1S HELD DECEMBER 22 | FIND SOME DIFFICULTY 
IN FORMULATING ANY VIEWS ON BEST COURSE OF ACTION, HOWCVER,, 
FOLLOWING ARE SOME FACTORS | BELIEVE SHOULD BE CONSIDERED 

IN FORMULATING TACTICS FOR NEXT MEETING AND FUTURE STRATEGY, 
UNLESS THERE 1S SOME NEW AND UNEXPECTED DEVELOPMENT FROM CHICOM 
SIDE BEFORE MEETING SUCH AS RELEASE SOME PRISONERS IT SEEMS 

TO ME IT WOULD BE DIFFICULT IN PRESENT POSITION TO UNDERTAKE 
ANY INTENSIVE DISCUSSION RENUNCIATION FORCE. AT SAME TIME 
FURTHER EXTENDED DISCUSSION IMPLEMENTATION CAN ONLY RAKE OVER 
ALREADY THOROUGHLY PLOWED GROUND, (INCIDENTALLY SITUATION 

WITH RESPECT WHO SPEAKS FIRST ALSO NOT CLEAR, AT THIS LAST 


MEETING IT WAS WANG'S "TURN" BUT HE DEFERRED TO MY REQUEST 
OPEN MEETING, ) 


2. THOUGH BOTH OF US HAVE PRESERVED SOME FREEDOM OF MANEUVER 
AND HAVE LEFT SOME LEEWAY FOR ENLARGING AREA OF MANEUVER, 

WE ARE VERY CLOSE TO DEADLOCK, POSITION | HAVE SET FORTH 

1S SUBSTANTIALLY THAT REFUSING FURTHER DISCUSSION UNDER 
AGENDA ITEM TWO UNTIL AT LEAST SOME FURTHER CHICOM STEPS ON 
IMPLEMENTATION, CHICOM POSITION IS VIRTUALLY THAT OF NO 
FURTHER RELEASES PRISONERS UNTIL "RELATIONS IMPROVED" BY 

AT LEAST RESUMPTION DISCUSSION UNDER AGENDA ITEM TWO, 


3. IT THEREFORE SEEMS TO ME ONE QUESTION WE FACE 1S WHETHER 
ON ONE HAND WE ATTEMPT ENLARGE AREA OF MANEUVER OR RESROND 
ANY ATTEMPT BY WANG DO SO, OR ON OTHER HAND WHETHER WE QESIRE 
PUSH? THEM FURTHER INTO CORNER EVEN AT RISK FULL DEADLOGK, fs 
FULL REPETITION MY LINE LAST MEETING WITH EMPHASIS ON THE N 
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FAILURE IMPLEMENT WILL PUSH THEM FURTHER INTO CORNER, ON 
OTHER HAND IT MAY BE POSSIB'! MAINTAIN AND ENLARGE AREA 

OF MANEUVER BY PUTTING _-«rHASIS MY REGRET ON DAMAGE ATMOSPHERE 
TALKS THEIR PUBLIC STATEMENT AND IMPEDIMENT TO CONF IDENCE 
CREATED BY THEIR HIDDEN RESERVATIONS ON SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT, 


4, =| AM INCLINED THINK TinaT 1F MEETING HELD DECEMBER 22 
WANG MAY ATTEMPT FURCE MY HAND ON DISCUSSION RENUNCIATION 
FORCE DRAFT IN EFFORT BETTER ESTABLISH BASIS FOR PUBLIC 
POSITION OF CHARGING US WITH "STALLING", IN RESPONSE | COULD 


FOLLOW EITHER FOREGOING LINES BUT BELIEVE LATTER LINE WOULD 
BE MORE PRODUCTIVE. 
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Letter No. 19 











I have neglected writing you the past few weeks, on the 
one hand, because I felt that I have covered matters very 
thoroughly in my telegrams, and, on the other, since the 
necessity of my returning to Prague each week because of the 
negotiations I have going on up there has left me little time 
after getting out my telegrams. 


ane ee 


I know that in some of my messages I posed some really 
hard and possibly unanswerable questions at this time, but I, 
nevertheless, wanted you all to know what was worrying me and 
that I did appreciate answers to the extent that they could be 
made. 


As I have indicated in my telegrams, I have had serious 
doubts about the efficacy of the course I have been asked to 
pursue the past two meetings, but I have, nevertheless, tried 
to do my best in carrying out the instructions I have received. 
Very frankly, while we have been able to establish what will 
undoubtedly appear as a good position "on the record", I think 
that it has, if anything, set back the release of further 
Americans, and I am at the moment not at all clear as to where 
we go from here. Yesterday's session was a very trying one, and 
towards the end of the meeting I tried to balance myself on the 
knife's edge in testing their reaction to the continuation of 
these talks. It was quite clear to me that they certainly did 
not want a break, at least at this time, but, as I have said 
in a telegram last week, I do not think that we can safely 
assume that this is going to continue indefinitely. 


ST’ ad ZL 30T 


I hope that the Department appreciates that in practice 
it would be extremely difficult for me to carry out an 
instruction, such as that for the last meeting, to introduce 
our amendments on their renunciation of force draft if necessary 


to prevent 
Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Atseire P 
Department of State, 
Washingte::, D. C. 
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ONLY 
to prevent a break. It would probablysbe absolutely clear that 


@ break was coming if Wang were to make an ultimatum type 
statement of some kind to the effect that there would be no 
point in continuing the meetings unless I negotiated on their 
renunciation of force statement. This would, of course, be in 
effect an ultimatum, and if I were at that point suddenly to 
respond to his ultimatum, I would entirely destroy my future 
negotiating position. 


I greatly appreciated the telegram authorizing Helenka's 
employment and she is going to go to work right away. I had 
thought of this possibility but had not yet got around to 
talking with her when your telegram arrived. 


Give my regards to all and an especially Merry Christmas 
to you and Dorothy from Pat and myself. 


Sincerely, 


“A s Johnson 
Ameri Ambassador 
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Letter No. 27 
Sear Alex: 


8 nace 


I am sure you sust heve been concerned et the last two ceetin's 
es to wheter the tactics being acopted might not lea’ to un early 


breck in the talks. This crotlem hes been -iven very ccrios cone 


EGE PATO BO A 


sideration here. The consensus is thet on the one hanc the tine has 
come when xe must adopt a more forceful position wit: respect to chincse 
Communist failure to inplerent the Agreed Announcenent sani on tle other 
the Cormamists are not in a favoralle position to break off the ‘ais. 








of the United States 
de GR eae 
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These are the considerations which led to the decision to uniertare 
tactics possibly involving greater risk of a break. The .etter was 
diseussec with the Secretary himself ei he spreed thet the tine ted 


cone to take a stiffer sttituie. I Lnow thst you heve felt in the nest 
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thet your basic instructions to keep the tals ;oinr frequently prevented 
you from taking as strong a line as you rouid heve lij.ed. ‘he feelinr 
here now is that we have in. the talks accomplished « - 00: “esi ip to 

tis point toward our objective of saxiny it nore diltticult for tre 

| 

| 

| Chinese 

| The iicnorable 

| ve Alexis Johnson, 

a a azericen anbassador now at Geneva, 


; American Consulate Guneral, 
= be Ceneva es 
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3: Cir 


Chinese Communists to resort to jorce and tiat re can now tale creater 
risks than heretofore. 

How usefil to you cre the Fii./] and AlolL? Cfgures sent cach atin S 
I notice that you have not used H| them recently in the reetings, and 
that in eny case, the chinese Jo not nay ruch attention to then. 

Their compilation requires a considerable invest>ent in tine by I&ns 
enc Cae Unless you feel otherwise we plzn to (iscontime this work. 
with regard to the details in thie cases of missing US cilitary 
persommel, ve heave tmacked cown some of the Chinese newspacers in which 
there are probably references to sore of the 4K wen on your list. 
It will require a lot of work to co through the pepers ami find the 
nases. Therefcre, ve do not plen to wiertake it until such tine as 
it appears you cay be called upon to take up this rxatter again in Geneva. 

I am enclosing e copy of a speech cade by iehru septer.ber € hich 
you may wish to refer to next tine you discuss renunciation of force with 
fange You will note on page Ie2 thet ‘ehru has explicitly reno.nced 
force with regard to “oa. 

We heve received a recuest for the orizineal Chinese version of 
rang’s ietter of Jeptezber 16. If any of your staff has the tine we 
stould eppreciate your sending us copies both of this letter and of 
the Chinese draft Arreed Announcerent on the renunciation of the use 


of foree in Chinese. 


‘ met 
-jJe- 





“=, ieover end Ur. hobertson believe thut we have been zitting on 


the story uf the ristreated arericans sbout long enourh. The tine cay 





have come [ar us to release some eccounts o/ tie outrereuus treutnen.t 


experienced by these people. ‘te are now worling on an eccount ai the 


et 


experiences of a number of veople. it is stiil an open question how ve 
will use this caterial. The sain oi.jective would be to show ‘oreijn 
countries shich suey have some influence in refping «heat we are confronting. 
io finel decision to use this cateriel immediately has been uece. The 
complilation of the material is on a contingency basis, but the temiency 
is to think that we should use it fairly soon unless there is an early 
<avorabie developzent in rezard to the 14. The most impressive account 
we bave/the ghastly story of Bersohn,which he has written in full. 
Being en intelligent and articulate person, his story is ef<ective, 
all the more so because it is written in an objective, setter of fact 
way without emotion, sermoniziny or generalization. I am enclosing a 
copy of a remorandus from John Henderson to ir. Robertson embodying his 
ideas of how an in: ormation campaign should be conducted. If you have 
any thoughts on this, I would suggest that you cet them in immediately. 

I am engrossed now in ‘rafting a Departzental statenent in reply 
te the Chinese Communist press relense of iast night. It is a rush effort 
since we mist issve it this afternoon. 


usd ‘a a Se oe 
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I am planning to take a little leave next week if we vet the recess. 
Otherfise, I expect to contime on the job. 





Gh 





The long lapse in the letters ‘s exclained by the fact that there 
just hes not been any backpround km or longeters idance I cor.ld give 
you which was not embodied in the official telegrams. I hore thet it 


vill be different from now on. 

I trust your admiréstrative problers that you -entioned in your 
letter No. 13 are pretty well soved with the exployrent of Helena Osborn 
as your secretary end the assirnrent of Exvall to Psris. 


It was food to hear your voice on the telepboue ixst nicht. 


ware 
- 


= 

© Congratulations on your continued good handling of your trying assi. ment, 
~ My 

“ y end holiday greetings and good wishes to both you and Pat. 
Si 

=| ; 

5 Sinearely yours, 

= 

» 

ue 

oO 


Falter P. ‘«eConaughy 
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TO: Secretary of State 
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SENT DEPARTMENT 1300, REPEATED INFORMATION NIACT PRAGUE 17 


LIMITED DISTRIBUTION 
PRAGUE FOR AMBASSADOR ONLY 
FROM OSBORN 





Following just received from Wang: 


<A REINO UAB >=? 


"Since our side proposed the new draft for an agreed announcement 
at our December 1 meeting and although you have repeatedly 
referred to it as an encouraging progress in the talks, 
however, your side has, for three consecutive meetings, 

not expressed its attitude towards our new draft so that 

we have not been able to carry on discussions on the basis 
of this new draft in order to reach agreement. Our side 
considers that our new draft is entirely capable of leading 
to an agreement between the two sides and as such there 
should be n> (repeat no) further delay. Our next meeting 
should be held on December 22, without alteration, as was 
agreed between us and publicly announced." 
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SENT DEPARTMENT 218 REPEATED INFORMATION PRIORITY GENEVA. 23. 
LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 
FOR OSBORN 


Reference: Geneva's 14300 repeated Prague 17. 


Will depart Prague tomorrow morning so as meet with Wang 
December 22. 


Believe that at meeting I should strongly reject effort in 


Wang's message use withholding agreement on recess force lines 
discussion. 


Nevertheless if radio report I have just heard both Bradshaws 
released confirmed believe basing presentation on this I could 
usefully undertake some discussion renunciation force draft at 
December 22 meeting, in addition to presentation on implementa- 
tion suggested my December 16 telegram from Geneva. Believe we 
might even give consideration introduction our amendments which 
while certainly not palatable other side might be useful in 
encouraging further releases and would place me in more 
advantageous position to propose recess until January 12. 


In any event at December 22 meeting I would propose recess 
until January 12 and insist strongly on minimum of recess unttl 
January 5. However, would appreciate Department's instructions 
on how far it desires me to go in ee ht on recess. That is, 
does it desire I go to extent of simply telling him I am not 
prepared meet regardless his desires. This would of course 
result in hereafter tending make timing of meetings sabstantive 
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LIMITED DISTnIBUTION - 


Guidance for December 22 meeting. rm Sey 





1. You should point out undesirability public exchanges, Like ‘last 
ee 


week's as they impede real progress in talks. ‘ Remind Wang you reed F! 


this will ve followed in future. ; a iat es 


2. «xpress satisfaction at Bradshaw release, i hope thes this” 
we, 7) 
portends esxrly release thirteen remaining noctecta<. Inform Wang US rise a 


# 


AN, ©. 
on impler.cntation ef Agreed Announcement has been stated in Department's“? St yt 


°° 


ure relesr d. ; ge S 


4 -* < 
3. tropose recess until January 12 on basis Christmas and New Year. 
holidays. 





if Vang resists point out #het he said at last meeting he willing bs > 
consider cn this basis ond remind him of importance these holidays in US. 


Is: ue should not be pressed to point of refusing meet regardless his 


insistence although you could go so fer as to state that in @he absence arf 
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any major development you will be in Prague and unavailable to meet on " 
Decenber 2%, vos 


4. Department considers that odds against Communists breaking off 


talks at this time in light developments at UN which they probably would 





think make it unwise from their viewpoint to break. Therefore, we can press fr, 


*y 


further on implementation without serious risk and with hope of some results. 
Release of ur. Bradshaw would seem#ebear this out. Bradshaw release 
justifies temporary relaxation pressure on implementation, but it is * 
desirable avoid discussion other topics at next meeting, particularly in 
view hard tone Wang's note refusing recess proposal. However, if you 
believe introduction revised US draft essential to forestall break you 
authorized to do so. 

5. ica may inform Wang in any case that on January 2 you will have 
comments to make on his draft and will have some changes to propose. 

vu. If Wang should accuse US of misrepresentation in stating you had 


protestec "cruel and inhuman treatment" of Americans, you should tell him 


we referriic to Dradshew case. 


> MULLES « 
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] ONE AND ONE=tHIALF HOUR MEETING THIS MORNING. 


7irection to DC 
2. WANG INSISTED ON OPENING MAKING STRONGEST CHARGES TO DAZE 
OF US STALLING, "INSINCERITY" AND RENEWING LINE OF LAST , 
MEETING ON IMPLEMENTATION. MADE SPECIAL REFERENCE TO CRUEL 
AND INHUMAN TREATMENT PORTION DEPT RELEASE. STATEMENT CON- 
STITUTED STRONG INVITATION TO ME TO REHASH IMPLEMENTATION 
NISCUSSION LAST FEW MEETINGS. 





Oo 
oO 
Ol 
~ 
N 
' 
N 
N 
Ol 
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3. IN LIGHT SUBSEQUENT DEVELOPMENTS AT MEETING, BELIEVE 

WANG WAS ATTEMPTING LAY BASIS FOR IMMEDIATE ISSUANCE BY THEM 
OF PUBLIC STATEMENT ON AGENDA ITEM TWO DISCUSSIONS AND US 
FAILURE RESPOND THEIR DECEMBER 1. DRAFT ON RENUNCIATION OF 
FORCE. HOWEVER, BELIEVE THIS WAS FORESTALLED BY MY 
SUBSEQUENT STATEMENT ALONG LINES DEPTEL 1410, PARTICULARLY 


PARA 5 WHICH, HOWEVER, | STATED IN SOMEWHAT LESS CATEGORICAL 
FASHION. 


of the United States 
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4. IN REPLY HE REITERATED POINTS HIS OPENING STATEMENT AND 
IN NOTING MY STATEMENT RE DISCUSSION HIS DRAFT PROPOSED JANUARY 
12 MEETING SAID: “1! SHOULD SAY THAT THAT WOULD BE THE LAST 
OPPORTUNITY FOR US TO REACH AN AGREEMENT ON BASIS OUR NEW DRAFT. 
WE CAN PERMIT NO FURTHER DELAY. OTHERWISE WE WILL BE COMPELLED 
TO MAKE PUBLIC THE PROCEEDINGS OF OUR DISCUSSIONS ON THE SECOND 
ITEM OF OUR AGENDA AND LEAVE IT TO PUBLIC OPINION FOR J NT. 
3 WE CANNOT AFFORD TO ENDURE DEFINITE DELAY IN THIS RESPECT.2 

| 5. ALTHOUGH « 
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2. 1308, DECEMBER 22, 2 P.M., FROM GENEVA 


5. ALTHOUGH FOREGOING STATEMENT CARRIES SOME IMPLICATION OF 
PPLAK-OFF, |! INTERPRET IT ONLY TO BE THREAT TO GO TO PUBLIC. 


BuLIEY=, HOWEVER, INTRODUCTION OUR AMENDMENTS NEXT MEX TING 
WOULD PROBABLY FORESTALL THIS. 


A. | CHALLENGED ULTIMATUM ASPECT THIS STATEMENT 
CHARACTERIZING AS THREAT. IN REPLY HE DID NOT WITHDRAW STATEMENT 
R'T DENIED 17 WAS THREAT. HE PROPOSED AND DURING SUBSEQUENT 
Give AND TAKE STRONGLY INSISTED ON NEXT MEETING JANUARY 6. | INDI- 
“*T©D | COULD NOT GIYE ANY ASSURANCES WOULD BE IN POSITION DISCUSS 
HIS DECEMBER 1 DRAFT 3ZFORE JANUARY 12. HE FINALLY ACCEPTED MY 
(GESTION. WE ANNOUNCED NEXT MEETING FOR JANUARY 12 AND IF IN 
MANWHILE ANY DEVELOPMENTS EITHER CONSIDERED TO MAKE MEETIN3 DESIR- 
.fif WOULD GET iN TOUCH WITH OTHER. AGREED PRESS ANNOUNCEMENT 
WOULD STATE SIMPLY THAT IN VIEW OF CHRISTMAS AND NEW YEAR HOL!DAYS 
XT MEETING JANUARY 12. WORD RECESS WAS NOT USED. 


PARTING FOR PRAGUE THIS EVENING. 


GOWEN 
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FROM JOHNSON 


1, WANG OPENED 31ST MEETING TODAY WITH PREPARED STATEMENT: 
1T THREE MONTHS SINCE SEPTEMBER 14, WHEN OUR SIDE PUT FORWARD 
QUESTION OF EMBARGO AND QUESTION OF MAKING PREPARATIONS FOR : 


S!INO-AMERICAN NEGOTIATIONS ON HIGHER LEVEL, AS SECOND ITEM 
FOR AGENDA. 





PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT SINO-AMERICAN DISPUTES THERE SHOULD 
"NOT BE ANY DIFFICULTY IN SPEEDILY REACHING AGREEMENT ON 
THESE SUBJECTS. HOWEVER, US SIDE ON OCTOBER 8 PROPOSED 
ROTH SIDES FIRST MAKE ANNOUNCEMENT RENOUNCING USE FORCE. 
OUT SIDE SUBMITTED ON OCT. 27 DRAFT STATING THAT IN 
ACCORDANCE PROVISIONS UN CHARTER WE AGREE SETTLE DISPUTES 
BY PEACEFUL MEANS WITHOUT RESORT THREAT OR USE FORCE. 





© 
OW 
~ 
a 
2. WANG SAID IF BOTH SIDES SHARE SINCERE DESIRE FOR — 
N) 
N 
Ol 
Ol 


of the United States 


VeciassiTieGd Tor rFuviitertive eee SS a 















; 3. WANG SAID, IN ORDER REALIZE THIS COMMON DESIRE, HIS + 
DRAFT STATED TWO COUNTRIES DECIDED HOLD FOREIGN MINISTERS PB 
CONFERENCE TO SETTLE QUESTION RELAXING AND ELIMINATING a 
| TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA. 5 
: cf. 
4. WANG SAID THIS DRAFT SHOULD CERTAINLY HAVE BEEN ACCEPTABLE 
TO BOTH SIDES. NEVERTHELESS, US SIDE REJECTED IT AND WAS “T] 
NOT READY TO ACCEPT CONCRETE STEP PROVIDED IN THIS DRAFT a idl 
WHICH FORESAW IMMINENT HOLDING FOREIGN MINISTERS MEETING sy ~ i 
“ we ~ B+ 
5. WANG SAID, AGAIN IN ORDER EXPEDITE PROGRESS; PRC S10 S fs ~ 
HAS MADE ANOTHER EFFORT. ON DECEMBER | PUT FORWARD NEW ORAF Os Ving 
ON AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. IT PROVIDED THAT PRC AND US ARE © RNS 
DETERMI NED OE ees 
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DETERMINED THAT THEY SHOULD SETTLE DISPUTES THROUGH PEACEFUL 
NEGOTIATIONS WITHOUT RESORT THREAT OR USE FORCE, AND ADDED 
THAT TWO AMBASSADORS SHOULD CONTINUE TALKS TO SEEK PRACTICAL 
AND FEASIBLE MEANS FOR REALIZING THIS COMMON DESIRE. 


6. WANG SAID HIS NEW DRAFT HAD TAKEN VIEWS US SIDE INTO ACCOUNT 
AND !NCORPORATED ALL POINTS WHICH ALREADY AGREED ON OR MIGHT 
BE AGREEABLE. | HAD ADMITTED | RECOGNIZED THIS AS ENCOURAGING 


PROGRESS. HENCE IT EVIDENT BOTH SIDES SHOULD SPEEDILY REACH 
AGREEMENT BASING ON HIS NEW DRAFT. 


7- WANG SAID, HOWEVER, FOR LAST THREE MEETINGS US SIDE HAS 
THUS FAR FAILED MAKE KNOWN ANY CONCRETE VIEWS ON THIS 


DRAFT. AS RESULT WE HAVE NOT BEEN ABLE CARRY ON DISCUSSIONS 
AND REACH AGREEMENT ON HIS NEW DRAFT. 


8. WANG SAID, IN LAST FEW MEETINGS NOT ONLY NOT BEEN DISCUSSION 
HIS DRAFT BUT ALSO HAVE BEEN NO PREPARATIONS FOR FOREIGN 
MINISTERS MEETING NOR ANY PROGRESS IN MAKING BILATERAL 

STATEMENT WHICH WAS FIRST PRESSED FOR BY US. US SIDE MUST 


SHOULDER FULL RESPONSIBILITY FOR SUCH UNSATISFACTORY 
SITUATION. 


9. WANG SAID SINCE TALKS ENTERED INTO SECOND PHASE OF AGENDA, 
US SIDE HAS BEEN DRAGGING OUT TALKS. AT FIRST MEETING 
FOLLOWING CONCLUSION AGREEMENT ON CIVILIANS ITEM, US SIDE 
ANNOUNCED THAT BEFORE IMPLEMENTATION OF FIRST ANNOUNCEMENT 
COMPLETE !T WOULD BE PREMATURE TO ENTER INTO DISCUSSION OTHER 


MATTERS. IT PRECISELY THAT UNREASONABLE ATTITUDE WHICH HAS 
DF “ERRED PROGRESS IN TALKS. 


10. WANG SAID SUBSEQUENTLY WHEN US UNABLE AVOID GETTING ALONG 
INTO ITEM TWO, IT AGAIN CONTINUALLY KEPT THRUSTING IMPLEMEN- 
TATION OF FIRST AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT INTO DISCUSSIONS, IN 
DELIBERATE ATTEMPT TO ENTANGLE TALKS AND OBSTRUCT PROGRESS. 


11. WANG SAID LATELY US SIDE WENT STEP FURTHER BY MAKING 

GROUNDLESS CHARGES THAT PRC SIDE HAS NOT FULLY IMPLEMENTED 

GREED ANNOUNCEMENT, WHILE AT SAME TIME REFUSING IMPLEMENT. 
fives 1S DELIBERATE ATTEMPT DEFEAT ANY CONCRETE OUTCOME TALKS. 


= , AT OUR LAST 
! 
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AT OUR LAST MEETING HE HAD ALREADY BROUGHT OUT THAT PRC 
SIDE HAS ALL ALONG BEEN FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENTING, AND IT WAS 
NONE OTHER THAN US SIDE WHICH NOT ONLY NOT IMPLEMENTING, 
BUT HAD ACTED IN DELIBERATE VIOLATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


12. WANG SAID THUS FAR US SIDE NOT YET FURNISHED PRC WITH 
NAMES AND INFORMATION ON ALL CHINESE IN US, WHILE OF THOSE 
CHINESE WHO US ADMITTED HAD DESIRED RETURN BUT HAD LONG BEEN 


PREVENTED FROM RETURNING NPI THERE STILL MANY WHO NOT BEEN PER- 
MITTCD RETURN. 


RT SES ee 


13. WANG SAID US HAS NEVER GIVEN PRC SIDE ANY ACCOUNTING OF 


CHINESE IMPRISONED IN US NOR ADOPTED ANY APPROPRIATE MEASURES 
IN REGARD THEM. 


14. WANG SAID | HAD STATED THAT INDIAN EMBASSY HAD MADE 

NO REPRESENTATIONS CONCERNING THE DISABILITY OF ANY CHINESE 

TO DEPART, HOWAVER, ACTUAL FACT IS THAT US SIDE HAS 

COMPLETELY REFUSED OFFER ANY ASSISTANCE TO INDIAN EMBASSY 

: PERMITTING IT TAKE INITIATIVE TO LEARN ABOUT CHINESE IN 

“ US AND TAKE MEASURES HELP THEM. RESULT IS THAT INDIAN EMBASSY 
NOT BEEN IN POSITION TO FULLY CARRY OUT ITS FUNCTIONS. 


of the United States 


1, WANG SAID MOREOVER US SIDE 1S POSING FURTHER THREATS 
(O CHINESE STUDENTS IN US BY REQUIRING THEM OBTAIN ENTRY 
PERMITS TAIWAN AS CONDITION THEIR TEMPORARY STAY IN US, 

SO THAT IN FUTURE THEY WILL NOT DARE ASK RETURN MAINLAND. 
SUCH 1S OUTRIGHT CONTRADICTION TO UNDERTAKINGS OF US SIDE ° 
BY WHICH 17 ANNOUNCED "US RECOGNIZES THAT CHINESE IN US % 
WHO DESIRE RETURN PRC ARE ENTITLED DO SO, AND DECLARES THAT O-. 
IT HAS ADOPTED AND WILL FURTHER ADOPT APPROPRIATE MEASURES S| 
SO THEY CAN EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN." cc 


on 
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PP. 
16. WANG SAID THIS ACTION BY US SIDE HAS GRAVE CONSEQUENCES. nl 
©) 


HE ASKED THAT US SIDE GIVE CONSIDERATION POINT HE HAD RAISED, 
MAKE SATISFACTORY ANSWER TO IT. 


17. WANG SAID DECEMBER 16 STATEMENT BY STATE’ DEPT. WHILE 
ATTEMPTING DENY THIS GROSS VIOLATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
EVEN MADE ALLEGATION ABOUT AMERICANS IN CHINA BEING SUBJECT 
CRUEL AND INHUMAN TREATMENT. HE COULD ONLY EXPRESS INDIGNA- 
TION AT SUCH CHARGES. SUCH CHARGES DO NOT HAVE SHRED OF 


FACTUAL BASIS 
CONFIDENTIAL 
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FACTUAL BASIS /6INCE AMERICANS WHO BEEN IMPRISONED 

IN CHINA HAVE REPUDIATED THESE CHARGES. IF ONE TO TALK 

ABOUT CRUEL AND INHUMAN TREATMENT, IT NONE OTHER THAN AMERICAN 
SIDE WHICH GUILTY OF THIS, BY PREVENTING FOR LONG PERIOD 


RETURN OF CHINESE TO HOMELAND AND THEIR REUNION WITH THEIR 
FAMILIES. 


18. WANG SAID IT NONE BUT US WHICH GUILTY CRUEL INHUMAN 
TREATMENT FOR, AFTER PERSECUTING THREATENING CHINESE IN US 

1T HAS NOW COME OUT IN OUTRIGHT BREACH OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
BY ADOPTING MEASURES AGAINST THEM. THERE MANY CASES OF CHINESE 
WHOSE MENTAL STATE PUT OUT OF ORDER AS RESULT PROTRACTED 
THREATS AND PERSECUTION AGAINST THEM BY US GOVERNMENT. 


THERE ARE SUCH CASES AMONG CHINESE WHO RETURNED TO CHINA 
RECENTLY. 
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19. Wang said it is distortion of agreement to allege that 
there is no distinction between ordinary Americans in China 
and those who have committed offenses in China. 


.. AD Aid 


, 20. Wang said he would like frankly point out it is not 
possible for PRC side or for anyone who sincerely concerned 
i with Sino-American talks to tolerate charges which reverse 
| merits of matter and drag out talks. Wang said PRC side 
: asks that talks should without further delay get down to 
discussion of making announcement on basis their new draft so 
as to reach agreement thereon, 


2|. I then presented prepared statement as follows: 


_ \ A. Before taking up any other matters this morning, I desire 
| express my satisfaction at release of Dr. Bradshaw and news 

that both he and Mrs. Bradshaw have now arrived Hong Kong. 

I would hope that this action your government portends early 
release fourteen Americans still remaining in prison your 
country, thus removing not only this source dispute and con- 
troversy between us here but also removing continuing impediment 
to improvement relations between our two countries, 


of the United States 
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B. I regret note that in spite of fact that at our last meeting 
1 most earnestly urged your government not issue public state- 
ment concerning substance our discussions here regarding our 
agreed announcement September 10, your government, nevertheless, 
issued such statement. As I pointed out at our last meeting, 

it is difficult for me understand how your government can 
consider that such statements contribute to real progress in 
our talks here, Such public debate can only exacerbate our 
differences and in no way can contribute to their solution. 

I have in past, and hope in future fully and openly discuss our 
differences here vith intent do my best résolve them or arrive 


view that place for these discussions is in: our meetings here 
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rather than by our two governments exchanging public statemsnts. 
Action of your government making such statement of course 
ogumelaee my government make reply. Position my government 

with respect to carrying out of agreed announcement of 

September 10 set forth in that reply which was issued by 
Department of State December 16, 


+f 
x4 


\C. I then said as far as cruel and inhuman treatment con- 
cerned, facts in case Mrs. Bradshaw speak for themselves. 
In December 1950 this woman along with her husband applied 
for exit permits. These refused and in February 1951 she 
and her husband arrested, At time she entered prison, she 
in normal health, Three and hzlf years later she released 
completely broken in body and mind. In spite this, more 
than another passed before authority given her leave. 
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concerning agreed announcement he had raised at previous 

meetings. These questions bear no relationship to carrying 

out of September 10 agreement. Unlike questions I had raised . 
|which bear directly on agreed announcement, his questions are . 
extraneous thereto. I had thoroughly covered this ground in | 
last few meetings. In spite of Wang's apparent desire lead 

us down side road in discussing these extraneous issues. I 

have no desire go over ground already coverecd. Particularly 

in last few meetings I had carefully and in detail gone into 

these questions. Statement appeared entirely ignore what I 


said previously. I had no intention pursue this subject this 
morning, 





FE. I said that as for other aspects Wang's statement, I had 
tried point out relationship between carrying out agreed 
announcement and confidence that must be established in regard 
to our other subjects. I had said many times that my discussion 


this subject not motivated by desire delay talks but by desire 
expedite them. 
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F, I said in regard to question of embargo I had still not 
received answers to questions I asked many weeks ago. 


x 


iad ty 


G. JI said in view of imminent Christmas and New Year holidays 
and common practice with respect international meeting during 
that period, I s'iggest that we hold our next meeting January 12. 
I would hope it tinat meeting it will be possible to renew our - 
progress toward reaching agreement on joint statement with 
respect renunciation force. I would expect at that meeting to 

be in position make further comments in regard to your December i 
draft, as well as to make definite proposals concerning amend- 
ments thereto that we would consider desirable. 


~, 
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“22. Wang replied that on Mc ida) he had sent letter stating at 


- today's meeting we should gi © emphasis discussion on agreed 


announcement..on renunciation force. He regretted that in my 
statement this morning I had egain failed put forward concrete 
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opinions concerning new draft of December 1 of PRC side. He 
could not consider this satisfactory. 


23. Wang said this fact shed light on attitude of US, which 
aimed at dragging out talks. Purpose of present talks is 
try resolve conflicts of policy between two countries, Ex- 
isting conflicts of policy as well as tension Taiwan area 
are posing serious threat international yoene. That is way 

f°) rican 


vers public focussing attention on developments Sino-Ame 
alks, 


| 24, Wang said he had to point out that after forty days of 
discussion of item one, we finally reached successful agree- 
ment that item. But 100 days have passed since entering into 
discussion of more important questions, yet we still find 
ourselves no closer tc progress. Cause for lack progress this 


respect entirely due to delaying attitude on part of US con- 
cerning item 2, 





25. Wang said he believed this state of affairs will surely 

disappoint world public opinion and also American opinion. 

, What American people want is friendly relations between 
Chinese and American people advantageous both people. 


: 26. Wang said proposal for renunciation of force statement 
originated with US side, New draft put forward by PRC side 
December 1 fully meets points of view and requirements both 
Sides. It seemed to him issuance of such announcement would 
be first step for relaxing tension between our two countries. 
He is surprised to find we have been delayed such a protracted 
time over this question, Although his side has plenty of 
patience, such waiting would naturally have a limit. 


of the United States 


7. Wang said he noted ny statement that I would be able 
present concrete views at: next meeting on this question, 
He also noted that I had expressed hope that it would be 
possible for us make progress at that meeting. 
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\28. Wang said "I should say that that would be the last 
opportunity for us to reach an agreement on basis our new 
draft. We can permit no further delay. Otherwise we will be 
compelled to make public the proceedings of our discussions 
on the second item of our agenda and leave it to public 
opinion for judgment. We cannot afford to endure indefinite 
delay in this respect." 
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WANG SAID |! HAD EXPRESSED HOPE THAT DISCUSSION BETWEEN US 
WOULD NOT BE MADE PUBLIC BUT WOULD BE CONFINED TO CONFERENCE 
ROOM. SINCE BEGINNING OF SERIES OF TALKS, PRC SIDE HAS 
MAINTAINED THAT SPIRIT. HOWEVER, TWO POINTS MUST BE TAKEN 
INTO CONSIDERATION. FIRST, NEITHER SIDE SHOULD BE ALLOWED 
TO MAKE PUBLIC STATEMENTS OUTSIDE OF MEETINGS. SECOND, 
UNRESERVED AND FRANK EXCHANGE OF OPINION AT MEETINGS SHOULD 
BE DIRECTED TOWARD RESOLVING QUESTIONS AND MAKING PROGRESS 
RATHER THAN DRAGGING ON INDEFINITELY. 


Tweiewa aT! S-,,r™” 


30. WANG SAID AS FAR AS LAST PUBLIC STATEMENT HIS SIDE 

CONCERNED, HE HAD POINTED OUT AT LAST MEETING IT WAS NECESSITATED 
BY FACT US OFFICIAL QUARTERS, INCLUDING SECRETARY OF STATE 
DULLES, OPENLY MADE CHARGES ALLEGING PRC SIDE NOT IMPLEMENTING 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. THESE CHARGES AND ACCUSATIONS HAD NO 

FACTUAL BASIS, HENCE HIS SIDE COMPELLED SET FORTH TRUTH OF 

MATTER TO PUBLIC IN FORMAL STATEMENT. FROM THIS TRUTH WORLD 
PUBLIC CAN SEE WHICH SIDE IS CARRYING OUT AGREEMENT AND Lean 


of the United States 
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IS PURPOSELY VIOLATING IT. ALL THIS HAS BEEN SET FORTH CLEARL 
IN LAST PUBLIC STATEMENT PRC SIDE AND AGAIN IN HIS STATEMENT Fp 
THIS MORNING. HE HAD ALREADY SET FORTH EXPLICITLY VIEWS Ou 
HIS SIDE IN THIS REGARD AND HAD NOTHING FURTHER TO ADD. 5 


veciaSSiTriead Tor Fuvititaevtiuve threes ws 


ay 
31. WANG SAID IN REGARD TO MY PROPOSAL TO HOLD NEXT - 


MEETING JANUARY 12, HE WONDERED IF | WOULD BE AGREEABLE Pry 
TO MAKE IT JANUARY 6. z= 


od 
e 


32. | REPLIED | WAS DISTURBED AT HIS USE OF SUCH PHRASES 
AS "LAST CHANCE" AND "LAST OPPORTUNITY" CONCERNING 
OUR TALKS HERE. | COULD ONLY INTERPRET HIS REMARKS AS A 
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THREAT AND WAS CERTAIN THAT NEGOTIATIONS WERE NOT HELPED 

BY THREATS OF THAT KIND. |! HOPED HE DID NOT MEAN IT THE 

WAY IT SOUNDED. | WAS PERFECTLY WILLING FOR PUBLIC TO JUDGE 
i ON BASIS OF FACTS CONCERNING OUR DISCUSSIONS. HOWEVER | 


DID NOT SEE HOW EXCHANGE OF PUBLIC STATEMENTS WOULD HELP 
PROGRESS. 


ie le ae 


33. 1 SAID | WAS ALSO SURPRISED HE WOULD PURPORT TO SPEAK 

FOR AMERICAN PEOPLE. | BELIEVED ! WAS IN POSITION TO DO THAT. 
HOWEVER, |! DID AGREE THAT AMERICAN PEOPLE DESIRED |MPROVE 
RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES. | HAD TRIED TO POINT 

OUT DURING MEETINGS EFFECT ON OUR RELATIONS AND TALKS OF 
AMERICANS STILL IMPRISONED HIS COUNTRY. 


34. | SAID ! THOUGHT PART OF DIFFICULTY OF PRESENT SITUATION 
IS LACK OF COMPLETE UNDERSTANDING CONCERNING MEANING OF 

FIRST AGREEMENT REACHED BETWEEN US. AT TIME THAT AGREEMENT 
REACHED, | HAD TRIED MY VERY BEST OBTAIN COMMON UNDERSTANDING 
OF WORDS IN AGREEMENT, PARTICULARLY WORD "EXPED!TIOUSLY" 
HOWEVER, WANG NOT WILLING REACH SUCH UNDERSTANDING WITH 

ME. THIS POINTS UP AND EMPHASISES NEED OF FOLL UNDER- 
STANDING IN ANY OTHER AGREEMENTS WE MAY REACH. IN THAT SPIRIT 
| HAVE BEEN TRYING TO DISCUSS MATTERS WITH WANG. 


yeaa 4. 2Ae SR te anal 


of the United States 


35. | SAID THAT AS | HAD STATED THIS MORNING, | PROPOSED 

NEXT MEETING BE JANUARY 12. AT THAT MEETING | WOULD EXPECT 

TO BE IN POSITION TO MAKE FURTHER COMMENTS CONCERNING WANG'S 
DECEMBER i DRAFT AND MAKE SUGGESTIONS CONCERNING AMENDMENTS 
WE WOULD CONSIDER DESIRABLE. MY GOVERNMENT WAS CONTINUING 

iTS STUDY OF DRAFT AND OF ENTIRE MATTER. | DID NOT EXPECT 

TO BE IN POSITION TO GIVE OUR VIEWS UNTIL JANUARY 12 

BECAUSE OF INTERPOSITION OF CHRISTMAS AND NEW YEARS HOLIDAYS. 
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36. 1 SAID MAGNITUDE AND DELICACY OF QUESTION 1S SUCH | 

DID NOT SEE WHAT COULD BE GAINED BY FORCING PACE OF DISCUSSION. 
WANG HIMSELF HAD SAID QUESTION UNDER DISCUSSION IS MOST 
SERIOUS. WORLD AND OUR OWN PEOPLES ARE MORE INTERESTED IN 
SOLIDITY OF AGREEMENT THAN IN SPEED. WE SHOULD CERTAINLY 
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NOT ATTEMPT SACRIFICE SOLIDITY AND SATISFACTORINESS OF AGREE- 
MENTS TO SPEED. | FELT IT WOULD BE MORE SATISFACTORY OF 
WANG WOULD AGREE TO JANUARY 12 FOR OUR NEXT MEETING. 


37. WANG REPLIED WE WERE NOW SEEKING WAYS AND MEANS FOR 
SETTLEMENT OF CONFLICTS BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES. IF BOTH 
SIDES SINCERE, 100 DAYS WOULD CERTAINLY HAVE BEEN ENOUGH 
TO GET SOMETHING OUT OF DISCUSSIONS. !T CANNOT BE CLAIMED 
WE DID NOT HAVE ENOUGH TIME. | WOULD BE ABLE TO SEE HOW 
PATIENT PRC SIDE HAS BEEN. 


vw oa wv o””","™ 


38. WANG SAID | HAD REFERRED TO TERMS SUCH AS THREATS. 

HE COULD NOT ACCEPT SUCH TERMS. PRC SIDE HAS NO INTENT OF 

+ THREATS AGAINST US. IN FACT PRC SIDE FEELS ALL ALONG IT IS 

| BEING THREATENED. ALSO !7 WOULD NOT AGREE TO LET DISCUSSIONS 
/ GE DRAGGED OUT WHEN SUFFICIENT TIME EXISTS TO 

ACHIEVE RESULTS. 


39. WANG SAID AS | HAD STATED, HE DID NOT HAVE LEAST 

| INTENT SPEAK ON BEHALF OF AMERICAN PEOPLE. HE WAS ONLY 

_ EXPRESSING VIEW THAT INTERESTS OF PEOPLE OF WHOLE WORLD WERE 
IDENTICAL AND AMERICAN PEOPLE OF COURSE ARE INCLUDED. THAT 
IS TO SAY, FRIENDLY RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND US CONFORM 
TO INTERESTS OF CHINESE PEOPLE AND ALSO OF AMERICAN PEOPLE. 





of the United States 


4O. WANG SAID | HAD SAID AMERICAN PEOPLE STILL CONCERNED 

OVER 13 AMERICANS IMPRISONED IN CHINA. BUT HE MUST POINT OUT 
ALSO THAT CHINESE PEOPLE IN SAME WAY ARE NOT ONLY CONCERNED 
OVER TENS OF THOUSANDS OF CHINESE RESIDENTS IN US BUT ALSO 
OVER EIGHT MILLION CHINESE PEOPLE IN TAIWAN. THIS IS SOMETHING 


WHICH MUST BE TAKEN INTO CONSIDERATION IN DISCUSSING PROBLEMS 
BETWEEN US. 
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41. WANG SAID HE NOTED MY EXPLANATION OF PROPOSAL TO MEET 
JANUARY 12, HE WONDERED WHETHER IT WOULD BE-AGREEABLE TO 
SET NEXT MEETING TENTATIVELY FOR JANUARY 6 AND THEN TO CON- 
SIDER WHETHER IT WOULD BE DESIRABLE TO EXTEND RECESS. AFTER 
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CONSIDERATION, IF THERE SHOULD BE AN ALTERATION IN TENTATIVE 
SCHEDULE, HE WOULD INFORM US IN WRITTEN FORM. 


42. | REPLIED THAT | COULD NOT GIVE ASSURANCES THAT | 
WOULD BE ABLE DISCUSS DECEMBER 1 DRAFT UNTIL JANUARY 12. 


43, WANG SAID IT APPEARED TWO WEEKS RECESS IS STILL NOT 
SUFFICIENT TIME FOR ME. 


44. | SAID | COULD NOT GIVE ASSURANCES |! WOULD BE 

ABLE DISCUSS DECEMBER | DRAFT BEFORE JANUARY 12. IF WANG 
THOUGHT |1T WOULD BE USEFUL TO MEET BEFORE THAT DATE, |! WOULD 
CERTAINLY CONSIDER IT. | SUGGESTED WE ANNOUNCE NEXT MEETING 
FOR JANUARY 12. IF PRIOR TO THAT TIME, DEVELOPMENTS MADE 


1T DESIRABLE TO MEET, EITHER SIDE COULD GET IN TOUCH WITH 
OTHER. 


45. WANG AGREED TO THIS PROPOSAL. 


46. | SUGGESTED AND WANG AGREED WE ANNOUNCE TO THE PRESS 


THAT NEXT MEETING WILL BE JANUARY 12 IN VIEW OF CHRISTMAS 
AND NEW YEAR'S HOLIDAYS. 
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Dear walter: ‘ 


Thanks very much for your letter of December 16. 
I have fast come back from and finished dictating the 
summary of our meeting tocay and &s you will see, things 
got fairly tight and sticky. However, the most ex- 
cellent instructions contained in the Dept.'s 1410 I 
think exactiy fitted the siutation anc enavled me to 
finish up with no serious losses. (Incidentally, the 
Dept.'s.1410 was a model of drafting fully covering the 
situation ancfJwas completely clear in all the points 
contained.) It will be noted that at today's meeting 
I deliberately avoided attenpting to pick up and an- 
swer all his points and being drawn into discussion 
of other topics. It left me with a somewhat unsatis- 
factory feeling at the meeting to do this but I feel 
that overall it worked out well. 


ST’ Gd ZL 307 


As I said in my summary telegram, I do not be- 
lieve that his threat at today's meeting was to break 
the talks but rather to ¢o to the public. However, 

I am not absolutely positive on this and thought it 
well for you to immediately have his exact words, I 
naturally did not want to show too much worry or con- 
cern by attempting to get him to clarify at today's 
meeting. Fortunately I had made my statement on dis- 
cussion of his Decemter 1 draft prior to his making 
this statement. Otherwise I feel that it would have 


been 
Walter P,. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Devartment of State, 
Vashington, D.C. 
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been impossible for me to make my statement. I have 
difficulty in interpreting the reason he mace his 
statement after my statement except in the li.ht of 
an assumption that they were prepured to ¢o to the 
public today if I hac said nothing on their draft and 
that my statement left him in 4 somewhat half-way 
position which he felt that his instructions required 
him to make the statement, They were all somewhat 
nervous at the beginning of tocay's meeting and at 
the close of his opening prepared statement anc I 
had a feeling that they were cuilcing up to something. 


However, we now have a respite until January le 
anc I know that ¢oo0d use will be made of the time 
back there to think through our future course. as 
you can avpreciate it would be most helpful for me to 
have all the background ,uidance possible. 


I think it likely that their present estimate 
of the situation is that our only interest is in ob- 
taining the release of all of the americans anc that 
if and when this is accomplished we will be quick to 
cut off any further negotiations. I feel that our 
future moves should take account o* this crobvable 
estimete on their part. 


Thanks for the quote from Nehru which I am sure 
I will be able to put to good use, 


Dave is now making anc will sena you 4 copy of 
the original Chinese text of sange's letter of Sept- 
ember 16 and all of his December 1 draft Ap,reed 
Announcement, I sent you all of the substantive 
portion of his draft by telegraph. 


With respect to the proposed information cam- 
paign my principle thought is that the cecision as 
to whether or not such a campaifn should be carried 
on officially by the U.S. Governmat must be care- 
fully related to our overall objectives with regard 
to these talks and our relations with Communist 
China, I think we have to carefuily distinguish be- 
tween a@ campdgn bearing the official imprimature of 
the Covernment and articles anc stortes acpearing in 
private publications, An official campaign will 
probably be interpreted by our ow people as well as 
other countries, and the Chinese Cimmunists, as a 
prelude to a break in these talks, If such is the 
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intent, a campaign of this nature would of course be 
well suited to the purpose, With regard to tenderson's 
memo to Mr. Robertson, I think it would be completely 
idle to believe that such a campaign would result in ex- 
pediting the release of imprisbned Americans, It would 
certainly counter any impression that we are, as the 
memo phrases it, softening our attitude towards Communist 
China, and correspondingly reduce whatever capital I 
believe we have gained by our strong position in pro- 
posing these talks and our renunciation of force posi- 
tion. As far as U.S. public opinion is concerned, my 
own feeling is that it is fully willing without any 
stimulation to follow and support whatever policies 

the administration believes best. It is only necessary 
for the administration clearly to enunciate its policies, 


I want to make clear that ths foregoing applies 
to an identified official program, and does not imply 
that I think that we should sit on naturally generated 
news stories and articles. If Eersohn, for example, 
has a good story and some ma,azine desire to puolich 
it, I certainly would not discourage it. In fact I 
am inclined to think that it woul be useful 4ll around, 
However, I believe entirely different considerations 
are involved in an official program and that bdefore 
starting such @ program we shoul be absolutely clear 
as to our purposes and whether the means will accomplish 
the purpose, 


If the situation in Prague permits, I want to take 
Pat and Jenifer down to Garmisch for a few days at the 
New Year anc will let you know bg telegram from Prague 
whether I am doing so. Someone will at all times be 
on watch here in Geneva and will be able to get in touch 
with me in a matter of hours at the most. It will also 
be possible for me to get from Garnisch down her by car 
in six or seven hours, I hope that you will, as in the 
past, send me at Prague anything you think @ should see 
or have a chance to think about before the next meet- 


ing. 


I hope that you are able to have a real vacation 
as you have certainly earned it. 


Regards to all, 


Sincerely, 


le Johnson 


Americ Ambassador 
UAJohnson/ 
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REPRESENTATIVE CHINESE COMMUNIST CONGEN GENEVA CALLED TODAY AND 
HANDED ME LETTER FROM WANG SAYING | MIGHT OPEN IT IN ABSENCE 
JOKNSON AS MATTER “VERY URGENT," ENGLISH TEXT WHICH ACCOMPANIED 
4 CHINESE TEXT RLADS "GENEVA DECEMBER 28, AMBASSADOR JOHNSON: 
LIU YUNG-MING WAS CHINESE STUDENT OF BRIDGE CONSTRUCTION 
ENGINEERING MISSOURI UNIVERITY, HE ARRIVED IN USA IN 1947 
AND PASSED M.A. IN 1949, IN MAY 1949 HE APPLIED FOR RETURN 
TO CHINA BUT HE WAS NOT ONLY PREVENTED FROM LEAVING USA BUT 
ALSO WAS REGARDED (SIC) IN MENTAL DISORDER AND SENT TO STATE 
HOSPITAL NO. 4, FARMINGTON, MISSOURI, FROM HOSPITAL HE WROTE 
HIS WIFE SAYING 'NO FREEDOM AT ALL, NO FREEDOM FOR WRITING 
LETTERS, SEPARATED FROM OUTSIDE, NOBODY COMES: SEE ME, 
EAGERLY HOPE GET OUT OF THIS HELL AND RETURN TO ARMS MY MOTHER 
COUNTRY AS EARLY AS POSSIBLE', SINCE LATTER PART OF 1950 
H!1S FAMILY HAS NEVER HEARD ANYTHING FROM HIM, HIS WIFE HAS ONCE 
AND AGAIN WRITTEN AND INQUIRED OF THE HOSPITAL. HOSP! TAL MERELY 
REPLIED OCCASIONALLY THAT HE WOULD LEAVE HOSPITAL AS SOON 
AS HE RECOVERED. SINCE 1951 EVEN REPLIES FROM HOSPITAL WERE 
CUT OFF, RECENTLY | RECEIVED LETTER FROM HIS FAMILY IN 
WHICH ABOVE SITUATION MENTIONED, YOU ARE REQUESTED TO MAKE 
INVESTIGATION’ INTO THIS SERIOUS MATTER AND GIVE ME SATISFACTORY 
ANSWER, SIGNED WANG PING-NAN," 


GSS8z-z1/S6°119 
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UNDERSTAND JOHNSON WILL RETURN GENEVA ON OR ABOUT af 10. 
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SENT DEPARTMENT 1338, REPEATED INFORMATION PRIORITY PRAGUE 21 
PRAGUE FOR AMBASSADOR 
FROM OSBORN \ 


Following is English text letter addressed Johnson delivered 
by representative CHICOM Consulate General to Consul General 
Gowen 3:25 todsy. As in case December 28 letter (Geneva ! g 
1320) neither English nor Chinese text bears Wang's autograph. 
Sigisture is typed. Dated Geneva January 5. 


BEGIT] QUOTE 


I have asked you, in letter of December 28, to investisate 
serious matter regarding C inese studerz:t.., who 

is prevented from returning to China, and give me satisfactory 
reply. I still wait your reply. 


of the United States 


I heve received 7 more letters from families of Chinese stu- 
dents in USA. It is mentioned in these letters that 7 Chinese ~ 
students are prevented from returning to China as follows: a a 
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LIMIT DISTRIBUTION | a 
® 2 ~ Guidance for January 12 meeting. 
: 1. Ye believe at next meeting you should review at length course 
4 of discussions on renunciation of force issue. Such review will _ to ~ C 
oO es 
s | o : 
y summarize our position for record and refute Wang's accusations past deFexel 
ce 
= meetings thet US has been stalling. 0) 
<= 
m 
‘@ ad 2. In opening, you should state that you are dealing with this om 
ow 
_ 8 | subject now, only because at lest meeting you agreed to comment on Communist oO 
es | 
m- Y | 
cv counterproposal. Otherwise because of Communist public statements since o 
oO 
— +) c 
ss last meeting, you would have devoted this meeting solely to presenting fal 
oO ; : 
as protest to Communist misrepresentation of Agreec Announcement and its : = 
P= ] ‘ ¢ 
6 | failure to implement it. This you will deai with later. na Or 
ye 
> Desired 3. You shogld emphasize that Us first introduced subject of 
= _ renunciation of force, and repeat your introductory statement October o. 
vr S/S = 
< U Point out that Communists waited three weeks, then on October 27 introduced $2 
@ G 
” E draft which not only fell far short of meeting US proposal, but introduced oD 
CA 
L - ir. extraneous elements. Point out that on November 10, two weeks later, US r 
Phleger 0) 
presented draft which incorporated ell points made when you introduced 
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sudject 
aon 11130 -~— <2 - 
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subject and also legitimate portions of Comiunist draft and should have 





been acceptable. kead draft. However, this not accepted by Communists, 
who after enother three-week interval, on December 1 presented counterdraft 
which represented some improvement over their first proposal, but failed 


to meet essentiel recuirements including that announcement apply to Teizan 
5 Eg PP) 


PPE OE TS MS A 


area and provide for leritimate self-defense. 

4. You should avoid linking your presentation directly to Wang's 
accusations that US stalling. You should not be on the defensive, but 
rather take the cffensive, taxing Communists with undenisble fact that 
for three months they have refused to agree to reasonable proposal made 
by US and intended to prevent hostilities in Taiwan area. 


5. Conclude your presentation with statement thet US willing to 


of the United States 


make further effort to reach agreement on this issue and to this end 


introduces revision of Communist counterppoposal repeat counterproposal 
1466 
of December 1. Then present draft Deptel 1L6¢e This identical with 


i oe 


that previously approved for your use, except word "means" substituted 
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for word "negotiations" in paragraph D in order broaden meaning and give 





s more flexibility. This phrasing in line with lanruage in Communist 
: December 1 draft pezagraph C. 
6. You should then proceed to statement on implementation, stressing 
that you protest in strongest terns Communists ettempt to claim that Agreed 
Announcement does not apply to imprisoned Americans, pointing out that 


is id 


their 


SECR=T 


11131 Classification 

















a. a telegram to _Amconsul GENEVA FOR JOHNSON 





ECRET 
Classification 





their names were actually before parties and were being discussed when 


unequivocal statement regarding their expeditious repatriation wes drafted 


and meade public. These imprisoned Americans were ones about whom we had 


for previous weeks been actually making representations. Also protest 


failure of Communists to live up to their announcement and point out that 


this cannot but have serious effect on success of discussions. Obvious 


that progress depends upon good faith performance of agreements elready 


reached. 


1455 
7. FYI Deptel / contains substance O'Neill's report on receipt 


of communications from five imprisoned Americans since last meeting. 


8. Materiel for use in replying Communist charges Liu Yung-ming 


case and others telegraphed separately. 
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Following is U.S. revision of Chinese Communist counterproposal of nd 
S December 1 to be introduced January 12 meeting: eI 
: z | 
s BEGIN QOTE 2 
wv > ct 
a >. © 
© Ambassador U. Alexis Johnson on behalf of the Government of the a 
= M4 United States of America, and Ambassador Wang Ping-nen, on behalf 
u + 
<s of the Government of the People's Republic of China, agree to announce: 
So The United States of America and the People's Repu lic of Chine 
cre 
os ‘. are determined that they will settle disputes between them through 
—- v 
se peaceful means and that, without prejudice to the inherent right of 0) 
qe oon 
° - individual and collective self-defense, they will not resort to the _ 
. ° 
3 threat or use of force in the Taiwan area or elsewhere. © 
> (Offices Ol 
A oun The two Ambassadors should continue their talks to seek practical ~ 
® S/S ~~ 
v U and feasible means for the reaiizetion of this common desire. ) 
a G © 
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You way inform “ang at next meeting that immediately upon recs 
text his letter Department undertook investigation. situation Liu Yung-ming. “4 
ae 
liospital stated that although Liu not repeat not completely recovered; ‘he ape 
go 
now able to travel. US immigration authorities obtained transit vieaitie. 
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g Wilson January 8, eee, Bie Nl oe es 
s am ters 
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Deer Alex: 


Ciring the recess period we received ea number of 
cormunicetions from the British concerning O'iieiil's activities 
in Peipinc. I am enclosing copies of those which I think you 
have not yet seen. Unfortunately they ere not numberec in any 
way so there may be one or tio missing. Eowever, I believe 
you have received all importent docurents. 


We are in the process of numbering ell documents received 
from the fritish concsrnine O'Neill's work and we hope to 


reintein this file on e nore systenatic besis henceforth. 


Sincerely yours, 


Ralph N. Clourh 
Deputy Director 
for Chinese Affairs 


enclosures: 


Memoranda dated 12/22, 12/29, 12/30, 
12/31, and 1/°/S6 from British Embassy. 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American 4“mbassador now at Seneva, 
Arerican Consulate Ceneralx, 
Geneva. 
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Your 1351. 








1. INS hacfissued norepeat no statement regarding Liu case. ee 


2. American Red Cross telegraphed, Madane, Li. January, 6 thet, Liu 


4 


scheduled depart San Francisco by boat January 8; that US eeaaniian 
hendling arrangements in accordance with deportation proceedings instity 


earlier; thet ked Cross representative. in Hong Kong would neat Lin and. 
“= a 
escort to border; and inquired mort, Chinese Communist, Red: rose would 


ah 


_* “Na at?” . iy « wi = 

meet at border. tAS Ss =e. see Ae 
3. lied Cross representative saw Liu in San Francisco and provided a 
him with toilet articles and cash for trip. Red Cross Fepresentatives: Aee 


in Honolulug Yokohama and ivanila alse ar pte» Lend. ‘any neocnseny® 






assistance. eS . ae oi ake ae 2s 
+ | ye “s + ee ay ee 
4. bLuring period 1920 to 1954 Reais. was in communication. with te eeF . 


cal 
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4° ter t. 
Liu's father who asked that hospital continue to care for Liu. Hospital . 
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7 
’ ‘ 
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has no record of correspondence from Liu's wife. Department's first 
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information concerning her existence and interest in Liu's return : 
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FROM JOHNSON 


'e« | OPENED 32ND MEETING TODAY WITH PREPARED STATEMENT 
AS FOLLOWS: 


A. YOU WILL RECALL THAT AT OUR LAST MEETING | SAID | 
WOULD HOPE TO BE IN POSITION AT TH!S MEETING TO MAKE FURTHER 
COMMENTS WITH REGARD TO YOUR COUNTERPROPOSAL OF DECEMBER | 


FOR DECLARATION BY OUR TWO GOVERNMENTS CONCERNING RENUNCIATION 
OF FORCE. . 


"LLO 


of the United States 


B. HOWEVER, | REGRET TO NOTE THAT YOUR GOVERNMENT HAS 

OURING INTERVAL SINCE OUR LAST MEETING UNDERTAKEN MOST VIOLENT 
AND UNFOUNDED PROPAGANDA CAMPAIGN INSTEAD OF TAKING ANY 
CONSTRUCTIVE ACTION WITH REGARD TO OUR AGREEMENT SEPTEMBER 10 
WHICH WOULD GENUINELY CONTRIBUTE TO UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN US. 
THESE UNFOUNDED PROPAGANDA ATTACKS AGAINST MY GOVERNMENT —_ 
APPEAR TO INDICATE AN INTENTION GN PART OF YOUR GOVERNMENT «TO 3. 
MISUSE AGREEMENT OF SEPTEMBER 10 TO FOSTER MISUNDERSTANDING 
RATHER THAN TO CONTRIBUTE TO UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN US. 

IN VIEW OF THIS, |! WOULD THINK IT WELL TO DEVOTE THIS MEETING™ 
SOLELY TO PURPOSE OF CLARIFYING THIS SITUATION AND POINTING ag 
OUT FACTS WITH REGARD TO WHICH SIDE HAS THUS FAR REALLY FAILEBS 
TO CARRY OUT SEPTEMBER 10 AGREEMENT. NEVERTHELESS, IN LIGHT 
STATEMENTS WHICH | MADE AT OUR LAST MEETLNG, | WILL FIRST we 


DISCUSS THIS MORNING YOUR DECEMBER 1 COUNTERPROPOSAL WITH 
REGARD TO RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. > 


—— 
= 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


9Scl-1/<£6 


* 
a; 


4 
OO 





Vd 





IVITINAS 





CONF IDENT IAL REPRODUCTION iH 
COPY, IF CLASSIFI is 
PERMANENT PROHIBITED 


RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action Hine 














Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





of the United States 


a 





CONF IDENT IAL 


-2- 1362, JANUARY 12, 4 P.M. FROM GENEVA 


C. | THINK IT WELI. TO RECALL IT WAS MY GOVERNMENT WHICH 
INITIATED SUGGESTION FOR CLEAR UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN US AND 
PUBL!1C ANNOUNCEMENT ON BASIC AND FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION OF 
WHETHER OUR DIFFERENCES WOULD BE PERMITTED TO LEAD TO WAR. 

YOU WILL RECALL | INTRODUCED THIS QUESTION FIRST AT SEPTEMBER 28 
MEETING AND AGAIN AT MEETING OF OCTOBER 5~ THEN MORE THAN 

THREE MONTHS AGO AT MEETING OF OCTOBER 8 | MADE VERY CAREFULLY 
DRAWN STATEMENT FULLY SETTING FORTH POSITION OF MY GOVERNMENT 

IN THIS REGARD. | THINK IT WELL TO RECALL EXACTLY WHAT | SAID 
AT THAT TIME. (1 THEN REPEATED MY INTRODUCTORY STATEMENT 


OCTOBER 8 ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE AND CONTINUED WITH PREPARED : 
STATEMENT AS FOLLOWS: 


D. THAT STATEMENT TOOK FULL ACCOUNT OF ISSUES BETWEEN US 

AND POSITIONS OF YOUR GOVERNMENT WITH REGARD THERETO. | WAS 
HOPEFUL WE WOULD BE ABLE PROMPTLY TO REACH FULL UNDERSTANDING 
ON SUBSTANCE THEREOF WHICH WOULD PERMIT US TO DRAFT AND ISSUE 
SUGGESTED DECLARATIONS. IT WAS ONLY*THREE WEEKS LATER ON 
OCTOBER 27 YOU INTRODUCED DRAFT WHICH NOT ONLY FELL FAR SHORT 
OF SPECIFIC PROPOSAL | HAD MADE OCTOBER 8 BUT ALSO INTRODUCED 
EXTRANEOUS ELEMENTS. | DISCUSSED THIS MATTER IN DETAIL WITH 
YOU AT SUBSEQUENT MEETINGS AND ONLY TWO WEEKS LATER AT MEETING 
NOVEMBER 10 INTRODUCED DRAFT WHICH INCORPORATED ESSENTIAL POINTS 
WHICH | HAD HOPED IN LIGHT OF OUR DISCUSSIONS WE WERE AGREED 
UPON. (1! THEN WENT OVER MY NOVEMBER 10 DRAFT POINT BY POINT.) 


IF THERE WERE GENUINE SUBSTANTIVE AGREEMENT ON PART OF YOUR 
GOVERNMENT WITH VIEWS OF MY GOVERNMENT CONCERNING VITAL 
IMPORTANCE OF NOT PERMITTING DIFFERENCES BETWEEN US, INCLUDING 
THOSE IN TAIWAN AREA, TO LEAD TO WAR, | CANNOT UNDERSTAND 

WHY MY DRAFT NOV. 10 SHOULD NOT HAVE BEEN ACCEPTABLE. 

HOWEVER, YOUR SIDE NOT ONLY REFUSED TO AGREE TO THIS DRAFT 


BUT TOOK EXTREME POSITION OF REJECTING IT EVEN AS BASIS FOR 
DISCUSSION. 


Ee AFTER ANOTHER THREE WEEK INTERVAL, ON DEC. 1, YOU 
PRESENTED YOUR COUNTERDRAFT. AS | ItNDICATED.AT THE TIME, 

! FELT THIS COUNTERDRAFT REPRESENTED SOME IMPROVEMENT OVER 
FIRST PROPOSAL OF YOUR SIDE. HOWEVER, AS | ALSO POINTED OUT 
AT THE TIME, YOUR COUNTERPROPOSAL FAILED TO MAKE IT CLEAR 

THAT ANNOUNCE NENT APPLIED TO TAIWAN AREA AS WELL AS ELSEWHERE. 
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IN LIGHT OF STATEMENTS YOU' HAD MADE HERE, AS WELL AS PUBLIC 
POSITION OF YOUR GOVERNMENT, !T THUS APPEARED YOUR COUNTERDRAFT 
MIGHT CARRY CONCEALED RESERVATION WITH RESPECT TO TAIWAN AREA 
UNDER WHICH YOUR GOVERNMENT COULD, IT IT LATER SO CHOSE 

TO DO, INITIATE HOSTILITIES IN TAIWAN AREA ON GROUNDS SITUATION 


THERE WAS PURELY DOMESTIC MATTER. YOUR DRAFT ALSO FAILED TO 
PROVIDE FOR LEGITIMATE SELF-DEFENSE. 


F. HOWEVER, IN FURTHER EFFORT TO REACH AGREEMENT ON THIS 
FUNDAMENTAL SUBJECT, SEE ATTACHED AGREEMENT WE ARE WILLING TO 
ACCEPT YOUR COUNTERPROPOSAL DECEMBER 1 AS BASIS FOR DISCUSSION. 
SUBJECT TO SLIGHT AMENDMENT TO BRING ENGLISH TEXT OF SECOND 
PARAGRAPH MORE FULLY INTO CONFQRMITY WITH OUR UNDERSTANDING OF 
CHINESE TEXT AND AN ADDITION TO COVER QUESTION OF SELF-DEFENSE,’ 
AS WELL AS QUESTION OF WHETHER DECLARATION IS CONSIDERED TO BE 
APPLICABLE TO TAIWAN AREA, WE ARE ALSO PREPARED TO ACCEPT ALL OF 
LANGUAGE AS WELL AS FORM YOUR DECEMBER.-1 COUNTERDRAFT. IN ORDER 
MAKE OUR SUGGESTIONS CLEAR | HAVE PREPARED DRAFT INCORPORATING 
OUR AMENDMENTS AND ADDITIONS TO SECOND PARAGRAPH. YOU WILL NOTE 


THAT FIRST AND THIRD PARAGRAPHS ARE IDENTICAL WITH YOUR DECEMBER 
1 COUNTERDRAFT . 





Ge IN MAKING THESE SUGGESTED AMENDMENTS | HAVE TAKEN FULL 
ACCOUNT OF OUR DISCUSSION AND BELIEVE | HAVE ENTIRELY MET 


YOUR OBJECTIONS TO MY NOVEMBER 10 DRAFT. (1 THEN HANDED DRAFT 
DEPTEL 1466 TO WANG.) 


He AS SOON AS YOU HAVE HAD OPPORTUNITY TO STUDY IT, | 
WILL BE GLAD TO EXPLAIN ANY POINTS THAT MAY NOT BE CLEAR 
OR DISCUSS WITH YOU IN GREATER DETAIL CHANGES WE HAVE SUGGESTED. 


|. | DESIRE SUBSEQUENTLY TO DISCUSS WITH YOU: FODAY“QUESTYONS— 
RAISED IN YOUR LETTERS DECEMBER 28 AND JANUARY 5, AS WELL AS 
OTHER! MATTERS RELATED TO SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT. 
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LIMITED DISTRIBUTION 
FROM JOHNSON 
1. THREE HOUR TWENTY-FIVE MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING. 


2. | OPENED WITH LONG STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE 
CLOSELY FOLLOWING OUTLINE DEPTEL 1465. AFTER RELATIVELY 
CURSORY STUDY MY DRAFT WANG REJECTED IT, RENEWED CHARGES 

US OCCUPATION TAIWAN, AND PARTICULARLY CENTERED ATTACKS MY 
AMENDMENTS AS RENEWED EFFORT BY US OBTAIN PRC RECOGNITION 
VALIDITY US COLLECTIVE DEFENSE ARRANGEMENTS TAIWAN AREA. 

HE ENDED WITH PREPARED STATEMENT RENEWING CHARGES US STALLING 
AND PROPOSING THIS AND SUBSEQUENT MEETINGS BE "OPEN". 

(LATER IN RESPONSE QUESTIONS HE INDICATED THAT BY "OPEN" 

HE MEANT RELEASE OF COMMUNIQUE GIVING FULL SUBSTANCE FOLLOWING 
EACH MEETING). 





of the United States 
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THERE FOLLOWED LONG GIVE AND TAKE DURING WHICH | STRESSED 
APPARENT SIGNIFICANCE FAILURE THEIR SIDE DURING THREE MONTHS 

, SINCE MY OCT. 8 PROPOSAL TO AGREE TO SPECIFIC INCLUSION: 

~ TAIWAN IN ANY STATEMENT, AS WELL AS PRESSED HIM ON WILLINGNESS 

INCLUDE IN STATEMENT RECOGNITION AS GENERAL PRINCIPLE RIGHT 2 

INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE DEFENSE. THERE WAS LONG GIVE AND ef 

TAKE TOWARD END OF WHICH APPARENTLY RECOGNIZING WEAKNESS 4 

THEIR PUBLIC POSITION ON INCLUSION SPECIFIC MENTION TAIWAN, > 

HE STATED WOULD CONSIDER OUR AMENDED DRAFT iF REFERENCE =“, & 

INDIVIDUAL COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE REMOVED. | EXPRESSED 7‘* } 


hom} 
4 _- WILLINGNESS CONSIDER ANY ALTERNATIVE FORMULATION FOR INCLUSION: 55° 
oe 
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THIS PRINCIPLE AND EMPHASIZED WEAKNESS THEIR POSITION IN 
REFUSING INCLUDE IT IN PUBLIC STATEMENT WHILE ADMITTING 


TO VALIDITY DURING OUR DISCUSSION. HOWEVER, WAS UNABLE 
TO SHAKE HIM ON THIS. 


| THEN MADE STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION ACCORDANCE PARA 


6 DEPTEL 1465, BRIEF STATEMENT ON LIU, AND STATEMENT ACCORDANCE 
DEPTEL 1468. 


AT CLOSE OF MEETING AFTER | REPEATED MY REFUSAL TO 

AGREE TO OPEN MEETINGS HE SAID "WOULD LEAVE THIS QUESTION 
OPEN FOR TIME BEING" AND REFERRED TO HIS STATEMENT AT LAST 
MEETING ON ISSUANCE UNILATERAL PUBLIC STATEMENT ON DISCUSSION 
AGENDA ITEM 2, INDICATING THAT WOULD PROBABLY MAKE SUCH A 
STATEMENT. IN REPLY MY QUESTIONS AS TO WHERE, WHEN AND 

TEXT, HE SAID "THIS MATTER HAS NOT BEEN DECIDED SO FAR". 


1, OF COURSE, INDICATED THAT IF THEY ISGSUED STATEMENT WE 
WOULD FEEL FREE MAKE REPLY. 


SUGGEST THAT IF THEY DO ISSUE STATEMENT, TEXT MY OPENING 
STATEMENT AT TODAY'S MEETING WOULD BE GOOD REPLY AND AM 
TELEGRAPHING FULL TEXT SEPERATELY "NIACT". 


NEXT MEETING JAN. 19. 
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FROM JOHNSON ' ee ar 


1, WANG RESPONDED MY PREPARED STATEMENT (MYTEL 1362) AT 
OPENING 32D MEETING JANUARY 12 BY SAYING HE HAD LISTENED 
MY STATEMENT THIS MORNING IN WHICH | HAD REVIEWED COURSE 
DISCUSSION ON ITEM TWO, HE HAD LISTENED VERY CAREFULLY BUT 
COULD NOT HEAR ANYTHING NEW OR CONSTRUCTIVE IN STATEMENT, 


fA MAS ant ssh Or, Va WR Addai 


<4 am 
See ON ci Ie caper ae se Ae 


iS i 


2. WANG SAID THIS APPLIES IN PARTICULAR TO MY REMARKS 

WHICH DISCUSSED HIS DRAFT OF DECEMBER 1, HE RECALLED THAT 
WHEN HE !NTRODUCED DECEMBER 1 DRAFT, |! HAD EXPRESSED WELCOME 
AND HAD SAID IT REPRESENTED CONSIDERABLE ADVANCE IN DISCUS~ 


SIONS, WE HAVE HAD PROLONGED DISCUSSION THIS MATTER OF ISSUING 
ANNOUNCEMENT ON THIS QUESTION, 


of the United States 
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3. WANG SAID HE HAD GLANCED OVER AMENDED DRAFT ! HAD PRE- 
SENTED THIS MORNING AND WHILE LEAVING ASIDE DETAILS OF 
WORDING AND LANGUAGE, HE NOTED THAT QUESTION OF PRINCIPLE 
STILL REMAINS, HE NOTED | WAS AGAIN CLAIMING ALLEGED RIGHT 


; OF SO-CALLED INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN 
r AREA, 
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4, WANG SAID US IS TODAY OCCUPYING ISLAND OF TAIWAN WHICH 


CHINESE TERRITORY, UNDER THESE CIRCUMSTANCES US HAS ABSOLUTEL 
NO RIGHT SPEAK OF ANY SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN’ AREA, 





m. 5. WANG SAID IN MY STATEMENT THIS MORNING | HAD MADE REFERENCE 
TO FACT US IS MEMBER OF UN AND ALSO MADE REFERENCE TO NUMBER 
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INTERNATIONAL TREATIES AND PACTS, BUT ALL THIS COULD NOT 
DEFEND POSITION OF US IN OCCUPYING TERRITORY OF OTHER 
COUNTRIES, IF US COULD CLAIM RIGHT TO SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN 
AREA, WANG COULD SAY THERE !S NO MORE JUSTICE IN WORLD, 


6, WANG SAID HIS SIDE HAS LONG EXPRESSED ITSELF UNMISTAKEABLY 
ON THIS MATTER, THAT IT WOULD NEVER ACCEPT THIS POSITION, 
THEREFORE HE SAID THAT AMENDMENTS PRESENTED BY ME AT TODAYS 
MEETING UNREASONABLE AND UNACCEPTABLE TO H!S SIDE, SUCH 
AMENDMENTS AS HAD BEEN PUT FORWARD THIS MORNING WOULD NOT 
'ELP IN ANY WAY IN SETTLEMENT OF MATTER BEFORE US, NOR WOULD 
THEY HELP BRING CLOSER VIEWS OF TWO SIDES, 


7o WANG SAID | MIGHT RECALL THAT DURING DISCUSSION OF SECOND 
1TEM 1T WAS US WHICH INITIATED PROPOSAL OF MAK!ING ANNOUNCE- 
MENT ON RENUNCIATION SOURCE, PRC SIDE HAS REPEATEDLY MET 

' VIEWS OF US SIDE AND PUT FORWARD NEW DRAFT OF DECEMBER 1, 


THUS IT COULD BE SAID PRC SIDE HAS MOVED SEVERAL STEPS 
| ORWARD ON THIS MATTER, 


of the United States 


‘ 


8, WANG SAID IN THIS DRAFT OF PRC SIDE 17 CLAARLY STATED 

FHAT ON BASIS OF UN CHARTER, BOTH SIDES SHOULD SETTLE DISPUTES 
BETWEEN THEM BY PEACEFUL MEANS WITHOUT RESCRTING TO THREAT 

OR USE FORCE, THIS NOT ONLY CONFORMS WITH DESIRE OF PEOPLE 


OF OUR TWO COUNTRIES BUT ALSO CONFORMS WITH THE DESIRES OF 
PEACELOVING PEOPLES OF WORLD, 
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9, WANG SAID HOWEVER FOR THREE MEETINGS IN SUCCESSION US 

SIDE HAS FAILED MAKE ANY COMMENTS ON HIS DRAFT AND FACT 

IHAT AFTER LONG RECESS US SIDE SHOULD SUQGEST SUCH TERMS AND Be 
WORDING AS HAD LONG BEEN CATEGORICALLY REJECTED BY PRC SIDE ‘ 


COULD NOT BUT CAUSE DOUBT AS TO WHETHER US SIDE HAS SINCERE St. 
DESIRE ARRIVE AT AGREEMENT, ae 





10, WANG SAID AT SAME TIME HE WANTED POINT OUT THAT RECENTLY 
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AMER!CAN MILITARY AIRCRAFT HAVE BEEN MAKING ENCROACHMENT ON 
THEIR TERRITORIAL AIR AND AMERICAN "TOP BRASS" HAVE GONE TO 
TAIWAN TO STEP UP MILITARY PREPARATIONS, ALL THIS CONCLUSIVELY 
PROVES THAT US BENT ON INCREASING TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA, 


11. WANG SAID FURTHER, ACCORDING PRESS REPORTS, US AIR FORCE 
SECRETARY QUARLES HAS GONE SO FAR AS TO INDICATE THAT 

OUTLYING ISLANDS AROUND TAIWAN ARE AMERICAN BASES IN FAR EAST, 
THUS IT APPARENT THAT IT INTENTION OF US SIDE TO REQUIRE PRC 
SIDE TO RECOGNIZE STATUS QUO OF AMERICAN OCCUPATION TAIWAN 

AS WELL AS COASTAL ISLANDS CONTROLLED BY CHIANG KAI-SHEK 


CLIQUE, THIS POSITION OF US SIDE CAN NEVER BE TOLERATED BY 
PRC SIDE, 


- 


12, WANG SAID ALL THESE EVENTS CANNOT BUT ALARM PRC SIDE 
AND CREATE DOUBTS AMONG CHINESE AS TO WHETHER US SIDE IS 


GENUINELY SINCERE IN STATED DESIRE SETTLE DISPUTES BETWEEN 
TWO COUNTRIES. 








of the United States 





13. WANG SAID, IN VIEW OF FACT THA’ US {1S CREATING. TENSION 
AND IN VIEW OF ATTITUDE OF US SIDE IN DELIBERATELY STALLING 
TALKS, ALL OF WHICH NOT IN CONFORMITY W!TH PURPOSE AND AIMS 
THESE TALKS, THEREFORE PRC SIDE DEMANDS THAT THESE MEETINGS 
BE PUBLIC SO THAT ISSUES MAY BE JUDGED BY WORLD OPINION, 
ALSO PRC SIDE IS OBLIGED GIVE ACCOUNT TO CHINESE PEOPLE OF 
PROCEEDINGS THESE TALKS, THAT WAS PRC SIDE'S OPINION ON 
QUESTION WE HAD JUST DISCUSSED, 
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14, | SAID IN REPLY THAT FIRST | DIDNtT BELIEVE THEY'#D 

HAD SUFFICIENT TIME FULLY CONSIDER MY SUGGESTED CHANGES 

AND THAT | HOPED THEY WOULD DO SO, |! THOUGHT PROBABLY 

FIRST QUESTION BETWEEN US, OFTEN DISCUSSED HERE, 1S QUESTION 
OF WHETHER WE CONSIDERED STATEMENT APPLIED TO TAIWAN AREA, 


MY SUGGESTION FROM BEGINNING ON OCTOBER 8 WAS THAT WE MAKE 
THIS SPECIFICALLY CLEAR, 





15. | SAID MY UNDERSTANDING OF THEIR POSITION HAD ALWAYS 
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BEEN THAT THEY WOULD CONSIDER SUCH STATEMENT AS APPLICABLE TO a 
TAIWAN AREA, HOWEVER, THEY HAD OBJECTED TO FORM IN WHICH > 


|'T WAS PREVIOUSLY MADE ON GROUNDS TH!S WOULD PREJUDICE THEIR 
POSITION ON TAIWAN AREA, 





8 


16, | SAID THAT | HAD STATED IN AS MANY WAYS AS | POSSIBLY 
COULD THAT OUR INTENTION WAS NOT TO GET THEM 7O SAY ANYTHING 
i}HAT WOULD PREJUDICE PURSUIT OF THEIR POLICIES BY PEACEFUL 


MEANS, THAT THIS WAS MADE CLEAR IN OUR OCTOBER EIGHT STATE- | oe 
MENT AND OUR NOVEMBER 10 DRAFT, BUT THAT THEY HAD OBJECTED “ 
rO FORM IN WHICH IT WAS SET FORTH IN THAT DRAFT, : ryt 
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23 17. | SAID WE WERE BOTH AGREED THAT MOST SERIOUS PROBLEM Mes 

<8 FACING OUR TWO SIDES WAS PRECISELY IN TAIWAN .AREA, AND THAT 3 

non QUESTION THEREFORE APPEARED TO ME TO BE NOT WHETHER ANY : 

£3 AGREEMENT APPLIED TO TAIWAN AREA BUT WHETHER IT CLEARLY be. 

SEY STATED THIS, Bee 

25 i: 

Ss 18, | SAID THAT THEY HAD TALKED PREVIOUSLY, AND AT GREAT 3° 

.% LENGTH THIS MORNING, OF SINCERITY, | SA!D MY GOVERNMENT HAD én 

e OVER AND OVER PROPOSED AND | AGAIN PROPOSED THIS MORNING Re 

+ IHAT BOTH SIDES SINCERITY BE DEMONSTRATED BY SPECIFICALLY , ~x 

< RELATING OUR AGREEMENT TO TAIWAN AREA, THIS WOULD ASSURE are 

o WORLD WHICH AS HE HAD RIGHTLY SA!D HAD LONGED FOR PEACE, ¥ 

s [HAT NEITHER SIDE HAD ANY CONCEALED RESERVATIONS IN THIS Bas 

ry REGARD, en 

(on) ‘. « 
19, ! SAID |! HAD OVER AND OVER POINTED OUT PROBLEM WASN!T Oe 





ONE OF FORM OF WORDS WHICH EITHER SIDE VARIOUSLY INTERPRETS, a 
BUT LAY IN REACHING GENUINE AGREEMENT WHIC!i COULD BE PUT ‘ 
INTO WORDS, TO DO OTHERWISE CERTAINLY CCULD NOT CONTRIBUTE 
TO PEACE, | WAS RELUCTANT TO PLACE INTERPRETATION THAT MIGHT 


WELL BE PLACED ON THEIR ADAMANT REFUSAL we PERMIT ANY MENTION 
OF TAIWAN AREA, 









20, | THEN SAID IN REGARD TO SECOND POINT ~— MENTION OF 
INDIVIGUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE ~~ | WOULD HAVE 
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CONS|DERED THEY WOULD HAVE REGARDED IT AS IMPORTANT AS WE 
DID, 1T WAS MY UNDERSTANDING THEIR GOVERNMENT DID NOT DENY 
RIGHT OF INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE TO ITSELF 
OR TO ANY OTHER COUNTRY, MY UNDERSTANDING HAD BEEN THAT 
THEIR SIDE OBJECTED TO FORM OF OUR NOVEMBER 10 DRAFT BECAUSE 
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- THEY FELT !|T PREJUDICED THEIR POSITION ON TAIWAN AREA, 
6 AGAIN, IN HONEST EFFORT TO MEET THEIR POINT ON THIS, IN THIS 
= DRAFT WE HAD TRIED TO INTRODUCE THIS IDEA iN FORM THAT WOULD 
@ NOT DO SO, 
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Direction to DC/R 
21. ! SUGGESTED THAT WE GO OVER EXACTLY WHAT THAT SECOND 


PARA SAID. WHAT IT SAID WAS WE WERE DETERMINED TO SETTLE 

OUR DISPUTES BY PEACEFUL MEANS AND THAT CERTAINLY NEITHER OF 
US OBJECTED TO THAT. THEN IT SAID WE WOULD MOT RESORT 

TO FORCE IN TAIWAN AREANOR ELSEWHERE. THIS WAS CERTAINLY 
CLEAR AND SPECIFIC AND |! COULD NOT SEE WHY THERE COULD BE 
ANY OBJECTION TO THAT LANGUAGE. IT THEN SAID THAT IN STATING 
THIS PRINCIPLE BOTH SIDES WISHED TO MAKE IT CLEAR IT WAS 
WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO RIGHT OF INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE 
SELF-DEFENSE. THIS WAS STATED AS GENERAL PRINCIPLE AND | 


COULD NOT SEE WHAT POSSIBLE OBJECTION THERE COULD BE T0 ITS 
INCLUSION IN DRAFT. 


of the United States 


22. | SAID THIS SECOND PARA AS PRESENTLY DRAFTED WOULD GO 

AS FAR AS WORDS COULD TO SHOW THERE WAS UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN 
US. THAT IF THERE WAS OBJECTION AS TO WORDING THAT REVEALED 
UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN US WAS NOT AS CLEAR AS | HAD THOUGHT. 
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23. | SAID THEY AGAIN THIS MORNING HAD DISCUSSED OUR DISPUTE 
IN TAIWAN AREA AND CERTAINLY OUR FIRST TASK WAS TO MAKE 
CERTAIN THIS DISPUTE DID NOT LEAD TO HOSTILITIES. IF THREAT 
OF FORCE WAS CLEARLY REMOVED FROM THAT DISPUTE, THERE WAS 
HOPE QUESTIONS BETWEEN US COULD, IN THAT ATMOSPHERE, BE 
DISCUSSED AND RESOLVED. | SAID DRAFT 1! HAD PROPOSED THIS 
MORNING SHOULD ACCOMPLISH THIS PURPOSE AND | HAD HOPED THEY 
WOULD GIVE IT FURTHER STUDY IN LIGHT OF MY REMARKS. 





24. 1 SAID | WAS NOT EXACTLY CLEAR ABOUT WHAT THEY MEANT 

2 BY THEIR PROPOSAL TO MAKE OUR MEETINGS OPEN. | UNDERSTOOD 
~ THAT IN NORMAL INTERNATIONAL USAGE, "OPEN" MEANT PUBLIC N 
WOULD ATTEND OUR MEETINGS. OR WAS THEIR PROPOSAL THAT AT 
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CLOSE OF EACH MEETING PRESS WOULD BE GIVEN FULL ACCOUNT OF 
MEETING BY EACH OF US. 


25. | SAID IN EITHER EVENT IT WAS DIFFICULT FOR ME TO SEE 
HOW THIS COULD CONTRIBUTE TO PROGRESS OF OUR DISCUSSIONS. 
17 SEEMED TO ME IN EITHER OF THESE EVENTS, IT WOULD TEND TO 
MAKE OUR MEETINGS PLATFORMS FROM WHICH EACH WOULD SPEAK TO 


HIS PUBLIC, RATHER THAN PLACE FOR OUR NEGOTIATING AND REACH- 
ING UNDERSTANDING. 


26. | SAID | WAS CERTAINLY WILLING THAT OUR RESPECTIVE 
POSITIONS BE LAID BEFORE PUBLIC. | WAS CERTAINLY WILLING 
THAT PUBLIC BE INFORMED OF THEIR CATEGORICAL AND SWEEPING 
REJECTION OF ANY MENTION OF TAIWAN AREA IN ANY STATEMENT OF 
AGREEMERT GROWING OUT OF OUR DISCUSSIONS. | WAS SURE PUBLIC 
WOULD HAVE DIFFICULTY IN UNDERSTANDING THAT IN THREE MONTHS 
WHICH HAD PASSED SINCE WE HAD MADE OUR PROPOSAL, THEIR 
GOVERNMENT WAS STILL UNWILLING TO MAKE IT CLEAR IT DID NOT 


HAVE CONCEALED RESERVATIONS ON TAIWAN AREA IN ANY STATEMENT 
ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. 


ef. | SAID THAT HOWEVER, | DIDN'T SEE HOW ALL OF THIS WOULD 
CONTRIBUTE TO OUR MAKING FURTHER PROGRESS IN OUR DISCUSSION 
AND IF THIS WAS ATTITUDE OF THEIR GOVERNMENT, 1 WONDERED 
WHETHER IT REALLY DESIRED THAT WE MAKE PROGRESS. AS | AS 
WELL AS MY GOVERNMENT WAS INTERESTED iN MAKING PROGRESS, 

' WAS UNABLE TO AGREE THAT WE ABROGATE OUR AGREEMENT THAT 
NATURE OF THESE MEETINGS BE PRIVATE, AND | WAS UNABLE TO 


AGREE EITHER THAT MEETINGS BE OPEN TO PUBLIC OR PRESS BE ' 
IN©ORMED SUBSTANCE EACH MEETING. 


28. | SAID | STILL FELT INTERESTS AND RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO 
OF US AND CAUSE OF PEACE COULD BEST BE SERVED BY KEEPING 

OUR DISCUSSIONS ON FRANK OPEN LEVEL THAT WAS POSSIBLE UNDER 
PRESENT ARRANGEMENT AND BY INFORMING GENERAL PUBLIC OF OUR 
AGREEMENTS WHEN WE HAD REACHED THEM, RATHER THAN BY INFORMING 
THE WORLD OF OUR DISAGREEMENTS AS THEY CAME UP HERE. 
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29. WANG SAID THAT OTHER SIDE HAD JUST ASSERTED THAT CHINESE 
SIDE HAD NOT HAD SUFFICIENT TIME TO STUDY DRAFT PRESENTED 

BY US SIDE. AS TO IDEAS US SIDE HAS BROUGHT UP, CHINESE 

SIDE HAD ALWAYS BEEN WILLING TO GIVE FULL CONSIDERATION 

TO THOSE WHICH WERE CONSTRUCTIVE, BUT HE HAD TO SAY THAT 
DRAFT PRESENTED TODAY DID NOT CONTAIN ANYTHING NEW OR CON- 
STRUCTIVE. ALL THOSE AMENDMENTS AS SIDE HAD PRESENTED THAT 
MORNING HAD BEEN SUBJECT TO LONG AND TEDIOUS DISCUSSIONS, 


AND DURING COURSE OF THESE CHINESE SIDE HAD ON MANY OCCASIONS 
EXPRESSED ITS FIRM OPPOSITION. 


30. WANG SAID HE WAS SURE US AMBASSADOR WAS FULLY 
ACQUAINTED WITH COURSE OF DISCUSSIONS, IN WHICH IT COULD BE 
SEEN CLEARLY HOW FAR CHINESE SIDE HAD MOVED AND HOW THE 

US SIDE STILL STUCK TO ITS ORIGINAL POSITION WITHOUT MAKING 
ANY PROGRESS. VIEWS PRESENTED BY US SIDE HAD REPEATEDLY 
BEEN REJECTED BY CHINESE SIDE, YET THEY HAVE AGAIN BEEN 


ADVANCED, AND CHINESE SIDE COULD NOT GIVE CONSIDERATION 
TO THEM. 


31. WANG SAID THAT IN PARTICULAR, HE NOTED THAT US SIDE HAD 
AGAIN ADVANCED POINT CONCERNING INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE 
SELF-DEFENSE. NATURALLY, IT WAS A MATTER OF PRINCIPLE THAT 
FVERY STATE WAS ENTITLED TO RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE AND CHINESE 
WERE PREPARED TO RECOGNIZE THIS. HOWEVER, QUESTION WAS AS 

TO WHERE IT WAS TO BE APPLIED, BECAUSE THERE CAN BE NO 
OBJECTION IF US EXERCISES THIS RIGHT ON. ITS OWN TERRITORY. 


32. WANG SAID THAT IF, ON OTHER HAND, IT WERE ON TERRITORY 
OF ANOTHER COUNTRY, THEN CERTAINLY IT COULD LAY NO CLAIMS 
TO SELF-DEFENSE. WHEN JAPAN IN 1937 BEGAN ITS AGGRESSION 
AGAINST CHINA, SHE ALSO CLAIMED THIS ACTION WAS IN SELF- 
DEFENSE. HOWEVER, NO PEOPLE IN WORLD THEN RECOGNIZED THAT 
AS SUCH AND NONE COULD BE PERSUADED THAT JAPAN'S ACTION 
WAS TAKEN IN SELF DEFENSE. THEREFORE, THERE SHOULD BE A 
CLEAR DEFINITION AND UNDERSTANDING AS TO THIS WORD SELF- 
DEFENSE AND THIS WORD MUST NOT BE ARBITRARILY ABUSED. 


33. WANG SAID THAT AS TO QUESTION US SIDE HAD RAISED REGARDING 
WHETHER PEACEFUL SOLUTION OF DISPUTES BETWEEN OUR TWO 
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COUNTRIES APPLIED TO TAIWAN AREA, AS HE HAD REPEATEDLY DECLARED 
THIS DID CONCERN TAIWAN AREA. THE PEACEFUL SOLUTION OF DISPUTES 
BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES ALSO APPLIED TO TAIWAN AREA. 


34. WANG SAID AS TO OPENNESS OF MEETINGS: IT WAS NOT MEANT 
THAT PUBLIC WOULD BE ADMITTED TO THIS CONFERENCE ROOM. 

BUT HE MEANT THE CONTENT OF OUR DISCUSSION BE RELEASED TO 
PRESS. HENCE, AS US SIDE CLEARLY RECALLED, AT OUTSET OF TALKS 
HE HAD FOLLOWED US SUGGESTION THAT THESE TALKS SHOULD BE 

HELD PRIVATE AND THIS ARRANGEMENT HAVE NO SET TIME LIMIT. 

THE CHINESE SIDE THROUGHOUT HAS OBSERVED THESE TWO RULES 

IN HOPE THAT IT WOULD PERMIT FULL EXCHANGE OF VIEWS, FRANKLY, 
AND WOULD SETTLE ISSUES BETWEEN US, AND FINALLY REACH AGREE- 
MENTS. 


35. WANG SAID CHINESE SIDE FELT THESE RULES HAD BEEN USEFUL 
TO OUR DISCUSSION IN INITIAL STAGES. AND FACTS SHOWED THAT 
AFTER FORTY DAYS DISCUSSION WE DID REACH OUR FIRST AGREEMENT 
ON THE RETURN OF CIVILIANS. THAT ALSO SHOWED THERE WAS COMMON 
DESIRE BETWEEN TWO SIDES TO ARRIVE AT AGREEMENT AND CHINESE 
HAD EXPRESSED THEIR WELCOME TO SUCH A SPIRIT. THUS IT SHOWED 
THAT PROVIDED BOTH SIDES SHARED A COMMON DESIRE TO SOLVE 
THEIR COMMON ISSUES, THESE ISSUES WOULD BE CAPABLE OF RESOLU- 
TION. FOR EXAMPLE, LAST SEPTEMBER BETWEEN SOVIET UNION 

AND GERMAN FEDERAL REPUBLIC. AS WE KNEW, RELATIONS WERE 
RATHER TENSE$ HOWEVER, AFTER ONE WEEK'S DISCUSSION THEY 

DID ARRIVE AT AN AGREEMENT SIMPLY BECAUSE OF THEIR COMMON 
DESIRE TO REACH AN AGREEMENT, AND HENCE THERE WERE FAVORABLE 
RESULTS. 
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36. WANG SAID THAT SINCE LAST SEPTEMBER 14 WE HAD BEGUN 

TO DISCUSS ITEM TWO. IT WAS NOW FOUR MONTHS. THIS WAS NOT 

A SHORT TIME. IF THERE DID EXIST COMMON DESIRE BETWEEN TwO 
SIDES TO SETTLE ISSUES BETWEEN THEM, HE SHOULD SAY THAT THE 
TWO WOULD HAVE BEEN ABLE TO REACH MANY AGREEMENTS INSTEAD 
OF ONLY ONE AGREEMENT. HOWEVER, AFTER FOUR MONTHS BOTH STILL 
FOUND THEMSELVES DEADLOCKED IN THE SAME PLACE, AND FOUND 


THEMSELVES INCAPABLE OF AGREEING ON SIMPLE ANNOUNCEMENT AFTER 
ALL THIS TIME. 


— 


37. WANG SAID QUESTIONS BETWEEN US NOT ONLY CONCERN PEOPLES 
OF OUR TWO COUNTRIES BUT ALSO CONCERN PEOPLE OF WHOLE WORLD. 
THEY, HOWEVER, ARE NOT INFORMED ABOUT OUR TALKS AND OF WHAT 
HAS TAKEN PLACE. NOW PEOPLE ASK WHY AFTER SUCH LONG TIME 
DISCUSSION, YOU PEOPLE HAVE OBTAINED NO RESULT. AS TO CHINESE 
SIDE, THEY HAVE ALWAYS WANTED AN AGREEMENT TO BE REACHED 
BETWEEN TWO SO THAT CHINESE GOVERNMENT COULD MAKE ACCOUNT 

TO ITS PEOPLE AS TO WHAT HAD HAPPENED. WE HAVE WASTED LOTS 
OF TIME. CHINESE SIDE CONSIDERS THERE HAS BEEN DELIBERATE 
STALLING IN TALKS. THIS IS WHY CHINESE SIDE SUGGESTED WE 
MAKE MEETINGS OPEN: SO THAT PEOPLE WILL REALIZE WHAT ISSUES 


BETWEEN US ARE. THAT IS WHAT CHINESE SIDE CONSIDERS RESPONSIBLE 
ATTITUDE TOWARD PEOPLE. 


of the United States 
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38. 1 SAID HE HAD SAID THAT IF WE SHARED COMMON DESIRE TO 
REACH AGREEMENT WE SHOULD BE ABLE TO DO SO. | MOST THOROUGHLY 
AGREED. THAT! 1S WHAT | HAD BEEN TRYING TO FIND OUT. 


39. | SAID CLEAR BACK ON OCTOBER EIGHT | HAD SAID THAT US 
“22 WAS WILLING TO MAKE DECLARATION THAT WE WERE DETERMINED 
~ OUR DIFFERENCES SHOULD NOT LEAD TO WAR. | MADE IT CLEAR THAT 
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US WAS DESIROUS AND WILLING, IN ORDER THAT THERE BE NO 
MISUNDERSTANDING BETWEEN US OR IN WORLD, THAT THIS WOULD 
SPECIFICALLY APPLY TO AREA IN WHICH OUR MOST SERIOUS DISPUTE 
EXISTED, THAT IS AREA OF TAIWAN. | MADE IT CLEAR THIS DiD 
NOT INVOLVE IN ANY WAY AND IT WAS NOT INTENTION US IN THESE 
TALKS INVOLVE RIGHTS AND INTERESTS THIRD PARTIES. NOR WAS 
THERE ANY INTENTION TO PREJUDICE PEACEFUL PURSUIT OF OUR 
SEVERAL NATIONAL POLICIES. YET AFTER THREE MONTHS THEIR 
GOVERNMENT STILL UNWILLING PUBLICLY TO MAKE SUCH STATEMENT. 
IT WAE DIFFICULT TO UNDERSTAND WHY, IF CHINESE CONSIDERED 


THAT SUCH STATEMENT APPLIED TO TAIWAN AREA, AS HE HAD STATED, 
WHY HE WOULD BE UNWILLING TO DO SO. 





4O. | SAID | DID NOT AGREE THAT WE HAD NOT MADE PROGRESS -- 
| BELIEVED WE HAD MADESOME. | BELIEVED DISCUSSIONS HAD 

BEEN USEFUL. INSOFAR AS RESPONSIBILITY FOR FAILURE THUS 

FAR TO AGREE ON TEXT OF ANNOUNCEMENT ON RENUNCIATION OF 
FORCE -- IT IS VERY CLEAR. 


41. WANG SAID US SIDE HAD REMARKED THAT OUR EXCHANGE VIEWS 
HAD BEEN USEFUL, BUT HE DID NOT SEE HOW IT HAD BEEN USEFUL. 
IF IT WERE REALLY USEFUL, IT SHOULD HAVE BEEN DEMONSTRATED 
'N PROGRESS TOWARD SOLUTION OF ISSUES BETWEEN US. 





of the United States 





42. WANG SAID AS TO WORDING OF TEXT, IF PHRASE CONCERNING 
RIGHT TO INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE COULD BE 
REMOVED, THEN CHINESE SIDE COULD GIVE CONSIDERATION TO 
MENMON OF TAIWAN AREA. HOWEVER, IF WE FAIL REACH AGREEMENT 
ON TEXT OF DECLARATION, RESPONSIBILITY SQUARELY ON US SIDE. 
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43. | ASKED IF HE OBJECTED TO PRINCIPLE OF INDIVIDUAL 
AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE. 


44. WANG SAID THAT PRINCIPLE WAS ALL RIGHT BUT COULD NOT 
APPLY TO TAIWAN AREA. US ATTEMPTING TO EXERCISE THIS RIGHT 
IN TAIWAN AREA WOULD BE ABUSE. 





45. 1 ASKED IF HE INTENDED TO TELL UNITED STATES IN WHAT 
COUNTRIES IT COULD HAVE ARRANGEMENTS FOR INDIVIDUAL AND 
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COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE. AS | UNDERSTOOD IT, THEIR COUNTRY 
HAD INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE ARRANGEMENTS 
WITH OTHER COUNTRIES BUT | HAD NEVER RAISED QUESTION HERE. 



























46. WANG SAID THEY HAD SUCH ARRANGEMENTS BUT THEY HAD 

THEM ON THEIR OWN TERRITORY AND THEY HAD NEVER GONE THOUSANDS 
OF MILES ACROSS SEA TO US. SUPPOSE CHINESE HAD MILITARY 
STRENGTH TO OCCUPY SAN FRANCISCO AND THEN CLAMORED ABOUT 
SELF-DEFENSE. COULD US CONSENT TO THIS? 


47. | ASKED WHETHER | COULD UNDERSTAND THAT THEY HAD NO 
OBJECTION TO PRINCIPLE BUT FELT ITS MENTION IN THIS CONTEXT 
PREJUDICED THEIR POSITION IN DISPUTE BETWEEN US IN TAIWAN 
AREA. 


48. WANG SAID IT WAS NOT THUS. CHINESE AGREE THAT EVERY 
COUNTRY HAS THIS RIGHT OF SELF DEFENSE, BUT QUESTION IS NOTR 
THAT THIS PREJUDICES THEIR POSITION BUT THAT US HAS NO 

RIGHT TO CLAIM SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA. AND IN EXACTLY 
SAME MANNER CHINA HAS NO RIGHT TO SET FOOT ON SAN FRANCISCO 
AND CLAIM SELF-DEFENSE. 





49, | SAID THAT | DID NOT BELIEVE HE HAD GOTTEN POINT OF MY 
QUESTION. QUESTION OF VALIDITY OF OUR DEFENSE ARRANGEMENTS 
IN TAIWAN AREA WAS MATTER OF DISPUTE BETWEEN US. CHINESE 
GOVT HAD ONE VIEW, MY GOVERNMENT HAD ANOTHER. | DID NOT PURPOSE 
TO DISCUSS OR TRY TO RESOLVE THIS PROBLEM WITH HIM. THAT 

WAS ELEMENT IN DIFFERENCES OF VIEWS WE HAD RESPECTING TAIWAN 
AREA. AS | HAD TOLD HIM, | HAD NO INTENTION DEMANDING ANY 
STATEMENT FROM THEM THAT WOULD PREJUDICE THEIR VIEW IN THAT 
REGARD. WHAT | WAS SAYING WAS IT WAS DESIRABLE WE BOTH MAKE 
IT CLEAR WE WEREN'T THEREBY RENOUNCING OUR RESPECTIVE RIGHTS 
OF SELF-DEFENSE. 1 HAD TRIED TO ACCOMPLISH BOTH PURPOSES 

IN THIS DRADT. IF CHINESE HAVE SUGGESTIONS AS TO ANOTHER 
METHOD OF REACHING THIS! 1 WAS WILLING LISTEN. 


50. WANG SAID IN WHATEVER WAY | MIGHT PUT THIS MATTER, 
PRESENT US OCCUPATION TAIWAN WAS FLAGRANT VIOLATION OF 
INTERNATIONAL LAW. NO MATTER HOW US WAS TRYING TO DEFEND 
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ITSELF, HISTORY WOULD PASS FINAL JUDGEMENT. US HAD ASKED 
WHETHER CHINESE SIDE HAD ANY OTHER VIEWS ON DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT. 
HE SAID HIS SIDE HAD MADE ITS GREATEST EFFORT AND COULD 

NOT GO FURTHER. AS WANG HAD SAID, iF US WOULD ACCEPT THEIR 

’ PROPOSAL TO REMOVE INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE 

~ © FROM TEXT, THEN CHINESE WOULD GIVE CONSIDERATION TO DRAFT. 
OTHERWISE, THEY COULD ONLY CONSIDER THAT US WAS DELIBERATELY 
OBSTRUCTING ISSUANCE OF SUCH ANNOUNCEMENT. 





51. | SAID HOW HE COULD CALL INCLUSION OF STATEMENT OF WHAT 
| THOUGHT WAS UNIVERSALLY RECOGNIZED PRINCIPLE OF 

INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF DEFENSE OBSTRUCTION, | COULD 
NOT UNDERSTAND. |! HAD THOUGHT THEY WOULD HAVE CONS! DERED 

'T OF EQUAL IMPORTANCE. AS | HAD MADE CLEAR, |! WOULD BE GLAD 
TO CONS!DER ANY OTHER FORMULA THEY WOULD LIKE TO PROPOSE. 

| WANTED TO BE CLEAR: WAS IT THAT UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES 
WHATEVER AND UNDER NO CONDITIONS THAT THEY WOULD CONSIDER 
INCLUSION OF ANY SUCH PHRASES IN ANY STATEMENT WE MIGHT MAKE? 


+ 5 ell: 


52. WANG SAID THAT DISPUTE BETWEEN US IN TAIWAN AREA WAS 

WHAT WAS UNDER DISCUSSION AND IN THIS RESPECT THEY COULD NOT 
ACKNOWLEDGE US RIGHT TO INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF- 
DEEFENSE. IT WAS MATTER OF PRINCIPLE. TH!S WAS NOT ACCEPTABLE. 
QUESTION WAS NOT THAT THERE SHOULD BE ANY FURTHER SUGGESTIONS 


FROM CHINESE SIDE BUT FROM THE US SIDE. AND NEW SUGGESTIONS 
SHOULD COME FROM US SIDE. 


of the United States 


53+ | SAID THAT | ENTIRELY DISAGREED AND THAT UNLESS WE 
BOTH HERE WERE WILLING TOGETHER TO WORK THINGS OUT, | DID 
NOT SEE HOW IT WAS POSSIBLE TO REACH AGREEMENT. NEGOTIATION 
WAS NOT A MATTER OF UNILATERAL CONCESSIONS, IT WAS A MATTER 
OF ATTEMPTS TO REACH COMMON AGREEMENTS. | HAD, WITH THESE 
FEW MINOR CHANGES, ACCEPTED FORM AND WORDS OF THEIR DRAFT. 
THIS CONTRASTED STRONGLY WITH THEIR REFUSAL TO ACCEPT 

MY NOVEMBER 10 DRAFT EVEN AS BASIS OF DISCUSSION. AS | 

SAW If, PRINCIPLE QUESTION BETWEEN US WAS WHETHER THERE 
SHOULD BE ANY MENTION OF INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF 
DEFENSE IN ANY AGREEMENT. | HAD TRIED TO DO SO IN MANNER 
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54. WANG SAID HIS POINTS HAD ALSO BEEN MADE CLEAR, HE COULD 
GO NO FURTHER THAN THAT, 


| 55. | SAID THAT IT DID NOT SEEM THAT ANY FURTHER DISCUSSION 
TODAY WAS USEFUL, | HAD NOTHING FURTHER ON THIS IF HE HAD NOT, 


56. WANG SAID HE HAD MADE HIS POSITION VERY CLEAR ON THIS 
MATTER, 


57. | THEN SAID IF AGREEABLE TO WANG | WOULD TURN TO OTHER 
SUBJECT, | READ PREPARED STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION AS FOLS: 


of the United States 





' IN PREVIOUS MEETINGS, | HAVE FREQUENTLY STATED MY BELIEF 
_ THAT TWO OF US HERE OUGHT TO BE PREPARED TO BRING UP AND 

_  DISCISS FRANKLY ANY QUESTIONS WHICH MAY ARISE AS TO IMPLE- 
_ ME+, ATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SEPTEMBER 10, | HELD THIS 

- OPINION BECAUSE OF MY CONVICTION THAT BY SO DOING WE COULD 
_ BEST !|RON OUT DIFFERENCES OF OPINION, AND CONTRIBUTE TO 

+ SPEEDY AND FAITHFUL IMPLEMENTATION OUR AGREEMENT, THIS, 


_ | FELT, WOULD AID PROGRESS TALKS WITH RESPECT OTHER ITEMS 
| AS WELL, 


Declassified Tor FUDIICALION IM FUre Ign Me 


A, !T WAS, OF COURSE, NOT MY INTENTION THAT TWO OF US SHOULD 
ATTEMPT TO GO BEYOND PROVISIONS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, NOR 
TO REOPEN ISSUES WHICH WERE DISCUSSED AND SETTLED BEFORE 
ISSUANCE SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT, | HAVE, FOR EXAMPLE, 
AVOIDED BRINGING UP FOR DISCUSSION HERE CASES OF AMERICANS 
IN YOUR COUNTRY WHERE THERE WAS NO EVIDENCE DESIRE RETURN, 
ge | HAVE CAREFULLY CONFINED MY REMARKS TO THOSE CASES COVERED 


BY 
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BY AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, THAT 1S, AMERICANS WHO CLEARLY DESIRE 
RETURN AND WHO HAVE NOT YET BEEN PERMITTED TO DO SO IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH TERMS SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT, AND TO 

THOSE CASES WHERE UK REPEAT UK CHARGE HAS ENCOUNTERED DIFFICULTY 
OR OBSTRUCTION IN CARRYING OUT HIS CLEARLY DEFINED FUNCTIONS, 


B, RECENTLY | HAVE NOTED YOUR OFFICIAL ORGANS AGAIN APPEAR 
PUBLICLY AND OTHERWISE TO BE ATTEMPTING THROUGH AN INVOLVED 
PROCESS OF REASONING TO CREATE FALSE IMPRESSION AMERICANS 
REMAINING IN PRISON YOUR COUNTRY ARE NOT COVERED BY 

AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, WE HAVE HERE DISCUSSED THIS SUBJECT 

AT GREAT LENGTH AND | HAD HOPED HAD ARRIVED AT UNDERSTAND!NG 
l1' THIS REGARD, | SIMPLY WANT AGAIN TO REPEAT MY GOVERNMENT 
MOST EMPHATICALLY CANNOT AGREE WITH STATEMENTS OF YOUR GOVERN- 
MENT !N THIS REGARD, OUR SEPTEMBER 10 AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
DRAWS NO DISTINCTION WHATEVER BETWEEN THOSE AMERICANS IN 
PRISON AND THOSE DENIED EXIT PERMITS FOR ONE REASON OR 
ANOTHER, WE BOTH WELL KNOW THAT AT TIME WE ISSUED SEPTEMBER 

10 ANNOUNCEMENT ONLY AMERICANS IN YOUR COUNTRY OF WHOM WE 

HAD KNOWLEDGE DESIRING RETURN AND BEING PREVENTED FROM 

DOING SO WERE THOSE IN PRISON, IT WAS IN THIS CONTEXT OUR 
STATEMENT DRAFTED, AGREED UPON AND RELEASED, UNLESS UNEQUIVOCAL 
WORDS OF THAT STATEMENT AND QUR DISCUSSIONS LEADING UP TO 

1T ARE ENTIRELY WITHOUT MEANING WITH RESPECT TO THIS GROUP 
AMERICANS, THEY MOST DEFINITELY ARE COVERED BY SEPTEMBER 10 


AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, AND MY GOVERNMENT ABSOLUTELY REJECTS 
ANY EFFORTS NOW TO ALLEGE THIS IS NOT CASE, 


C. | AGAIN MUST MOST SERIOUSLY CALL TO YOUR ATTENTION FACT 
THAT BY NO STRETCH OF IMAGINATION OR INTERPRETATION OF PLAIN 
MEANING OF WORDS CAN IT BE CONSIDERED AMERICANS IMPRISONED 
YOUR COUNTRY ARE BEING PERMITTED EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT 
EXPEDIT!OUS RETURN US IN ACCORDANCE TERMS THAT ANNOUNCEMENT, 
| HAVE REPEATEDLY POINTED OUT FAILURE FULLY !MF!EMENT THIS 
AGREEMENT DURING INCREASING PASSAGE OF TIME CA\NOT BUT HAVE 


INCREASINGLY SERIOUS EFFECT ON SUCCESS OUR DISCUSSIONS OF 
OTHER SUBJECTS HERE, ; 


dD, | 
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D. | NOW REFER TO QUESTIONS RAISED YOUR LETTERS DECEMBER 28 


AND JANUARY 5 CONCERNING IMPLEMENTATION BY MY GOVERNMENT OF 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 


E, IMMEDIATELY UPON RECEIPT YOUR DECEMBER 28 LETTER MY 
AUTHORITIES LOOKED INTO SITUATION OF LIU YUNG-MING, LIU 
HAS BEEN HOSPITALIZED AT PUBLIC EXPENSE SINCE 1949 WITH 
SERIOUS CASE CHRONIC SCHIZOPHRENIA, ALTHOUGH HE WAS NOT 
YET COMPLETELY RECOVERED, !T WAS DETERMINED HE WAS ABLE 
TO TRAVEL AND ARRANGEMENTS WERE MADE BY MY AUTHORITIES FOR 


HIM DEPART JANUARY 8 FOR HONG KONG BY STEAMER PRESIDENT 
WILSON, 


F. WITH RESPECT TO PERSONS MENTIONED YOUR LETTER JANUARY 

5, ! CAN ASSURE YOU NONE OF THEM ARE BEING PREVENTED FROM 
LEAVING US, IN ADDITION, | AGAIN ASSURE YOU THERE ARE NO 
OBSTRUCTIONS TO CHINESE LEAVING US, FURTHERMORE, ANY CHINESE 
WHO FEELS HE 1S BEING OBSTRUCTED IN PROCEEDING YOUR COUNTRY 
IS ENTIRELY FREE COMMUNICATE WITH INDIAN EMBASSY, THUS FAR 


INDIAN EMBASSY HAS NOT BROUGHT TO ATTENTION OF MY GOVERNMENT 
ANY SUCH CASE, 


58. WANG REPLIED IN EXTEMPORANEOUS STATEMENT THAT HE GLAD 
LEARN LIU YUNG-MING ON WAY HOME, HOWEVER HE MUST NOTE THAT 
FROM THIS CASE IT COULD BE SEEN US HAS NOT BEEN CARRYING 
OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT VERY WELL, 


59. WANG SAID NEXT AS TO QUESTION OF AMERICAN NATIONALS 
RESIDING IN CHINA AND AMERICANS IN PRISON FOR OFFENSES IN 
CHINA, PRC SIDE EXPRESSED ITS POSITION DEFINITELY AND 

CLEARLY IN COURSE OUR DISCUSSIONS, ANY ORDINARY AMERICAN 
RESIDENT IN CHINA FREE LEAVE COUNTRY ANY TIME UPON APPLICA] 
TION, EVEN IN CASES AMERICANS WHO HAVE VIOLATED LAW iN CHINA, 


HE NOTED THAT TWO-THIRDS OF TOTAL HAVE ALREADY BEEN PERMITTED 
LEAVE, 


60, WANG SAID IF WE VIEW THIS MATTER IN LIGHT OF TERMS OF 
AMERICAN OFFENDERS IN CHINA HE MIGHT WELL CITE CASE OF 
FATHER RIGNEY WHO HAD BEEN SENTENCED TO TEN YEARS, HOWEVER, 


HE 
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HE ONLY SERVED FIVE YEARS AND WAS GRANTED RELEASE, RIGNEY 
WAS RELEASED FIVE YEARS IN ADVANCE EXPIRATION OF TERM, 

WAS THIS NOT CASE OF EXPEDIT!OUS RETURN? WANG WOULD SAY IT 
WAS VERY EXPEDIT!OUS INDEED, 


61. WANG SAID HOWEVER, PRC NATIONALS RESIDING IN US FIND 
SELVES IN VERY DIFFERENT SITUATION, US GOVERNMENT HAS THUS 
FAR NOT FURNISHED PRC SIDE WITH NAME LIST OF ALL CHINESE 
NATIONALS IN US NOR HAS IT GIVEN ASSISTANCE INDIAN EMBASSY 
TO CARRY OUT ITS FUNCTIONS, NOR HAS US GOVERNMENT GIVEN 
ANY ACCOUNT OF CHINESE IMPRISONED IN US, YET US GOVERNMENT 


BEEN COERCING CHINESE STUDENTS IN US TO SECURE ENTRY PERMITS 
TAIWAN, 


62, WANG SAID RECENTLY MANY EXPOSURES BEEN MADE IN CASES 

OF CHINESE STUDENTS IN US WHO BEING OBSTRUCTED FROM RETURNING 
CHINA, CHINESE COULD NOT FEEL SATISFIED WITH THIS STATE 
AFFAIRS, ALL THIS VIOLATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, THEY 
DEMANDED THAT US FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENT PROVISIONS AGREED 


ANNOUNCEMENT AND WITHDRAW ANY REQUIREMENTS THAT RUN COUNTER 
TO AGREEMENT, 


63. IN REPLY | SAID | NOT CLEAR WHAT WANG!'S ALLEGATION WAS, 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SAYS NO OBSTRUCTION WILL BE OFFERED 

TO DEPARTURE CIVILIANS, | HAD TOLD WANG IN DETAIL OF STEPS 
WE HAD TAKEN IMPLEMENT THAT, AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SAYS ANYONE 
WHO DESIRES RETURN BUT FEELS HE ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCT ION 
WILL BE FREE COMMUNICATE INDIAN EMBASSY, | HAD ASSURED WANG 
THAT ANY CHINESE IN US FREE DO SO, | KNEW OF NO ALLEGATION 


OR EVIDENCE THAT ANYONE BEEN PREVENTED FROM COMMUNICATING 
WITH INDIAN EMBASSY, 


64, | SAID | NOT CLEAR THEREFORE AS TO WHETHER HIS STATEMENT 
REFERRED TO FREEDOM COMMUNICATE WITH INDIAN EMBASSY, INDIAN 
EMBASSY ENTIRELY FREE INVESTIGATE ANY SUCH CASE, | KNEW 

OF NO CASE IN WHICH INDIAN EMBASSY HAS STATED IT BEING 
OBSTRUCTED IN CARRYING OUT THIS FUNCTION, AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
SAYS THAT US WILL ACCEPT REPRESENTATIONS FROM INDIAN EMBASSY 
WHEN IT FEELS THERE HAS BEEN ANY OBSTRUCTION CONTRARY TO 


AGREED 
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AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, AS | HAD ALREADY STATED THIS MORNING, 
THUS FAR US HAD NOT RECEIVED ANY COMMUNICATION FROM INDIAN 
EMBASSY WITH RESPECT ANY SUCH CASE, IF WE DID, WANG COULD 
BE SURE !T WOULD BE PROMPTLY ACTED UPON, 
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27eett 54 WB es 
65. WANG SAID AS FAR AS CHINESE IN US CONCERNED THEY HA Pe 
LEARNED THAT SOME OF THEM HAVE NOT BEEN INFORMED OF AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT, OTHERS FIND THEIR FREEDOM COMMUNICATE OBSTRUCTED. 
THIS STATE AFFAIRS MUST BE IMPROVED BY US. COMPULSION OF 
CHINESE STUDENTS IN US TO SECURE ENTRY PERMITS TAIWAN WAS 
MATTER OF MENTAL TORTURE TOWARDS THESE CHINESE STUDENTS. 





Ss 


66. WANG SAID HE HAD LIST OF THREE PERSONS IN US AND HE 

WAS REQUESTING ME MAKE INVESTIGATION ABOUT THEM. (HE THEN 
HANDED ME LIST, TELEGRAPHED SEPARATELY, CONTAINING NAMES 
TAN YU=MIN, TENG HSIEN-JUNG, YUAN JUI-HSIANG). IN THIS LIST 
THEY HAD DETAILED INFORMATION KNOWN TO PRC FIDE INCLUDING 


PLACE RESIDENCE, PROFESSION, AS WELL AS TIME SINCE THEY LAST 
Z HEARD OF. 


an ae 


of the United States 


67. | SAID, OF COURSE | HAD NO WAY OF FORCING CHINESE IN 
US TO WRITE TO PEOPLE IN CHINA. THEY FREE DO SO IF THEY WANTED 
TO. HOWEVER, IN SPEAKING OF OBSTRUCTION, | WANTED BE CLEAR, 


WAS ALLEGATION THAT CHINESE IN US NOT FREE COMMUNICATE 
W!TH INDIAN EMBASSY? 
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68. WANG SAID HIS STATEMENT INCLUDED CASES IN WHICH FREEDOM 
OF COMMUNICATION WITH INDIAN EMBASSY BEEN OBSTRUCTED. 


69. | ASKED WHETHER THAT APPLIED THESE THREE ON LIST. 


(O. WANG SAID THAT WAS DIFFERENT MATTER. THESE THREE WERE 


MISSING, NO INFORMATION FROM THEM. THEIR FAMILIES HAVE LOST 
CONTACT WITH THEM. 





ce, (|. | SAID, TO GET BACK TO MY QUESTION, IS THE ALLEGATION 


THAT PEOPLE BEING PREVENTED FROM COMMUNICATING WITH INDIAN 
EMBASSY ? 
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72. WANG SAID THERE HAD BEEN CASES IN WHICH FREEDOM OF 
COMMUNICATION BEEN OBSTRUCTED. 


73- |! ASKED IF WANG COULD GIVE ME ANY DETAI’LS ON THESE CASES. 


74. WANG SAID THEY WOULD GIVE ME SUCH DETAILS WHENEVER HE 
FOUND IT NECESSARY. 


75- | SAID IT 1S ALL VERY SIMPLE..IF CHINESE WANT TO RETURN, 
THEY FREE DO SO. | KNEW OF NO SUCH CASE IN WHICH ANY PERSON 


HAS BEEN IN ANY WAY PREVENTED FROM COMMUNICATING WITH 
INDIAN EMBASSY. 


76. 1!SAID THEN OUR NEXT MEETING WOULD BE NEXT THURSDAY. 


77. WANG SAID HE HAD SUGGESTED THAT AS FROM TODAY OUR MEETINGS 


BE MADE OPEN AND HE HAD GIVEN HIS REASONS. HE DIDN'T KNOW 
HOW | FELT ON THIS. 


78. 1 SAID | HAD TOLD HIM | DID NOT AGREE. 

79. WANG SAID IF | UNABLE AGREE, THEN SHOULD WE LEAVE QUESTION 
OPEN FOR TIME BEING. HOWEVER | WOULD RECALL THAT AT LAST 
MEETING DURING DISCUSSION SECOND ITEM OF AGENDA, HE HAD 

TOLD ME HIS SIDE GOING TO MAKE PUBLIC STATEMENT ON THAT 

MATTER WHICH WAS DISCUSSED BETWEEN US. 

80. | ASKED HIM IF HE WAS GOING TO DO THAT. 

81. WANG SAID THEY WERE GOING TO MAKE PUBLIC STATEMENT. 


82. | SAID THAT WAS ENTIRELY MATTER THEIR CHOICE, BUT US 
WOULD HAVE TO CONSIDER MAKING REPLY. 


83. WANG SAID THAT WAS MATTER OF OUR FREEDOM. 
84. 1 ASKED IF | COULD GET COPY OF TEXT. 
85. WANG SAIB WHEN TEXT BEEN RECEIVED HE WOULD SEND IT TO ME. 
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ae 


. WANG SAID THIS MATTER NOT BEEN DECIDED SO FAR. 
88. 
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| ASKED WHEN AND WHERE WOULD BE RELEASED. HERE FOR PEIPING? 


WE THEN AGREED NEXT MEETING WOULD BE THURSDAY JANUARY 
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FROM JOHNSON 
COMMENTS ON YESTERDAY'S MEETINGe 


BELIEVE WANG WAS UNDER FIRM INSTRUCTIONS MAKE PROPOSAL ON 
OPEN MEETINGS AS WELL AS, IN EVENT WE DID NOT SUBSTANTIALLY 
ACCEPT THEIR DECEMBER 1 DRAFT, TO IMPLEMENT DECEMBER 22 
THREAT ON UNILATERAL STATEMENT, 


? 


BELIEVE OUR STRONG REVIEW HISTORY NEGOTIATIONS ON RE- 

UNIFICATION FORCE, AND FORM IN WHICH WE INTRODUCED OUR AMENDMENTS 
THE!R DRAFT, WELL ANTICIPATED THEIR TACTIC AND CREATED SOME 
CONFUSION AND DOUBT AS TO STRENGTH THEIR PUBLIC POSITION 

EVEN ON AGENDA ITEM TWO, UNTIL VERY CLOSE OF MEETING WAS 
HOPEFUL | HAD SUCCEEDED IN DISSUADING THEM FROM PERSISTING 

'N THREAT TO OPEN MEETINGS OR GOING TO PUBLIC, 


of the United States 


9SSI-|/fS6°1LIO 
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Z 
HOWEVER, BELIEVE SUBSTANTIAL GAIN ACCOMPLISHED IN THEIR | 4 
TENTATIVE ACCEPTANCE INCLUSION SPECIFIC MENTION TAIWAN IN! 4 
A STATEMENT WHICH REGARDLESS OF ITS EXACT WORDING WOULD AS hs 
POL!T!ICAL DOCUMENT COMMIT CHICOMS IN PUBLIC MIND TO RENUNCIATIO 
OF USE FORCE IN ATTEMPTING UPSET STATUS QUO, a 


NEGOTIATING POSITION WITH RESPECT NEXT MEETING WAS LEFT 2 
SOMEWHAT CONFUSED, THIS PORTION JANUARY!']2 MEETING CLOSING ‘ON Di 
NOTE WANGtS ADAMANT REFUSAL CONSIDER ANY MENTION INDIVIDUAL” re 


a AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE AND |! NOT GIVING ANY INDICATION 
aw 3 | 
= 
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WILLINGNESS CONSIDER ANY FORMULA WHICH DID NOT INCLUDE THIS 
PRINCIPLE, 


POSSIBLE IMPLICATION WANG'*S POSITION COULD BE WILLINGNESS 
CARRY HIS POSITION AT CLOSE JAN 12 MEETING TO PQINT OF 
THREATENING ACTUAL OR V!RTUAL BREAK AT NEXT MEETING UNLESS WE 
YIELD ON SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE, IT POSSIBLE THIS COULD BE DONE 
AS NEGOTIATING TACTIC, WITH INTENTION YIELDING AT MEETING 
AFTER NEXT, OR THAT BY NEXT MEETING CHICOMS WILL PERCEIVE 
WEAKNESS THEIR POSITION ON THIS AND SHIFT GROUND, HOWEVER, 

| SHOULD ALSO BE PREPARED FOR CONTINGENCY THREAT WOULD BE GENUINE, 





THEREFORE, WOULD APPRECIATE MY INSTRUCTIONS FOR NEXT 

MEETING COVERING WHETHER IF NECESSARY IT IS DESIRED MAINTAIN 
MY PRESENT POSITION ON INCLUSION SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE UP TO 
POINT OF ACTUAL OR VIRTUAL BREAK, ONLY BY DOING SO COULD | 
COMPLETELY TEST STRENGTH POSITION HE MAY ADOPT THIS REGARD, 
AT SAME TIME WOULD NOT WANT TO BE PLACED IN POSITION OF 
APPEARING YIELD ON THIS POINT IN RESPONSE THREAT OF BREAD 

BY WANG, 


WITH RESPECT IMPLEMENTATION WANG SHOWED NO ENTHUS!ASM 

FOR DISCUSSION (1T WAS ALMOST 1 P, M, WHEN THIS INTRODUCED) 
AND HIS REPLIES WERE PERFUNCTORY AND ALONG FAMILIAR LINES, 
WITH RESPECT FIRST SENTENCE PARA 6 DEPTEL 1465 BELIEVE IT 
IMPORTANT, PARTICULARLY IN ANY PUBLIC OUTPUT, TO NOTE THEIR 
POSITION AND PARTICULARLY WANG'S POSITION WITH ME SINCE OUR 
EARLY EXCHANGES ON SUBJECT 1S MORE SUBTLE THAN JUST ASSERT ING 
THAT AGREED, ANNOUNCEMENT DOES NOT APPLY TO IMPRISONED AMERICANS, 
POSITION 1S THAT THERE 1S "DISTINCTION" BETWEEN THOSE "WHO 
HAVE COMMITTED CRIMES" AND THOSE WHO HAVE NOT, WITH REGARD 
TO THOSE "WHO HAVE COMMITTED CRIMES" PRC IS TAKING "FURTHER 
MEASURES" ACCORDANCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND "EXPEDIT IOUS" 
MUST BE READ IN RELATION TO "SERIOUSNESS THEIR CRIMES" ETC, 
THIS ALSO BROUGHT OUT IN JAN 6 PEIPING-FOREIGN OFFICE SBokES- 
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MAN STATEMENT AND AGAIN IN MY EXCHANGE WITH WANG JAN 12, 


SEEMS TO ME OUR BEST NEGOTIATING AND PUBLIC POSITION 

IS TO REITERATE SIMPLE AND PUBLICLY UNDERSTANDABLE CHARGE OF 
FAILURE RELEASE "EXPEDITIOUSLY" ACCORDANCE CLEAR SEPT 10 
COMMENT RATHER. THAN GIVE CURRENCY ANY*DOUBT IMPRISONED 
AMERICANS COVERED BY AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 


AS SIDELIGHT WANG INTRODUCED TWO NEW ASSISTANTS YESTERDAY, 

LA! YA-L| AND WANG PAO-LIU,REPLACING LIN AND LI, (AM 
TRANSMITTING SEPARATE TEL ASKING FOR AVAILABLE BI), ON 

TUESDAY MET WANG TOGETHER WITH WANG PAO-LIU IN PRAGUE AIRPORT 
THEY APPARENTLY HAVING COME FROM WARSAW, PRAGUE WE TRAVELED BY 
SAME PLANE TO ZURICH, WANG USED ALL OF HIS VERY LIMITED 
ENGLISH IN TAKING INITIATIVE CONGENIALLY GREET ME, INTRODUCE 


WANG PAO-L|IU AND SOME |INNOCUOQUS CONVERSATION WHILE WE WERE 
WA!T!NG BOARD PLANE, 
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> ) Lai Ya-Li Naresh 3776, 7225, 3920) and Wang Pao-Liu 
© (7037, 4946, 4080 ) respectively » replaced Li and Lin on CHICOM 
@ Ambassadorial delegation yesterday. Request biographic informa- 
5 | tion. 
v . 2 GOWEN 
ow 
se MDG-6 
cr 
-Y | 
Pe _ 
om 
o> =_h 
aii ae ; 
ss} 
Ss Lr C8) 
3m /E Ol 
» = 7 
b 1. 
a —_ . 
: ON 
~ ol 
: 
‘ 
: 
® 7 : 
A 4G DENT REPRODUCTIDN'FROM THIS 
~ a Pan _ COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, I8 
PERMANENT = | PROHIBITED 


RECORD COPY ¢ » This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 























Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





of the United States 














OUTGOIN 
TELEGK 





(0 CHARGE To SECRET 


oh 


State 





Classification 


Department of 


SENT TO: Amconsul GEN:VA PRionITy / 476 














For oc/T use only. 














FOR JOHNSON 
Origin diana | 
LILIT&D DISTRIBUTION ee 
info: 
! Guidance for January 19 meeting. 
1. Yoint out thet at last meeting in attempt to meet ell lecitimate] [a 
| - © é : 
Communist points, you had introduced amendment to their counter proposal fo o Ee 
eu) 
December 1. This emendment did not change essential features of Communis ” 
proposal, but for purpose of preventing future misunderstanding of scope 0) 
= : 
and meaning, had introduced two clerifying insertions a) making clear it _— 
epplied to Taiwan area, and b) that it was not intended to deny inherent © ! 
Ol 
right of two sides to individual and collective self-defense. ™ 3 
= f§ 
2. Refer to Wang's statement last meeting that Communists would be LB 
exh 
willing consider inclusion specific mention Taiwan area in renunciction of OQ) <¢ 
7 -— 
force declaration. This represents step forward and leaves only self-defense Q) 
Sues issue stancing in way of agreenent. 
(Offices 
rv 3. Insist on necessity to include provision for individual and collecti€d 
S/s Y) 
U self-defense for protection of rights of both sides. This cannot possibly Oo 
G 
FE be objectionable to either side since it is right long recognized by be 
CA 
- urs international law. It is expressly provided for in Article 51 of UN Charter. 
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heving reised point, if US were now to agree to rerove this provision from 
hes decleration on renunciation of force, it could be construed as a waiver by 
both sides of this inherent right and US cannot agree to this. You should 


point out thet this is not designed in any way to commit Communists to 


Oh MNS 


renounce pursuit of their policies by peaceful means with respect to Taiwan, 
as was stated in your November 10 draft. 

4. FYI. You should hold firm on this point. Depertment considers 
Communists unlikely break over this, for they would find their position 
Gifficult to defend publicly. However, even if Communists should break 
on this, Department considers it impossible to yield to Communist deiand 
since this could be claimed by Communits to be relinguishment Us right to 


enter collective defense arrangements in Taiwan erea, and indeed its right 


of the United States 


to defend its ships and forces, and to participate in defense of offshore 


islends, if it decides to do so should they be attacked by Communists. 





sikD FYI 
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5. You should repeat arguents used last meeting, egain reviewing 
course of negotietions end emphasizing US initiative on renunciation of 
: force issue, and its having met every legitimate Communist proposal. 

6. lake strong statement on implementation, concentrating on 
Comiiunist failure fulfiil Agreed Announcement expeditiously. Expose 
absurdity of Communist allegations that US obstructing departure Chinese 
by citing Beltimore Sun articie on Liu An-hua. Avoid implying that US 


has 
L 11137 | | — 
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has obligation or intention to investigate individueis nemed by Wang in 








absence any evidence that individuels in cuestion being obstructec from coing 
to Communist China. wang's inability produce such evidence proves hcllowness 
his charges. weakness of jiang's position provides you opportunity take 


offensive as you did last meeting. 


AEE SAME Ar oh emma 


7. if Wang should renew demand that substance of discussions be made 
public, you should state that progress to date made possible by private 
cheracter of discussions and detailing them to public would only hinder 
success. US has nothing to hide but has no desire trensform talks from 

giscuasion 
serious/KSMESENXEEN into propaganda contest. 
&. FYI British leernec on good authority in Feiping that Wang res 


there December 31. 
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Your 1369; No data on Wang Pao=liu. - 


Lai Ya-li has been Deputy Director.of. General OF Stee of. CHICOM % 


eo tar 
ae 


since October 1949, office headed by Nang Ping-nan until jae , 
‘ ximemx® social scientist, reportedly once was secretary to General’ Feu ng ae 
hsiang. CHICOMS publicly identify Lai as member Kuomintang rovolutionary “ae 
Comnittee, but intelligence reports he Communist. In February 1949, repeat 
arrived in Peiping as member delegation "democratic pemaeoe aae 


AO maa 
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hea 


< 
Same year, participated in first A11-China’ Youth Cen Serene,’ elected ‘to. 


of the United States 


Z Committee All-China Federation Denocretic Youth, doparenty weg E reLinghiol 

F connection youth organizations before 1953. -In 1949, joined loge: 

.— comnittee Sino-Soviet Friendship Association, became Executive : pemeicie 

tee member and Deputy Secretary General apoareeee | Relieved iyi these” using : bas Sf 
ments by late 195). tuk neg. sfc > ey + * "yong 


i 38 


tt 
ate 


As Fonmin official, accompanied Chou to Moscow January 1950 for Sine” j ta 4 a 
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ei § 
Soviet negotiations, Only other known trip outside China: In ‘1952 headed 5 
> Vege ss 


Sino-Soviet Friendship Association delegation to Mongolian-Soviet cultural , is Se , 3: 
. - a ei . ine 


conference in Ulan Bator, 


Was delegate from Kuomintang Re rolué{sRary ae to Chinese 
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Near Alex: 





~ We are trying to be more forehanded in getting out the 
guidance for your meetings. We are now having our preliminary 
session on Saturday preceding the Thursday meeting. This enables 
us to get out the first draft of the telegram by Monday morning. 


ee | ae 


If all goes well we can get the Secretary's aprroval on Monday 
and dispatch the telegram before the close of business on that 
day. I believe you will agree that the extra day's margin is 


in ace 


a good thing. We get with the Secretary last Monday, the 9th 


Ste d @i 307 


+r —s 


for abovt 5 minutes. He personally approved your instructions 

after making slight changes. I believe you will be interested in 

knowing that he continves to follow the talks closely notwithstanding 

the ever-mounting pressures on him. de :ave no indication at the 

last meeting that he felt any change of tack on our part was needed. 

So there is no reason to expect any new departure in your guidance 

in the absence of arreement on the renunciation of force item and 
ng satisfactory implementation of the agreed announcement, or some 

The Honorable 

U, Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 


American Consulete General, 
Geneva. 
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other major move by the Chinese Communists. 

I am enclosing a copy of the Shepley article on the Secretary 
from the January 16 issue of life Magarine. In view of the flurry 
this article has caused here we are taking no chances of your 
not having it. It is possible that it will either by mentioned 
by Wang or will influence the Chinese Communist tactics in some way. 
In any event it would be well for you to know what it says. 

Judge Phleger remarked on Saturday undoubtedly the article would 
receive close study in Peiping. He felt that it would probably 

have an influence on Peiping moves although it could not be predicted 
what the influence would be. It might well have something of a 
restraining and sobering effect, although the possibility of a 
different reaction could not be ruled out. 

Mr. Robertson, Judge Phleger, Bill Sebald and I all agree 
that we cannot agree to any deletion of the provision for individual 
and collective self defense from a renunciation of force declaration. 
Your instrvections as now drafted reflect this position. It seems 
clear to us that Wang's strategy is to tie our hands in the Taiwan 
ay. SO us to renounce the right of self defense there. Then, 
by Chinese Communist r-asoning, there would be no occasion for them 
to exercise any right of self defense tn international" dispute 

and they could deal with the Chinese Nationalists as a domestic 


insurrectionary element the same as they would with an insurrection 
in Fukien Province. 
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My reaction to Wang's request that the talks be opened up, is that 
it Indicates sorething of a turning point. I take it as a major 
decision probably growing out of Wang's reported consultation in 
Peiping. While it may have been something of a bluff, they had 


4 


to be prepared for the possibility that we would call the bluff, 

| It could mean that despite our not calling them they are prepared 
to make a unilateral move, although it may be significant that 
today, four days after Wang made the threat, there is still no 
public statement out of Peiping. At the least, Wang's move would 
seem to indicate that the Chinese Communists no longer have any 
real hope of getting what they want out of these talks. They 
undoubtedly expect to -et a relaxation of the trade controls but 
figure that it will fall in their laps without their having to 
negotiate for it at Geneva. I dislike @#% our being put in a 


of the United States 


position of seeming to want secret negotiations and seeming to fear 
publicity as to what is going on in the talks. It is the supposed 

secrecy that has led: to the misunderstanding of the talks which has 
hurt us, especially in the Far East. Our public position at a later 


on . 
stage could be harmed by an insistance now/preserving the private 
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nature of the talks. However I concede that no further progress would 
be possible if we abandon the private nature of the talks. 

The opposing positions woul instantly frozen. However, it is a 
question @@ whether any further progress - will be made anyhow. 


SECRET 
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The clincher argument for trying to continue the private character 
of the talks is that the chance of protracting the talks for a 
while longer is certainly better if neither side goes to the public, 

I was sorry to be away on the day of your meeting. I was up 
at the Naval War College making a speech on "U. 5. Security 
Arrangements in the Far ast", 

I hope Wang will not bring up anything on alleged Chinese 
ptisoners in American penitentiaries. We are continuing to make 
preliminary investigation against that contingency. 

Regards to ali four of you, commendations from all of us here, 
and continued good luck to you, 


Sincerely, 


Walter P, McConaughy 


Enclosures! 


1. Article from Life Mapazine 
°, Article from Baltimore Sun 
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RE RENUNC TATION FORCE. 


e. BELIEVE CHICOM FAILURE THUS FAR MAKE PUBLIC STATEMENT 
IN SPITE WANG'S STAT. VENT LAST MEETING INDICATES THEY 
APPRECIATE WEAKNESS THEIR PUBLIC POSITION AND GREATLY 
STRENGTHENS MY HAND. 


of the United States 





3. IN VIEW THEIR FAILURE MAKE PUBLIC STATEMENT, BELIEVE 

| SHOULD BE PREPARED FOR UNLIKELY BUT POSSIBLE CONTINGENCY 
WANG MAY ATTEMPT FORCE MY HAND AT NEXT MEETING BY EVENTUALLY 
4 AGREEING TO OUR AMENDED DRAFT AND PRESSING FOR PROMPT 

§ ISSUANCE. 1! WOULD, OF COURSE, UTILIZE EVERY POSSIBILITY OF 
DELAYING ANY DECISION TO AT LEAST NEXT FOLLOWING MEETING 


9SLi-1/£6°119 








INCLUDING NECESSITY REFERRING TO DEPT ANY CHANGES WHATEVER QQ 
| IN TEXT. HOWEVER, IF HE SHOULD FULLY ACCEPT MY TExT wouLD ©) 
| APPRECIATE DEPARTMENT'S INSTRUCTIONS REGARDING ISSUANCE re 
STATEMENT. WOULD SUGGEST THAT SAME PATTERN BE FOLLOWED AS ral my 
WITH SEPTEMBER 10 AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, THAT 1S, WOULD AGREE Wee 
WITH WANG ON RELEASE TIME BY BOTH US HERE, TEXT TO BE MADE [leg 
AVAILABLE PRESS BY DEPARTMENT SHORTLY THEREAFTER, Az 
TOGETHER WITH SUCH FURTHER COMMENT AS DEPARTMENT CONSIDERED j—xo 
DESIRABLE . oo 
am —s'!--«*FOR FOLLOWING REASONS QUESTION SUGGESTED REPLY ON ei 
wm LIU AN-HUA: (A) | HAVE IN PAST CONSISTENTLY DEPRECATED wwe 
REPRODUCT FROM THIS | — 
CONF | DENTIAL COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 





PERMANENT PROHIBITED * 
RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene a 
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ATTEMPTS USE US OR OTHER PRESS SOURCES AS RELIABLE 

FOUNDATION FOR DISCUSSHON IN OUR TALKS. IF | CITE PRESS 
SOURCE AS OFFICIAL ANSWER HIS INQUIRY RE LIU AN-HUA | OPEN 
DOOR FOR HIM THROW BACK AT ME MY PREVIOUS STATEMENTS THIS 
REGARD AND CONFRONT ME WITH PRESS STORIES THAT MAY IN WHOLE 
OR PART BE FAVORABLE CHICOM POSITION. (B) IF | REPLY CONCERN- 
ING LIU AN-HUA EVEN BY REFERENCE NEWS STORY DIFFICULT AVOID 
IMPLICATION ACCEPTANCE OBLIGATION REPLY OTHER CASES. FAILURE 


DO SO MIGHT THEN CARRY IMPLICATION FACTS OTHER CASES NOT 
FAVORABLE TO US. 


5:, WANG HAY THUS FAR CAREFULLY AVOIDED SPECIFICALLY 

CHARGING ANY INDIVIDUALS NAMED ARE BEING DENIED RIGHTS UNDER 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND IS CLEVERLY COUCHING REQUEST MORE 

ON WHEREABOUTS AND WELFARE GROUNDS. AS BY-PRODUCT TO MAJOR 
OBJECTIVE OF OFFSETTING WEAKNESS THEIR PUBLIC POSITION 
ARISING FROM FAILURE RELEASE IMPRISONED AMERICANS THEY 

HOPE THEREBY ALSO LAY "HUMANITARIAN" BASIS FOR JUSTIFYING 
ENLARGEMENT INDIAN EMBASSY FUNCTIONS INFO THIS FIELD. ANOTHER 
BY-PRODUCT WOULD BE UTILIZE OUR FAILURE REPLY IN MEETINGS 


TO EXPAND PRECEDENT OF RED CROSS CHANNEL ESTABLISHED LIUN 
YUNG-MING'S CASE. 


6. THIS EXERCISE ALSO PARTIALLY FISHING EXPEDITION IN 
HOPE FINDING CASE SOME CHINESE WHO IS IMPRISONED WITH WHICH 
BELABOR US FOR ANOTHER LIU YUNG-MING CASE. 


7. BELIEVE POSITION WE ADOPT SHOULD.BE CONSISTENT WITH 
POSITION WE HAVE THUS FAR TAKEN WITH RESPECT O'NEIL TAKING 
INITIATIVE IN VISITING IMPRISONED AMERICANS AS WELL AS 
WHEREABOUTS AND WELFARE INQUIRJES CONCERNING AMERICANS WE 


MAY IN FUTURE DESIRE TO MAKE EITHER DIRECTLY HERE OR THROUGH 
UK REPEAT UK. 


8. THEREFORE, WITH RESPECT THIS ASPECT FOR NEXT MEETING 
SUGGEST | AVOID DIRECT REPLY CONCERNING ANY INDIVIDUALS NAMED 
BY WANG KEEPING DISCUSSION AS AT LAST MEETING STRICTLY TO 

US PERFORMANCE UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND CHICOM FAILURE 
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PRODUCE ANY SPECIFIC EVIDENCE OF FAILURE FULLY IMPLEMENT 
ANNOUNCEMENT. BELIEVE |! CAN MAKE MORE EFFECTIVE 

PRESENTATION EXPOSING HOLLOWNESS WANG'S CHARGES AND CYNICAL 
NATURE CHICOM ATTEMPT THROW UP SMOKESCREEN WITHOUT SPECIFIC- 
ALLY MENTIONING LIU AN-HUA CASE. WOULD, OF COURSE, CONTINUE 


AVOID ANY IMPLICATION US HAS OBLIGATION INVESTIGATE INDIVIDUAL 
e CASES IN ABSENCE SUCH EVIDENCE. 





9. IN MEANWHILE SUGGEST VOA MAKE FULL WORLD-WIDE USE 
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: Info: ¥ ¥v 

Nd According ¢e Dutch Embassy, Dutch Mission-imPeiping learned from .; 

j 3 

: diplomatic colleague who had spoken to Wang Ping-nan that latter was in c 
w : : / : 
iS Peiping January 1. Wang reportedly remarked to informant +hetChinese 3 
» 
~ Communists were concerned at lack «#@- progress in Geneva talks. c 
co ‘ ae: - 
ce | Dutch Mission reports general view among diplomatic corps, Peiping, 
© uv : is thet Communists do not desire break off talks but are seeking means 
ree 
£r exert greater pressure on U. S. a 
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io ' Wang met Krishna Menon at airport yesterday evening and they 
<¢ | conferred in airport for one hour during stopover Menon's 
= &F plane. In response correspondent's questions following oO 
cu meeting, Menon said they had discussed subjects of these talks, a 
ae United Nations and China. Wang refused made any statement. ait 
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L vy) 
. FROM JOINSON irecticn te DOM 
m 
ry ™ 1. THREE HOUR TEN MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING, 
2S 8) 
cS 2. WANS OPENED MEETING WITH LONG PREPARED STATLMENT _ 
on () REITERATING POSITION OF OBJECTION TO INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE _ 
ssi SECURITY CLAUSE ON SROUNDS IT WOULD REQUIRE T:!/[M RLCOGNIZE r: 
se "U.S. OCCUPATION TAIWAN", REFERRED MY PREVIOUS STATEMENTS a 
2 os DECLARATION DID NCT INVOLVE THIRD PARTIES BUT SAID ATTEMPT ~ 
ss INCORPORATE INDIV: MUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE IN _ 
.* TAIWAN AREA AUTOMATICALLY INVOLVES "CHIANG CLIQUE", THIN ‘ 
£ REFERRING MY STATCMENTS THESE TALKS MUST BE FREE FROM THREAT 4 
+= OF FORCE, LAUNCHED INTO LONG AND STRONG ATTACK ON ALLEGED = 
= STATEMENTS BY SECRETARY WHICH CONSTITUTED "CLAMOR FOR ATOMIC 0) 
i WAR AGAINST CHINA", "CHINESE CANNOT BE INTIMIDATED", 
x "BLACKMAIL DOOMED TO FAILURE", "CONDEMNED BY PEACE- 
@ LOVING PEOPLE" ETC., "THIS CANNOT BENEFIT OUR TALKS", os 
= 


"CANNOT BUT RAISE QUESTION WHETHER U.S. HAD GENUINE SINCERITY 
PEACCFULLY SETTLE QUESTIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND U.S," 





J | REPLIED WITH LONG EXTEMPORANEOUS STATEMENT FIRST PICKING 
UP HIS STATEMENTS CONCERNING SECRETARY WHICH | CHARACTERIZED 
AS "ENTIRELY UNCALLED FOR AND GROSS LIBEL", RECORD OF U.S. 
HAD MORE THAN DEMONSTRATED LACK AGGRESSIVE INTENT TOWARD > 
OTHER COUNTRIES INCLUDING CHINA, CITED UNPARALLELED U,S,. 
RESTRAINT IN KOREA IN FACE PROVOCATION CHINESE ATTACK WHICH | 
GAVE EVERY MORAL AND LEGAL JUSTIFICATION FOR DEFENDING 
U.N. FORCES ATTACK CHINESE BASES, CONSISTENT U.S. RECORD 
CONF | DENT IAL hag cree oe Hy . 
PERMANENT PROKIBITED 
RECORD COPY ¢ This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 
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OF FOSTERING AND PROTECTING FREEDOM AND INDEPENDENCE OTHER 
PEOPLES, PURELY DEFENSIVE NATURE ALL U.S, COLLECTIVE DEFENSE 
-LRRANGEMENTS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES. PRESIDENT AND SECRETARY 
f HAVE REPEATEDLY EXPRESSED OVERWHELMING SENTIMENT AMERICAN 
PEOPLE NEVER TO INITIATE ATTACK, THERE |S NOTHING SECRETARY 
HAS EVER SAID IN ANY WAY THAT COULD POSSIBLY BE INTERPRETED 
IN TERMS EMPLOYED BY WANG, DURING SUBSEQUENT GIVE AND TAKE 
THIS SUBJECT IN RESPONSE MY DIRECT QUESTION WANG CITED 
"LIFE" ARTICLE AS BASIS FOR HIS STATEMENTS, IF HAD BEEN 
SAID BY "KNOWLAND OR MCCARTHY" WOULD HAVE BEEN IGNORED BUT 
| COULD NOT BE IGNORED WHEN MADE BY SECRETARY, | SAID | HAD 
READ ARTICLE AND FIND NO) STATEMENT BY SECRETARY THERE |°. WHICH 
COULD REMOTELY SUPPORT WANG'S ALLEGATIONS, SAID HE SHOULD 
NOT CONFUSE OFFICIAL AND AUTHORIZED STATEMENTS WITH EXPRESSIONS 
OF OPINION MADE ON OWN RESPONSIBILITY BY WRITER MAGAZINE 
ARTICLE. DURING COURSE DISCUSSION HE STATED "HARD TO 
UNDERSTAND WHY U.S. ©!' ONE HAND INVITES PRC MAKE DECLARATION 
RENOUNCING FORCE WHILE ON OTHER HAND SECRETARY STATE REVEALS 
THAT ON THREE OCCASIONS U.S. WAS ON VERGE UNLEASHING ATOMIC 
WAR AGAINST CHINA", | REPLIED THAT | KNEW OF NO SUCH REVELATION 
} BY SECRETARY BUT DID KNOW OF STATEMENTS OF DETERMINATION 
{ BY U.S. TO RESIST BY WAR IF NECESSARY AGGRESSION UNLEASHED 
BY OTHERS, 
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LONG DISCUSSION INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE FOR 
MOST PART REITERATED FORMER POSITIONS, WE EACH TOOK INCREASINGLY 
| ADAMANT LINES, | FOLLOWING LINE DEPARTMENT TELEGRAM 1496, 
: | STATED AND REITERATED "U.S, CANNOT AND WILL NOT UNDER ANY 
CIRCUMSTANCES AGREE" IN NEGOTIATING THIS DECLARATION TO PRC 
7 , DEMAND THAT U.S. RENOUNCE ITS LEGITIMATE RIGHT TO INDIVIDUAL 
AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE, WANG AVOIDED MEETING ME DIRECTLY 
ON GENERAL PRINCIPLE, GAVE NO REPLY TO MY INTERPRETATION 
OF NEGOTIATIONS AND YESTERDAY'S PUBLIC STATEMENT AS DENOUNCING 
U.S. RENOUNCE INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE BUT 
CAREFULLY LIMITED PRESENTATION HIS ADAMANT POSITION TO PRC 
RECOGNITION U.S. CLAIM APPLICABILITY THIS PRINCIPLE TAIWAN 
AREA, ADAMANCY THIS POSITION BEST REFLECTED BY WANG!S 
STATEMENT "IF U.S. INSISTS ON INCLUDING CLAUSE INDIVIDUAL. 
AND. COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, | DO NOT SEE 
HOW WE~CAN REACH ANY AGREEMENT," 


~ 2, 
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WHILE HE DID NOT CHALLENGE NEITHER DID HE CONFIRM MY REFERENCE 
TO HIS STATEMENT LAST MEETING CONCERNING WILLINGNESS CONSIDER 
SPECIFIC MENTION TAIWAN IN DECLARATION, 


HE THEN INITIATED DISCUSSION IMPLEMENTATION WITH RELATIVELY 
ie MILD STATEMENT GIVING ME ADDITIONAL LIST OF FOUR NAMES, 
DISCUSSION FOR MOST PART FOLLOWED GENERAL LINES LAST MEETING, 


AT CLOSE OF MEETING | MADE STATEMENT REFERRING THEIR PUBLIC 
STATEMENT EXPRESSING DISAPPOINTMENT, CONCERN OVER EFFECTS 

ON TALKS AND MADE SOMLWHAT DOUBLE BARRELED QUERY WHETHER ~ 
THIS INDICATED THEY DID NOT DESIRE TO CONTINUE THESE TALKS 
UPON BASIS WHICH | HAD SUGGESTED AT BEGINNING OF TALKS 

AND WHICH | HAD TRICD VERY HARD TO MAINTAIN, IN REPLY WANG 
STRESSED THEIR STATEMENT ONLY "ONE TIME OPERATION” REASONS 
FOR WHICH HE HAD GIVEN IN TWO PRIOR MEETINGS, REAFFIRMED 
DESIRE CONTINUE TALKS WITHOUT SUGGESTING MODIFICATION PRESENT 
PROCCDURES ON PUBLICITY. HE SAID "IT MY HOPE AND DESIRE 

THAT TALKS WILL REACH POSITIVE, CONSTRUCTIVE, HONEST OUTCOME," 
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HE TOOK INITIATIVE SUGGESTING NEXT MEETING, ASKING AS SPECIAL 
ACCOMAODATION BE HELD WEDNESDAY JANUARY 25, WHEN | ASKED 
WHETHER THIS FOR JUST ONE MEETING HE REPLIED HOPE NEXT FOLLOWING 
MEETING COULD BE HELD FRIDAY FEBRUARY 3, BUT IN RESPONSE 

MY SUGGESTION FEBRUARY 2 INSTEAD OF FEBRUARY 3 NEXT FOLLOWING 
MEETING WE AGREED LEAVE QUESTION OPEN UNTIL NEXT MEETING, 

(FOR DEPARTMENT'S INFORMATION "PORGY AND BESS" COMPANY ARRIVING 
PRAGUE FEBRUARY 4 AND | PLANNING HOLD LARGE RECEPTION FOR 

THEM FEBRUARY 4 OR 5, 
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1. WANG OPENED 33D MEETING TODAY WITH VIS!BLY HASTILY DRAWN 

PREPARED STATEMENT SAYING THAT AT OUR LAST MEETING HE ALREADY 

MADE SOME REMARKS ON MY PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT, 
( THIS MORNING HE GOING MAKE FURTHER COMMENTS, 


2. WANG SAID AT LAST MEETING | STATED THAT CHINA AND US CONFRONT 
EACH OTHER WITH POLICIES THAT IN CONFLICT BUT IT NEED NOT LEAD 
TO HOSTILITIES. IF SO, SOLUTION TO DISPUTES SHOULD BE BROUGHT 
ABOUT THROUGH NEGOTIATION AND THAT EXACTLY SPECIFIED IN THEIR 
DRAFT, IF HOWEVER IT INTENTION US SIDE iN MAKING ANNOUNCEMENT 

TO MAINTAIN STATUS QUO OF OCCUPATION TAIWAN. THEN AS HE HAD LONG 
AGO POINTED OUT HIS SIDE WOULD ABSOLUTELY NOT AGREE, 


of the United States 
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3. HE SAID | HAD REPEATEDLY SLATED CHINA NOT REQUIRED TO 

RENOUNCE POLICIES SHE HAS LAID DOWN, HOWEVER, POLICY OF CHINA 

IS EXACTLY TO LIBERATE TAIWAN. MY DRAFT REQUIRES THEM TO 
RECOGNIZE RIGHT OF US TO INDIVIDUAL COLLECTIVE SELF DEFENSE IN (2 

TAIWAN AREA, THAT AIMS TO REQUIRE HIS SIDE RECOGNIZE US- O 

CHIANG TREATY AS WELL AS RECOGNIZE US OCCUPATION TAIWAN. on 











4. WANG SAID FURTHERMORE MY DRAFT ATTEMPTED CONFUSE EXCLUSIVELY 
INTERNAL ISSUE OF CHINA WITH INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES BETWEEN fF 
CHINA US, THIS WOULD REQUIRE HIS SIDE GIVE UP LEGAL SOVEREIGN “tu | 
RIGHT OVER TAIWAN, AS HE HAD LONG POINTED OUT THIS WHAT HIS SIDES 
ABSOLUTELY WILL NOT DO, , 
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5. WANG SAID | HAD STATED USE OF FORCE DOES NOT ACCORD WITH 
ACCEPTED STANDARDS OF INTERNATIONAL CONDUCT, HOWEVER IT EXACTLY 
US WHICH USING FORCE AND THREAT AGAINST CHINA IN TAIWAN AREA, 


6. WANG SIAD, IN SPITE THIS HIS SIDE STILL MAINTAINS THAT DIS- 

PUTES BETWEEN CHINA US BE SETTLED THROUGH NEGOTIATIONS, AS 

TO QUESTION IN WHICH MANNER CHINA WILL SETTLE INTERNAL ISSUES, 

AS HE HAD POINTED OUT LONG AGO, THAT EXCLUSIVELY MATTER CHINESE 
INTERNAL AFFAIRS AND PERMITS NO FOREIGN COUNTRY'S INTERFERENCE, 


7- WANG SAID AGAIN | HAD STATED THAT ISSUANCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
DOES NOT INVOLVE ANY THIRD PARTIES. HOWEVER IN DRAFT PUT FORWARD 
BY ME | RAISED QUESTION OF SO-CALLED INDIVIDUAL COLLECTIVE SELF 


DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA. THAT EXACTLY AN ATTEMPT TO BRING CHIANG 
CLIQUE INTO MATTER, 


8. WANG SAID THUS IT EVIDENT THAT AMENDED DRAFT PUT FORWARD 
BY ME JAN 12 AND MY ORIGINAL DRAFT NOV 10 CONTAIN PRACTICALLY 
NO DIFFERENCE AND THEREFORE IT NOT ACCEPTABLE. 


9. WANG SAID MY SIDE ON ONE HAND SUGGESTED INSIDE CONFERENCE ROOM 
THAT ANNOUNCEMENT ON RENUNCIATION FORCE BE ISSUED, HOWEVER ON 
OTHER HAND OVER AN EXTENDED PERIOD US SIDE NOT WILLING ARRIVE 

AT AGREEMENT THIS QUESTION, THIS CANNOT BUT RAISE QUESTION AS 

TO SINCERITY OF PROFESSED DESIRE SETTLE ISSUES BETWEEN CHINA US, 


10. WANG SAID FURTHERMORE HE WOULD LIKE POINT OUT IN OUR PREVIOUS 
MEETINGS | STATED THAT TALKS BETWEEN US MUST NOT BE HELD UNDER 
THREAT OF FORCE, YET US SECRETARY STATE MR DULLES HAD BEEN 


CLAMORING RECENTLY FOR ATOMIC WAR AGAINST CHINA, WAS THIS NOT 
OUTRIGHT THREAT? 


11. WANG SAID IF MR, DULLES THINKS CHINESE PEOPLE CAN BE INTIMIDATED 
BY THREATS AND THAT CHINESE PEOPLE CAN BE FORCED GIVE UP THEIR 
SOVEREIGN RIGHTS THIS ENTIRELY WISHFUL THINKING, 


12. WANG SAID IT IS WELL TO RECALL THAT KOREAN ARMISTICE, 
RESTORATION PEACE JN INDOCHINA AS WELL AS WITHDRAWAL FROM 


TACHEN ISLANDS, ALL Me 3 EVENTS HAVE SUFFICIENTLY DEMONSTRATED 
: aes ’ a’ : 
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FACT THAT FORCES OF WORLD PEOPLE FOR PEACE AND JJSTICE CANNOT 
BE STOPPED, WHEREAS POLICY OF POSITION OF STRENGTH AND ATOMIC 
BLACKMAIL DOOMED FAILURE. 


13. WANG SAID RECENT WARLIKE UTTERANCES OF SECRETARY NOT ONLY 
PROVOKED GREATEST INDIGNATION ON PART CHINESE PEOPLE BUT ALSO 
CONDEMNED BY PEOPLE OF OTHER COUNTRIES INCLUDING PEACE LOVING 
PEOPLE IN US, COULD THESE UTTERANCES BE RECONCILED WITH 
PURPOSES PRESENT TALKS? COULD THESE UTTERANCES BE RECONCILED 
WITH FURTHER DESIRE FOR PROGRESS? 


Pea oe 


14, WANG SAID ALL THESE EVENTS CANNOT BUT RAISE QUESTION AS 
TO WHETHER U.S. HAS GENUINE SINCERITY TO SETTLE PEACEFULLY 
ISSUES AND DISPUTES BETWEEN CHINA AND U.S, 


15. | REPLIED EXTEMPORANEOUSLY SAYING WANG HAD AGAIN THIS 
MORNING SPOKEN OF SINCERITY. HE HAD MADE REMARKS CONCERNING 
SECRETARY OF STATE WHICH ENTIRELY UNCALLED FOR, | BELIEVED 
THAT RECORD OF U.S. IN WORLD AFFAIRS AS WELL AS RECORD IN 
THESE TALKS SPEAKS FOR ITSELF, 


of the United States 


16. | SAID U.S. HAS DEMONSTRATED NOT JUST IN WORDS BUT IN 
ACTIONS 1TS DEVOTION TO CAUSE OF PEACE, IT HAS ALSO DEMONSTRATED 
NOT JUST IN WORDS BUT IN ACTIONS ITS DEVOTION TO SUPPORTING 
FREEDOM AND INDEPENDENCE OF ALL PEOPLES, 
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17- |! SAID U.S. HAS DEMONSTRATED NOT ONLY BY WORDS BUT BY 
ACTIONS ITS COMPLETE LACK ANY AGGRESSIVE INTENT WHATSOEVER 
NOT ONLY TOWARDS OTHER COUNTRIES BUT ALSO TOWARDS WANG'S 

* COUNTRY. 





| 18, | SAID WANG HAD MENTIONED KOREA, | WAS SURE THERE IS 
NOT IN HISTORY OF WORLD ANY GREATER EXAMPLE OF SELF-RESTRAINT 
AND LACK AGGRESSIVE INTENTION TOWARDS OTHER PEOPLE THAN THAT 
DEMONSTRATED BY U.S, IN KOREAN HOSTILITIES, ACTIONS OF 
FORCES UNDER CONTROL OF WANG'S GOVERNMENT CROSSING INTO KOREA 
AND ATTACKING U.S. AND OTHER FORCES THERE OPERATING UNDER 
AUTHORITY U.N. GAVE EVERY MORAL AND LEGAL JUSTIFICATION FOR 





CONF | DENTI AL 





CONF ! DENT! AL 
- ¥ - 1402, JANUARY 19, — PM (SECTION 1 OF 5) FROM GENEVA. 


THOSE U.N, FORCES DEFEND THEMSELVES BY ATTACKING BASES IN 
HIS COUNTRY FROM WHICH CHINESE FORCES WERE SUPPORTED, 
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19. 1 SAID U.N. FORCES RESTRAINED THEMSELVES FROM TAKING 

THAT ACTION BECAUSE OF GRLAT DESIRE, Iii SPITE ACTIONS WANG'S 
GOVERNMENT, NOT TO SPREAD WAR, FOR MONTH UPON WEARY MONTH 
CHINESE REPRESENTATIVES REFUSED AGREE ANY REASONABLE ARMISTICE 
THAT WOULD STOP HOSTILITIES, EVENTUALLY DURING PERIOD THAT 

MR, DULLES WAS SECRETARY STATE, ARMISTICE WAS FINALLY CONCLUDED, 


20. |! SAID EVERY AGREEMENT OR COLLECTIVE DEFENSE ARRANGEMENT 
U.S. HAS ENTERED INTO AROUND WORLD INCLUDING FAR EAST VERY 
SPECIFICALLY AND CLEARLY LIMITED TO SELF DEFENSE, SELF DEFENSES 
NOT ONLY OF SELVES BUT COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE WITH OTHER 
LIKE-MINDED COUNTRIES WHICH FEAR AGGRESSION, 


21. %|'! SAID PRESIDENT OF U.S. AND SECRETARY STATE HAVE TIME 
AND AGAIN EXPRESSED OVERWHELMING SENTIMENT OF AMERICAN PEOPLE 
IN STATING U.S, WILL NEVER ATTACK ANYONE, TO STATE THAT 
SECRETARY IS "CLAMORING FOR ATOMIC WAR" IS GROSS LIBEL WHICH 
1 MOST STRONGLY RESENTED, 


22. I! SAID | WELL AWARE OF PUBLIC STATEMENTS OF SECRETARY, 

. THERE WAS NOTHING SECRETARY HAD EVER SAID IN ANY WAY THAT COULD 
POSSIBLY BE INTERPRETED IN THAT FASHION, TO DO SO WAS GROSSEST 
TYPE MISREPRESENTATION, 


23. #$$|| SAID AS FAR AS DEVOTION TO PEACE AND DESIRE AVOID WAR 
1S CONCERNED AND WITH RESPECT THESE TALKS |! WAS SATISFIED 

FACTS ARE EQUALLY CLEAR, AS | HAD REVIEWED WITH HIM AT LAST 
MEETING AND AS HE HAD AGAIN RECOGNIZED IN HIS STATEMENT THIS 
MORNING, IT WAS U.S. WHICH PROPOSED WE MAKE IT CLEAR WE WERE 
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DETERMINED SETTLE DISPUTES THROUGH PEACEFUL MEANS AND NOT 
RESORT WAR, ; 


24, | SAID THERE IS VAST DIFFERENCE BETWEEN PROPOSING 
NEGOTIATE WITH OVERHANGING THREAT OF ATTACK IN BACKGROUND AND 
PROPOSAL DEFINITIVELY TO REMOVE THREAT OF WAR AND THEN SEEK 
PEACEFUL MEANS RESOLVING OUR DISPUTES, 


25. | SAID WANG HAD RONSISTENTLY IN THESE TALKS AND HIS 
GOVERNMENT HAD IN ITS PUBLIC STATEMENT ISSUED YESTERDAY IGNORED 
PLAIN STATEMENT | MADE IN MY ORIGINAL PROPOSAL OCTOBER 8, 

| HAD MADE IT CLEAR IN THAT STATEMENT, HAD MADE IT CLEAR IN 
ALL STATEMENTS | EVER MADE IN THESE MEETINGS, HAD MADE IT 
CLEAR IN DRAFT NOVEMBER 10, THAT IT WAS NOT SUGGESTED THAT 
WANG'S GOVERNMENT RENOUNCE IN ANY WAY PEACEFUL PURSUIT POLICY 
OBJECTIVES WHICH IT BELIEVED IT LEGITIMATELY ENTITLED ACHIEVE, 
THOSE NOT JUST IDLE WORDS, | HAD ATTEMPTED ALREADY CARRY 

OUT THAT INTENT, IT WAS STATED VERY SPECIFICALLY IN NOVEMBER 
10 DRAFT, BUT IN ORDER MEET WANG*S OBJECTIONS TO THAT DRAFT, 

| TRIED ANOTHER FORMULA IN AMENDMENTS WHICH | SUGGESTED TO HIS 
DRAFT OF DECEMBER 1, 


LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 
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26. | SAID AT OUR LAST MEETING | HAD OFDERED CONSIDER ANY 
ALTERNATIVE FORMULATION HE MIGHT HAVE IN MIND, | CERTAINLY 
DIDN'T SEE HOW IT POSSIBLE FOR ME BE ANY MORE REASONABLE THIS 
REGARD, 


27- $%| SAID THERE ARE TWO THINGS THAT 1 HAD CONSIDERED 
ESSENTIAL, ONE IS THAT WE MAKE IT CLEAR THAT THERE NO 
CONCEALED RESERVATIONS WITH REGARD TAIWAN AREA, | HAD 
WELCOMED HIS STATEMENT LAST MEETING THAT HE WILLING CONSIDER 
INCLUSION OF WORDS THAT WOULD MAKE IT CLEAR TAIWAN AREA 
INCLUDED IN SCOPE ANY DECLARATION WE MADE, THIS SEEMED TO 
ME BE VERY ENCOURAGING STEP TOWARDS FINAL AGREEMENT, 
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28. | SAID THAT SEEMED TO ME LEAVE ONLY ONE OBSTACLE, THAT , 
OBSTACLE DID NOT SEEM BE MATTER OF SUBSTANCE BUT RATHER MATTER 
OF FINDING WORDS EXPRESS SUBSTANCE. I! HAD REFERENCE TO MATTER 
OF INDIVIDUAL COLLECTIVE SELF DEFENSE, 


29. | SAID WE HAD BOTH IN THESE MEETINGS EXPRESSED CONCURRENRE 
WITH THIS AS PRINCIPLE, I HAD CLEARLY EXPRESSED TO WANG MY 
INTENT THAT IN STATING PRINCIPLE,. 1T SHOULD NOT PREJUDICE 

HIS POSITION WITH RE NATURE OUR DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA, 

| HONESTLY FELT | HAD ACCOMPLISHED THAT PURPOSE IN SUGGESTED 
AMENDMENTS | PROPOSED AT LAST MEETING, HOWEVER | HAD SAID 


IF HE FELT DIFFERENTLY | WAS WILLING CONSIDER OTHER SUGGESTIONS 
HE MIGHT HAVE THAT REGARD, 


30. | SAID HAVING AGREED ON SUBSTANCE IT CERTAINLY SEEMED 
TO ME NOT UNREASONABLE AND NOT BEYOND INGENUITY OF TWO OF US 
TO FIND WORDS EXPRESS THAT SUBSTANCE, 
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31. %| | SAID IT HAD NEVER OCCURED TO ME THAT THIS PRINCIPLE 
SOQ LONG RECOGNIZED IN INTERNATIONAL LAW, EMBODIED IN U.N, 
CHARTER AND GENERALLY ACCEPTED THROUGHOUT WORLD COULD BE 
OBJECTIONABLE ANYONE, IT NEVER OCCURRED ME THAT ANY COUNTRY 
WHICH GENUINELY CONCERNED WITH OWN SOVEREIGNTY AND WILLING 
RESPECT THAT OF OTHER COUNTRIES WOULD BE OPPOSED TO IT. 


32. 1 SAID IT HARD TO SEE HOW ANY COUNTRY WOULD DESIRE GO 


ON PUBLIC RECORD AS ADMITTING ITS POLICIES WERE INCONSISTENT 


WITH LEGITIMATE EXERCISE BY OTHER COUNTRIES OF RIGHT SELF 
DEFENSE, 


33-2 $%| SAID | REPEATED THAT IN STATING THIS IT NEVER HAD BEEN 
AND STILL WAS NOT MY INTENTION DEMAND THAT HIS GOVERNMENT 
ABANDON ANY OF ITS CLAIMS OR ITS VIEWS OR ITS RIGHT TO PEACEFUL 
PURSUIT ITS POLICIES, NO MATTER HOW STRONGLY | MIGHT DISAGREE 
WITH SOME OF THOSE POLICIES, 


34. 1 SAID HOWEVER AS OUR NEGOTIATIONS UPON THIS SUBJECT 

HAD DEVELOPED, AND PARTICULARLY IN LIGHT OF PUBLIC STATEMENT 

MADE BY WANG'tS GOVERNMENT YESTERDAY, |T APPEARED THAT INTENT >) 
* OF HIS GOVERNMENT WAS TO DEMAND THAT IN NEGOTIATING THIS 

STATEMENT MY GOVERNMENT RENOUNCE ITS LEGITIMATE RIGHT OF 

INDIVIDUAL COLLECTIVE SELF DEFENSE, I WANTED MAKE IT PERFECTLY 


PLAIN THAT MY GOVERNMENT CANNOT AND WiLL NOT UNDER ANY CIRCUMSTANCES 
AGREE TO DO THIS, 


35. AT THIS POINT, 11 A.M.e, WANG CONSULTED AT SOME LENGTH 
WITH HIS INTERPRETER, ALSO MESSENGER BROUGHT IN THREE-PAGE 
CHINESE LETTER WHICH WANG GLANCED AT BRIEFLY BEFORE PROCEEDING, 
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36. WANG SAID THIS MORNING HE HAD SPECIFICALLY POINTED OUT 
NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN US SHOULD BE AIMED AT BRINGING ABOUT 
PEACEFUL SOLUTION OF DISPUTE BETWEEN US IN TAIWAN AREA AND RELAXATION 
| TENSION IN FAR EAST, THEREFORE, HE HELD NEGOTIATIONS SHOULD 
NOT BE HELD UNDER OVERHANGING THREAT OF FORCE, AS. HE HAD POINTED 
j OUT THIS MORNING, STATEMENT BY SECRETARY CONTAINED FLAGRANT 
THREATS AGAINST HIS SIDE, AND IT SEEMED TO HIM THAT SUCH THREATEN- 
ING UTTERANCES ON PART OF SECRETARY OF STATE OF US WOULD NOT 
RPT NOT BRING PEOPLE OF US ANY GOOD, NOR WOULD THESE STATEMENTS 
: RAISE PRESTIGE OF AMERICAN PEOPLE, 


, 37. WANG SAID ! HAD SPOKEN MUCH ABOUT US PEACEFUL INTENTIONS 

y IN WORLD, HOWEVER, IF US GENUINELY WILLING, NOT BY WORDS BUT 

; BUT ACTION, TO DEMONSTRATE” 'TS PEACEFUL INTENT, IT WAS CAPABLE 
MAKING GREAT CONTRIBUTION TO WORLD PEACE, TODAY, PEOPLE OF 
WORLD CAPABLE MAKING OWN JUDGEMENTS, WHICH MADE NOT ON BASIS 
WORDS BUT ACTIONS DEMONSTRATED, FROM DEVELOPMENT OF EVENTS 

IN FIELD OF DISARMAMENT, FROM ESTABLISHMENT OF MILITARY BASES 
AROUND WORLD, FROM OFEN INTERVENTION IN INTERNAL AFFAIRS KOREA, 
AND ARMED INTERVENTION IN TAIWAN, PEOPLE OF WORLD ABLE JUDGE 
BY WHOM PEACE BEING BREACHED, AND THAT ALL THESE EVENTS RUN 
AGAINST INTERNATIONAL LAW AND JUSTICE, 





of the United States 





38. WANG SAID, IN MENTIONING THESE PAST EVENTS HE HAD NO 
INTEREST GO INTO DEBATE WITH ME, FOR i WELL KNEW We COULD HOLD 
LONG DEBATES WITHOUT COMING TO ANY USEFUL CONCLUSION. 

HE WISED ONLY MAKE SPECIFIC MENTION EVENTS IN KOREA AND TAIWAN, 
HE CONVINCED HISTORY WOULD PASS JUDGEMENT AS TO WHICH SIDE HAD 
ENGAGED IN INTERVENTION IN DOMESTIC AFFAIRS OF OTHERS, AS 


, WELL AS WHICH ENGAGED IN ARMED AGGRESSION, PEOPLE OF WORLD WILL 
MAKE OWN JUDGEMENTS, 
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39. WANG SAID THAT I HAD REFERRED TO DRAFTING OF 
ANNOUNCEENT RENOUNCING USE FORCE AND SETTING FORTH PRINCIPLE 
OF PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES. HE WAS SURE I WELL AWARE 
THEIR EFFORTS THIS DIRECTION, THAT IS, THAT THEY WERE STRIVING 
IN THIS DIRECTION TO BRING ABOUT AGREEMENT. ON QUESTION 
OF AN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE, THEIR SIDE 
HAD REPEATEDLY MADE CONCESSIONS, IF BOTH SIDES FOLLOWED 
PRiNCIPLES INTERNATIQNAL LAW AND BOTH SHARED SAME DESIRE FOR 

| , a . PEACE, 
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PEACE, HARD FOR HIM SEE WHY LATEST DRAFT CHINESE SIDE UNACCEPT- 
ABLE, 


4oO,. WANG SAID TIS MORNING I HAD AGAIN STATED US HAD NO INTENT 
DEMAND CHINESE SIDE RENOUNCE ITS LEGITIMATE RIGHTS, OR ABANDON ITS 
VIEWS, OR RENOUNCE PURSUIT ITS POLICIES. HOWEVER, IN NEXT 

INSTANT I HAD AGAIN RAISED QUESTION OF US RIGHT OF SELF DEFENSE 
IN TAIWAN AREA AND HAD STATED US WOULD NOT RENOUNCE ITS CLAIMS TO 
INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-.DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, 

THIS LATEST STATEMENT PRACTICALLY REFUTES ALL MY OTHER STATEMENTS 
‘AND RENDERS THEM MEANINGLESS. 


ue WANG SAID IT WAS THEIR VIEW THAT BOTH SIDES MUST MAKE 

EQUAL EFFORTS COME TO AGREEMENT, CHINESE SIDE HAS MADE SUCH 
EFFORTS BUT US HAS NOT. THEREFORE, DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO 

OF US NOT ONE OF SPECIFIC FORMULATION OR OF CHOICE OF WORDS, 

BUT ONE OF SUBSTANCE, iF US INSISTED ON INCLUDING PHRASE CONCERNING 
INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF DEFENSE IN DRAFT AGREED ANNOUNCE 
MENT, HE DID NOT SEE HOW WE COULD REACH ANY AGREEMENT, THIS 
OUTCOME WAS NOT-CHINESE DESIRE OR HOPE, 


42, | RESPONDED THAT, FIRST, WANG INSISTING ON BELABORING SUPPOSED | 
QUESTION OF STATEMENTS BY SECRETARY OF STATE. i WOULD LIKE 
SPECIFICALLY ASK WHAT STATEMENT OR STATEMENTS? 


43, WANG SAID THIS WAS STATEMENT NOW KNOWN EVERYWHERE AND HE 
REFERRING TO STATEMENT APPEARED LIFE MAGAZINE. 


44, 1 SAID | WONDERED WHETHER OR NOT WANG ALONG WITH MANY 
OTHERS MIGHT NOT BE CONFUSING OFFICIAL AND AUTHORIZED STATEMENTS 
OF SECRETARY OF STATE WITH OPINIONS AND VIEWS ISSUED ON OWN 
RESPONSIBILITY BY WRITER OF MAGAZINE ARTICLES. 1 MIGHT ADD 

THAT | HAD READ ARTICLE IN ENTIRETY AND COULD FIND NO STATEMENT 
THEREIN BY SECRETARY OF STATE THAT COULD REMOTELY SUPPORT 
STATEMENTS WANG MADE HERE THIS MORNING. 


45. WANG SAID TALKS BETWEEN TWO OF US SHOULD BE AIMED AT 
SETTLING PEACEFULLY DISPUTE BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES INSTEAD 
OF AT CREATING TENSIONS, PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTE BETWEEN 
_ TWO. COUNTRIES WOULD NOT ONLY BRING ABOUT RELAXATION TENSIONS IN 
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: WORLD BUT WOULD CONTRIBUTE JO CAUSE OF PEACE IN WORLD, 

HARD FOR THEM UNDERSTAND WHY US ON ONE HAND INVITED THEM DISCUSS 
: MAKING JOINT ANNQUNCEMENT ON RENUNCIATION FORCE, WHILE ON 

OTHER HAND US SECSTATE REVEALED THAT ON THREE OCCASIONS US | 
‘HAD BEEN ON VERGE OF UNLEASHING ATOMIC WAR AGAINST CHINA, 
SUPPOSE THESE DISCLOSURES HAD BEEN MADE BY SOMEONE ELSE-— 
SENATOR KNOWLAND OR MR, MCCARTHY---CHINESE COULD OMIT REF 

TO THEM IN THESE TALKS, HOWEVER, THEY NOTED THESE STATEMENTS 
BEING MADE BY PERSONALITY IN CHARGE AND GUIDANCE OF US FOREIGN 
POLICY, AND THOSE STATEMENTS CERTAINLY CAUSED ALARM ON PART OF 
CHINESE, THEY COULD NOT HELP RAISING QUESTION AS TO WHETHER 

US FOREIGN POLICY, UNDER GUIDANCE MR DULLES, ADVOCATED NEGOT!ATIONS 
BETWEEN TWO SIDES OR ADVOCATED USE OF ATOMIC BOMBS AGAINST 
CHINA, HE ONLY WANTED MAKE IT PLAIN AND CLEAR CHINESE PEOPLE 
WERE NOT TO BE FRIGHTENED BY THIS SORT OF TALK, 





46. WANG SAID, IN PARTICULAR THEY THOUGHT THAT AT TIME WHILE 
SINO-AMERICAN TALKS WERE IN PROGRESS, THESE UTTERANCES WOULD 
SERVE NO USEFUL PURPOSE, AND HE WANTED TO POINT OUT ALSO THAT 
HE WHO PLAYS WITH FIRE IS ONE WHO GETS BURNT IN THE END, 


of the United States 


47. 1 SAID | HAD SEEN NO STATEMENT BY SECRETARY IN LIFE ARTICLE 
OR ELSEWHERE, OR EVER UNDER ANY CIRCUMSTANCES ANYWHERE, SPEAKING 
OF UNLEASHING AN ATOMIC WAR ON CHINA OR ON ANY OTHER COUNTRY, 
1 HAD HOWEVER SEEN STATEMENTS REFERRING TO DETERMINATION OF US 
TO RESIST, BY WAR IF NECESSARY, AGRESSION UNLEASHED BY OTHERS, 
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48, WANG SAID HE HAD MADE CLEAR HIS VIEWS ON THIS SITUATION 
AND HAD NOTHING FURTHER TO ADD, 


. 49. 1 SAID, TURNING TO HIS REMARKS CONCERNING OUR DRAFT, 
HE HAD APPARENTLY SLIGHTLY MISUNDERSTOOD OR MISINTERPRETED 
STATEMENT | HAD MADE THIS MORNING, WHAT | WAS SPEAKING OF 
CONCERNING EMBODIMENT IN ANY DECLARATION OF STATEMENT ON INDI- 
VIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF. DEFENSE, WAS THAT IT BE CLEARLY 
EMBODIED AS A PRINCIPLE, WHAT | HAD SAID WAS THAT IN LIGHT OF 
: HISTORY THESE NEGOTIATIONS AND PARTICULARLY PUBLIC STATEMENT 
ISSUED BY CHINESE GOVT YESTERDAY, THEY WERE IN EFFECT DEMANDING 
THAT US RENOUNCE THIS PRINCIPLE. | HAD SATD THIS WAS WHAT WE ° 
WOULD ‘NOT DO, IN THIS, THEY WERE ASKING US TO DO SOMETHING THAT 
| WE HAD NOT ASKED, THEM TO DO, 
: ‘set A 50. WANG 
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| 50. WANG SAID HE HAD MADE THEIR POSITION CRYSTAL CLEAR IN PREVIOUS 
MEETINGS AS WELL AS TODAY ON QUESTION OF DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT, 
AS HE HAD SAID, HE WOULD WELCOME ANY CONSTRUCTIVE PROPOSAL 
‘OR AMENDMENT WHICH | WILLING PRESENT, | 
51. | SAID | HAD ALSO MADE MY POSITION CLEAR, AMENDMENTS WHICH 
{1 HAD SUGGESTED TO THEIR DEC 1 DRAFT,;..gN SPITE OF THEIR IM- 
PORTANCE, DID NOT CHANGE DRAFT*S ESSENTIAL NATURE, I HAD IN- 
CORPORATED THEM IN FORM SUCH THAT IT WAS DIFFICULT FOR ME TO 
SEE WHY THEY SHOULD NOT HAVE BEEN ENTIRELY ACCEPTABLE, I 
HAD OFFERED CONSIDER ANY ALTERNATIVE FORMULATIONS THAT WOULD 
ACCOMPLSH SAME PURPOSE. | WAS DISAPPOINTED THAT THIS MORNING 
HE PERSISTED IN REJECTING WHAT | HAD OFFERED WITHOUT MAKING 
ANY CONSTRUCTIVE SUGGESTIONS OF HIS OWN, | DID NOT SEE HOW 
| COULD GO ANY FURTHER , 





52. WANG SAID ! COULD SEE THAT THEY HAD ALREADY MADE REPEATED 
EFFORTS ON QUESTION OF DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT, | WOULD RECALL THAT 

IN THEIR ORIGINAL PROPOSAL THEY PROPOSED TO INCLUDE CERTAIN 
SPECIFIC STIPULATIONS OF UN CHARTER AS WELL AS PARA CONCERNING 
HOLDING CONFERENCE FOREIGN MINISTERS.’ HOWEVER, IN VIEW OUR 
RELUCTANCE ACCEPT THAT DRAFT AND IN SPITE FACT STIPULATIONS 

UN CHARTER COULD BE IN NO WAY OBJECTED TO, SUBSEQUENTLY IN 
INTEREST FORMULATING DRAFT MEETING VIEWS BOTH SIDES, CHINESE 
SIDE PUT FORWARD DEC 1. DRAFT, IN WHICH PARAS CONCERNING UN 
CHARTER AND CONVENING FOREIGN MINISTER CONFERENCE WERE WITHDRAWN, 


of the United States 
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53. WANG SAID, HOWEVER WITHDRAWAL OF TWO PARAS DID NOT MEAN 
PARAS THEMSELVES WERE OBJECTIONABLE OR THAT THEY NOT 

PROPER FOR INCLUSION IN DRAFT, WITHDRAWAL TWO PARAS FROM ORIGINAL 
DRAFT DID NOT MEAN THEY WERE NOT QUALIFIED FOR INCLUSION, 

BUT REPRESENTED EFFORT THEIR PART FORMULATE AN ACCEPTABLE FORM 
AND EFFORT THEIR PART TO WORK FOR MAKING SUCH AN ANNOUNCE} 

MENT AND NOT FOR ITS HINDRANCE, THEREFORE, HARD FOR HIM SEE 

WHY | NOT WILLING ACCEPT CONCRETE PROPOSAL HE PUT FORTH LAST 
MEETING: TQ WITHDRAW PHRASE CONCERNING INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE 


SELF DEFENSE FROM AMENDMENT TO DRAFT | HAD PUT FORWARD AT LAST 
MEETING, 


ee 


me 





4 =, 
~~ 


54. 1 SAID I TSHOULD BE CLEAR TO HIM AND HIS GOVERNMENT THAT, 
FROM MANNER IN WHICH THIS QUESTION OF INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE 
SELF DEFENSE HAD BEEN HANDLED BY HIM IN THESE MEETINGS AS WELL 
_AS IN PUBLIC STATEMENT MADE BY GOVT.;, ANY FAILURE TO MENTION 


THIS IN 


geo LPO A EEE RG CEN Re IS a 
? 
. 


CONF LDENTIAL 














Declassified for Publication in roreign Relations 


—% 


of the United States 





Aw, ig Te 





‘CONFIDENTIAL 
~6- 1402, JANUARY 19, 8 PM (SECTION 3 OF 5) FROM GENEVA 


THIS IN ANY DRAFT WE MIGHT ISSUE WOULD INEVITABLY BE 
REPRESENTED AS RENUNCIATION ON PART OF US OF ITS LEGITIMATE. 
RIGHTS OF SELF-DEFENSE, IT SHOULD BE EQUALLY CLEAR THAT THIS 
WAS DEMAND WHICH IT ENTIRELY IMPOSSIBLE FOR US ACCEPT, 


55. WANG SAID WANTED MAKE CLEAR POSITION HIS GOVERNMENT THIS 
REGARD, THAT WAS, THEY WOULD NOT ACCEPT ANY DRAFT WHICH INCLUDED 
PHRASE DEALING WITH SO CALLED RIGHT TO INDIVIDUAL AND | 
COLLECTIVE SELF DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, IF THEY DID ACCEPT 

SUCH PHRASE, WOULD BE TANTAMOUNT RECOGNITION ON THEIR PART OF 


OCCUPATION OF TAIWAN BY US, THIS WHY THIS 7{RPT: THIS) PHRASE 
ABSOLUTELY UNACCEPTABLE TO THEM, 
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56. 1 SAID | HAD NOTHING FURTHER ON THIS, DID HE HAVE ANYTHING 
ELSE? 


57- WANG SAID, WITH REFERENCE TO SEVEN CHINESE MENTIONED 
HIS PREV!OUS LETTER TO ME, AS WELL AS LIST OF THREE HANDED 
ME LAST MEETING, WONDERED IF | HAD ANY INFORMATON? HE HAD 
FURTHER LIST OF FOUR CHINESE IN US WHO WANT RETURN ANY WHO 

O EITHER BEEN PREVENTED OR WHO HAVE NOT BEEN HEARD FROM FOR LONG 
TIME BY FAMILIES, WOULD LIKE TO HAND ME LIST (NAMES IN FOL 
TEL) AND REQUESTED MY GOVT INVESTIGATE, SHOULD NOTE THAT IN 
LIST HAD ENTERED FULL DETAILS CONCERNING THEM, HE ONLY WANTED 
SAY THAT CHINESE NOT SATISFIED WITH SITUATION ENCOUNTERED THESE 
PERSONS AND FACT THEY NOT ABLE RETURN, 


of the United States 


58. | ASKED WHAT WAS HIS ALLEGATION CONCERNING THESE PERSONS? 
WAS |T THAT THEY WANTED RETURN BUT WERE BEING PREVENTED? 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign KReElabliuils 


59. WANG SAID FAMILIES OF SOME HAVE NOT HEARD FROM THEM 
FOR LONG PERIOD, OTHERS DESIRE RETURN BUT UNABLE DO SO, 


60. | ASKED IF ALLEGATION WAS THEY OBSTRUCTED? 
61. WANG SAID YES, 
62. 1 SAID IF THEY FELT THEY ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTION THEY 


COULD FREELY CONTACT INDIAN EMBASSY, 1S ALLEGATION THAT THEY 
BEING PREVENTED COMMUNICATE INDIAN EMBASSY? 





63. WANG SAID THERE WERE VARIOUS CIRCUMSTANCES, SOME THESE 
PEOPLE NOT | NFORMED CONCERNING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND THEREFORE 


~ were eee ~ 
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NOT INFORMED OF SPECIFIC MEASURES IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND 
HAD NO KNOWLEDGE ABOUT COMMUNICATION WITH INDIAN EMBASSY, 


64, | SAID IT NOT CREDIBLE TO ME THAT ANY CHINESE IN US WHO 
DECiDED RETURN HAD NOT HEARD OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, | HAD OUTLINED 
TO HIM AT TIME ISSUANCE OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT EXCEPTIONAL 
MEASURES TAKEN TO BRING IT TO ATTENTION OF EVERY CHINESE IN 

US, SINCE THAT TIME, AS | HAD MENTIONED PREVIOUS MEETING, 

70,900 COPIES FULL TEXT POSTED IN EACH OF 36,000 POST OFFICES 

', US. i NCY!TABLE THAT 1T WOULD BE BROUGHT THEIR ATTENTION 

SOME MANNER, *LSO LIKE MENTION, IF HE HAD NOT NOTICED, PRESS 
RELLASE By CLPT. OF DEC 18 (1 LATER CORRECTED DATE TO 17TH) 

WHI<!) STATED: "IF ANYONE KNOWS OF ANY CHINESE WHO WISHES TO 

LEAVE OR WHO CLAIMS HE 1S BEING PREVENTED, HE SHOULD COMMUNICATE 
AT ONCE WITH THE DEPT OF STATE OR THE INDIAN EMBASSY iN WASHINGTON, 
WHICH THE US HAS AGREED MAY RENDER ASSISTANCE", IF THERE WERE 

IN FACT ANY OBSTRUCTION DEPARTURE ANY THESE PEOPLE, REASONABLE 
THAT AT LEAST ONE CASE WOULD HAVE BEEN BROUGHT ATTENTION INDIAN 
EMBASSY, HE OFTEN HERE AND STATEMENT HIS GOVERNMENT YESTERDAY 
CONTINUALLY REFERRED TO APPLYING PERMISSION DEPART. | HAD OVER 

AND OVER AGAIN EXPLAINED HIM, AND IT WAS CONFIRMABLE BY INDIAN 
EMBASSY AND ANY ONE ELSE, THAT CHINESE WISHING DEPART NEED 

NOT APLY TO ANYONE, 


65. | SAID IF WE WERE GOING BOG DISCUSSIONS DOWN HERE WITH 
CASE EVERY CHINESE IN US WHO FOR ONE REASON OR ANOTHER DOES 
NOT EXERCISE HIS RIGHT TO WRITE PERSON HIS COUNTRY, DID NOT 
SEEM TO ME WE COULD GET ANYWHERE, 


66. |! SA!D IT SHOULD BE MOST REASSURING HIM THAT THUS FAR INDIAN 
EMBASSY HAS BROUGHT NO CASE TO ATTENTION DEPT CONCERNING OBSTRUC- 
TION TO DEPARTURE OF CHINESE. | WOULD BE VERY HAPPY AND PEOPLE 

MY COUNTRY WOULD BE MUCH GRATIFIED IF THAT WERE SITUATION REGARDING 
US CITIZENS IN CHINA, 


67. | SAID | PERFECTLY AWARE NUMBER AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY WITH 

NO DESIRE RETURN US. THIS ENTIRELY MATTER DECISION AND RIGHT 

OF INDIVIDUALS, | HAD NOT MADE ANY ISSUE THESE CASES. MY 

GOVERNMENT NOR | HERE HAD NOT STATED THESE PRESSURED, TERROR! ZED, 
24) 
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) OR IN ANY OTHER WAY PREVENTED LEAVING, ALTHOUGH THIS MIGHT BE 

CASE. HOWEVER, | MAKING NO SUCH CHARGE. | HAD TRIED KEEP DISCUSSIONS 
WITHIN TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT OF SEPT 10. IF 1 HAD EVIDENCE 

ANY THESE PEOPLE BEING PREVENTED IN THEIR DESIRE DEPART, 

| WOULD TAKE IT UP HERE, HOWEVER, MY GOVT AND | MYSELF HAVE 

NO DESIRE CREATE HYPOTHETICAL ISSUES FOR SAKE PROPAGANDA OR MAKE 
EXAGGERATED CHARGES FOR PUBLIC CONSUMPTION, | CAREFULY TRYING 

AVO!ID PLACE THIS TYPE OBSTACLE IN WAY IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS 

AND PROGRESS PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES, 





68. | SAID MY GOVT CONTINUES INCREASINGLY CONCERNED FATE THIRTEEN 
AMERICANS IN PRISON WHO INDISPUTABLY FALL WITHIN CATEGORY 
SPECIFICALLY COVERED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, THIS NOT 

PROPAGANDA !|SSUE WITH US IN ANY SENSE, IT QUESTION VALIDITY 

AND USEFULNESS OF ANY AGREEMENTS BETWEEN US. THESE THIRTEEN 
CERTAINLY DESIRE RETURN, THEY CLEARLY BEING PREVENTED FROM 

DOING SO, THEIR FREEDOM COMMUNICATE UK CHARGE DEFINITELY BEEN 


PLACED UNDER LIMITATIONS. THEY SHOULD BE PROMPTLY EXPEDITIOUSLY 
ALLOWED EXERCISE RIGHT RETURN, 


of the United States 





69. WANG SAID AFTER ANNOUNCEMENT OUR AGREEMENT ALTHOUGH US CLAIMED 
9 IT MADE WIDE PUBLICATION CONCERNING AGREEMENT, THERE STILL 

: MANY PEOPLE WHO NOT INFORMED ABOUT AGREEMENT, FURTHERMORE, 

IN VIEW FACT THAT US HAD FAILED SUBMIT LIST OF CHINESE IN US, 
INDIAN EMBASSY HAD NO MEANS INFORM THESE PEOPLE. 
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70. WANG SAID IN ADDITION MANY CHINESE STUDENTS IN US HAVE 


WRITTEN HOME THEIR FAMILIES COMPLAL!INING OF MANY DIFFICULTIES 
AND OBSTACLES THEY ENCOUNTERING, 


i RE 


, 71. WANG SAID MOST CONSPICIOUS CASE IS THAT OF LIU YUNG- 
t % MING, LIU INNOCENT PERSON WHO NEVER COMMITTED ANY OFFENSES 
AGAINST US YET HE HAD BEEN CONFINED IN MENTAL HOSPITAL LONG 
TIME, EVEN AFTER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SEPT 10 US GOVT FAILED TAKE 
ANY MEASURES REGARDING HIM, IT ONLY AFTER WANG HAD WRITTEN 
| LETTER TO ME THAT LIU ALLOWED RETURN, 


72. WANG SAID AS HE STATED AT LAST MEETING ALTHOUGH HE WELCOMED 
MEASURES TAKEN EFFECT LIU'S RETURN, HE ENTIRELY DISSATISFIED 
WITH TREATMENT LIU SUBJECTED TO FOR SUCH LONG TIME, 
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73 WANG SAID FURTHERMORE | HAD FAILED GIVE THEM PRECISE ' 
INFORMATION CONCERNING ANY CHINESE IN US PRISONS, THEY HAD SEEN 
NO MEASURES TAKEN BY US GOVT TO REMOVE REQUIREMENT FOR CHINESE 
IN US SECURE ENTRY PERMITS FOR TAIWAN, ALL THESE THINGS 
INDICATED HINDRANCES IN WAY OF RETURN OF CHINESE IN US, 


74. WANG SAID HE HOPED | WOULD MAKE INVESTIGATION INTO 

SITUATION THESE PEOPLE WHOSE NAMES HE GAVE ME IN HIS LETTERS 

AS WELL AS LISTS HE GVE ME AT LAST MEETING AND AT TODAYS 
MEETING, HE HOPED MEASURES WOULD BE TAKEN ASSISTING THEM. RETURN, 
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75- WANG SAID HE WOULD LIKE POINT OUT NAMES THESE PEOPLE WERE 
NOT INCLUDED IN LIST | GAVE THEM OF CHINESE WHO DESIRE RETURN, 
HE WISHED EXPRESS HIS DISSATISFACTION OVER THIS FACT, 


~ 


76. | REPLIED THAT WITH REGARD LIU, | SIMPLY WANTED POINT OUT 

NO ACTION EVER TAKEN BY US GOVT PREVENT HIS DEPARTURE, LiU 

WAS AND STILL 1S SICK MAN, HE HOSPITAL/ZED MANY YEARS AT PUBLIC 
O EXPENSE IN US, ONLY MEMBER OF FAMILY WHO APPARENTLY EVER TOOK 

TROUBLE CORRESPOND WITH HOSPITAL WAS LIU'S FATHER, 


77- | SAID IF WANG WOULD REFER TO FULL RECORD CORRESPONDENCE 
BETWEEN FATHER AND HOSPITAL HE WOULD NOTE THAT FATHER ASKED 
THAT LIU'S TREATMENT BE CONTINUED, 


of the United States 


78. | SAID SOON AS WORD RECEIVED THAT LIU'S WIFE DID NOT DESIRE 
HAVE TREATMENT CONTINUED BUT WANTED HIM RETURN, AND THAT HE 

WAS W!ILLING RETURN, ALTHOUGH LIU NOT FULLY RECOVERED ARRANGEMENTS 
MADE FOR HIM DEPART. THERE CERTAINLY NO LEGITIMATE GROUNDS 

FOR COMPLAINT REGARDING HIS TREATMENT, IN FACT IT WOULD SEEM 

TO ME QUITE OPPOSITE, 


VEVU tr adgoorriew 





79. WANG SAID SUPERINTENDENT OF HOPSPITAL IN WHICH LIU KEPT. 
WROTE LETTER WHICH FULLY PROVED THAT L!U COULD HAVE LEFT 
HOSPITAL LONG AGO, LIU ALSO WANTED RETURN, HIS FAMILY ALWAYS 
WANTED HIM RETURN, HOWEVER, HE NOT ABLE DO SO FOR LONG TIME, 
QUESTION OF LIU AND HIS SITUATION QUITE CLEAR, 


. 
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80. | SAID NEITHER WANG NOR MYSELF WERE PSYCHIATRISTS, BUT 
THERE CERTAINLY DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ABILITY TO TRAVEL, WHICH 
APPARENTLY WAS LIUT*S CONDITION IN 1950, AND BEING CURED OF 
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ILLNESS, CERTAINLY NEITHER HOSPITAL OR ANY OTHER OFFICIAL 
AGENCY IN US WOULD HAVE ANY INTEREST IN TREATMENT OF PERSON 
MENTALLY ILL OTHER THAN PURE HUMANITARIAN, 


81. WANG SAID HE THOUGHT DOCTOR IN THIS HOSPITAL WAS ONE 
WHO CAPABLE MAKING JUST STATEMENT REGARDING CONDITION LIU, 


82. 1 SAID | WOULD THINK SO TOO AND DOCTOR SAYS LIU STILL NOT 
CURED, 


83. WANG SAID BUT THEY HAD LETTER WRITTEN BY SUPERINTENDENT 
HOSPITAL STATING LIU WAS FIT TO LEAVE HOPSITAL LONG AGO, 


84. 1 SAID, THAT 1S, FIT TO TRAVEL, 
85. WANG SAID YES, 


86. | SAID | ONLY WANTED TO SAY BEFORE LEAVING THAT | WAS 

VERY DISAPPOINTED TO NOTE THAT IN SPITE DISCUSSION LAST MEETING 
WANG'S GOVT SAW FIT ISSUE STATEMENT WITH REGARD TALKS, 

1T DIFFICULT FOR ME SEE HOW THIS COULD HELP US MAKIE PROGRESS, 
AS | SAID AT LAST MEETING, | DID NOT SEE HOW PUBLIC AIRING OUR 
DIFFERENCES HELPED TOWARDS SOLUTION PROBLEMS, IT ONLY AGGRAVATES 
THEM, 


87. 1 SAID | WONDERED IF THIS INDICATED WHETHER HIS GOVERNMENT 
STILL INTRESTED IN CONTINUING THESE TALKS UPON BASIS WHICH | 
SUGGESTED AT BEGINNING AND WHICH | HAD TRIED VERY HARD MAINTAIN, 


88. | SAID EXCEEDINGLY HEAVY RESPONSIBILITY RESTS UPON , 

Two OF US HERE. | HAD TRIED FOR MY PART TO DISCHARGE TALKS WE 

FACE HERE WITH DEEP SENSE THAT RESPONSIBILITY, | WILLING CONTINUE 
DO SO, | HOPED WANG SHARED MY FEELING THIS REGARD, 


89. WANG SAID HE COULD NOT ACCEPT CHARGES | HAD LEVELED AGAINST 
THEIR ACTION IN MAKING PUBLIC STATEMENT, HE HAD AT PREVIOUS 
TWO MEETINGS EXPLAINED HIS POSITION AND REASON TTHAT LED FOR 
THIS ONE TIME TO MAKING PUBLIC STATEMENT ON THEIR PART. 
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90. WANG SAID | ASKED WHETHER THEY INTERESTED IN CONTINUING 
THESE TALKS IN PREVIOUS MANNER, HE WANTED POINT OUT THAT IN 
PAST HIS SIDE HAD CONSISTENTLY BEEN ADHERING TG FORM OF TALKS, 
HOWEVER, FORM IN WHICH TALKS BEING CARRIED ON SHOULD BE AIMED 
AT FACILITATING DEVELOPMENT OF OUR TALKS, 


91. WANG SAID HE AGREED WITH ME THAT WE HAD EXCEEDINGLY HEAVY 
RESPONSIBILITY IN TALKS, PUBLIC OPINION IN WORLD HAD GIVEN 

OUR TALKS GREAT ATTENTION AS WELL AS GREAT HOPE, PUBLIC DESIRES 
TO SEE IMPROVEMENT IN RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES 

AS WELL AS RELAXING TENSION IN FAR EAST IN WORLD, HOWEVER, 
PUBLIC DOES NOT WANT SEE OUR TALKS REMAINING IN OLD POSITION 
WITHOUT MAKING PROGRESS FORWARD, 


92. WANG SAID THEY HAVE ALWAYS ADVOCATED MEANS OF NEGOTIATION 
TO FIND WAY TO SETTLE STATUTES PEACEFULLY, PRC SIDE WILL 
FULLY AND CERTAINLY DISCHARGE TASK WHICH WE SHOULDER, IT HIS 
DESIRE AND HOPE THAT OUR TALKS MAKE POSITIVE, CONSTRUCTIVE 
AND HONEST-TO-GOODNESS PROGRESS. 


of the United States 


93. WANG SAID HE WOULD LIKE ADVANCE NEXT MEETING FROM 26 
TO 25 JANUARY INSTEAD OF USUAL THURSDAY, 


94, | ASKED WHETHER THIS JUST FOR THIS ONE MEETING, 


95. WANG SAID THEY WOULD POSSIBLY WANT TO DELAY THE NEXT FOLLOWING 
MEETING ONE DAY TO FEB 3, FRIDAY, INSTEAD OF FEB 2, 





VeciassiTried FOr ruvitvetiun th rurerygn “Sree. 


; 96. | INDICATED | AGREED TO 25 JAN MEETING BUT INDICATED | MIGHT 
’ , HAVE SOME DIFFICULTY AGREEING TO LATTER CHANGE, 

r 

p 


al 
‘ 97. WANG SUGGESTED WE LEAVE THAT QUESTION OPEN UNTIL NEXT MEETING, 


GOWEN 


CONF | DENT | AL 











TELEGRAM = Department of State WA 




















4 99a - ] 
Ea tap 
SECRET Sage es Sky 
~20n 
A Control : Srp Poe 
| From: GENEVA Mes’ JRE EES. T9756 es 
; Action 4. tenis TH. D restos 58 
| RMR 10: Secretary of State Acetic. » tol Ay Bo: ;: 2 23 
®n F-- ee - 
c = 1403, JANUARY 20, 1 AM a in... 95 
- ‘or ~ & 
:. Rigg a nl v ae — . ® 
Cc Date or fot ton P. . - ~ er 72 
L PRIORITY Action Ore; Pe F Yas a ae a 3 
; — Symbo) rt i 
LIMITED DISTRIBUTION Name of o-, — 5» ven. 
: icer . ow fi, 
" Pirect; wo . —_— Fesou +Sle_ 
4 FROM JOHNSON “tone, Wi ~~ "s-<0 thee 
=. ~fhe Me a, 
y COMVENT ON TODAY'S MEETING: PcSt Man """=<enn, 
5 3 "u@eet meen "eee 0) 
23 WITH RESPECT RENUNCIATION FORCE, POSITION CONCERNING"SH4f_ = 
- 0 DEFENSE CLAUSE FROZE VERY TIGHT AT TODAY'S MEETING WITH ONLY ‘7 
22 SLIGHT OPENING LEFT BY WANG, THEIR YESTERDAY'S PUBLIC STATEMENT 
Se OF COURSE ALSO TENDS RIGIDIFY THEIR POSITION AT LEAST ON 
5 FOR TIME BEING, ~ 
==) = 
_ WANG'S PERSISTENT RELATION OF PRC OBJECTION ON SELF-DEFENSE > 
- CLAUSE TO ITS LINKAGE WITH TAIWAN AREA SUGGESTS THAT WAY TO oO 
° AGREEMENT MIGHT BE BY REPHRASING AND OR REPOSTIONING CLAUSE, on 
< QUESTION 1S WHO TAKES INITIATVIE IN SUGGESTING CHANGE, 0 
o i 
s i | DO NOT SEE ANY !MMEDIATE POSSIBILITY BREAKING THIS 
s © DEADLOCK AND WOUD PROPOSE AT NEXT MEETING ONLY TO CAREFULLY 
REVIEW AND REITERATE OUR POSITION, 
“.. )-©* 
ALTHOUGH NOT EXPLICITLY CONFIRMED AT TODAY'S MEETING, | >. 
: * FEEL THAT THEY HAVE ACCEPTED INCLUSION SPECIFIC MENTION TAIWAN, 
if \ AS WELL AS "MEANS" IN PLACE OF "NEGOTIATIONS", MUCH OF WANG’S® 
| COMMENTS ON SELF-DENFENSE CLAUSE WERE BASED ON IMPLCIT ASSUMA® v 
TION TAIWAN WAS iNCLUDED IN PARAGRAPH, po > 
| PURPOSELY REFRAINED. FROM MY USUAL TACTIC OF INITIATING § { 
| IMPLEMENTATION DISCUSSION AND HE WAS QUICK TO TAKE INITIATIVE, 
' IN CONTRAST TO ACRIMONIOUS DISCUSSION OF "LIFE" ARTICLE 4ND 
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RENUNCIATION FORCE, HIS MANNER AND LANGUAGE IN INTRODUCING 
IMPLEMENTATION AND PARTICULARLY WHEN PRESENTING ADDITIONAL 
LIST OF NAMES WAS VERY MILD AND POLITE. 





| ALSO WENT SOME LENGTH IN TESTING THEIR DESIRE CONTINUE 
MEETINGS AND IT IS CLEAR THEY DESIRE TO DO SO FOR IMMEDIATE 
FUTURE. HOWEVER, WOULD BE RASH TO HAZARD ANY GUESS HOW LONG 
THIS MAY CONTINUE IF NO NEW ELEMENT IS INTRODUCED, 


IC CONSIDERING FUTURE COURSE | AM CONTINUING CONSIDER 

EFFECTS ON REMAINING 13 AMERICANS, | HAVE NO DOUBT IF IT 

WERE POSSIBLE REACH AGREEMENT ON RENUNCIATION FORCE STATEMENT, 
PARTICULARLY IF INITIATIVE CAME FROM US, ADDITIONAL RELEASES 
WOULD TAne ?®LACE. IN ABSENCE SOME SUCH DEVELOPMENT OR 
ADDITIONAL INDIRECT PRESSURE THAT COULD BE APPLIED DIFFICULT 
TO FORSEE CHICOMS FULLY CARRYING OUT THIS COMMITMENT IN NEAR 
FUTURE. IN THIS CONNECTION FROM CONVERSATIONS WITH CORRESPONDENTS 
AND PRIVATE INDIVIDUALS HERE AM IMPRESSED WITH SUCCESS QF 
CH|1COM SMOKE SCREEN ON SITUATION OF CHINESE IN US, MOST SEEM 
IMPRESSED BY CHICOM CITATION SPECIFIC NAMES AND FEEL MUST BE 
SOME FIRE WHERE SO MUCH SMOKE. ALSO ARE CONFUSED BY LIU YUNG- 
MING CASE. HAVE FOUND MOST EFFECTIVE REBUTTAL IS CITATION FACT 
NOT SINGLE REPRESENTATION YET RECEIVED FROM INDIANS, WE NEED 
GET OUR STORY ACROSS BETTER THIS REGARD, AND REPEAT ON ALL 
POSSIBLE OCCASIONS, 


of the United States 
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Following statement being released by Department 11 a.m. January 21: 
QUOTE 


The Chinese Communists issued a misleading statement on January 18 


rerarding the Geneva discussions which have been taking place between 
United States Ambassador Johnson and Chinese Communist Ambassador Wang. 


It is thus necessary that the record be set straight. 


started 
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These conferences were/zommangedt last August to discuss the repatriation 


of civilians and other "practical matters at issue". 


AG REP, CIV] 


On September 10, 1955 the representatives of both sides, by agreement, 
issued statements that civilians were entitled to return to their own countri 


(Annex A), 


The Communist declaration stated: 


"The Peoples Republic of China recognizes that Americans in the 


Peoples Republic of China who desire to return to the United States are 
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entitled to do so, and declares that it has adopted and will further ad¢Py 
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As of today, four months after this declaration was made, only six 
out of the nineteen for whom representations were being made on September 10 
have been released. Thirteen Americans are still in Communist prisons. 

As for the United States, any Chinese is free to leave the United 


States for any destination of his choosing, and not a single one has been 


Sai es Ml 


refused exit. The Indian Hnbassy which was Gesignated to assist any 
Chinese who wished to leave, has not brought to the attention of this 


‘ Government any case of a Chinese who claims he is being prevented from 
4 


CA 


leaving, nor has it stated that it is impeded in any way in carrying out 
its functions under the terms of the September 10 Agreed Announcement. 


DISCUSSION OF RENUNCIATION OF FORCE 


After this Agreed Announcement was made, the two sides proceeded to 
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discuss “other practical matters at issue between them", 


of the United States 


‘ 
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The Communists suggested the topics of the termination of the trade 


embargo against Communist China and the holding of a meeting by the 


tA 
Foreign liinisters of both sides. Ose 
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Ambassador Johnson at the October 8, 1955 meeting, pointed out that wi 
progress in further discussions could not be expected in the face of 
2 continuing Communist threats to take Taiwan by military force, and 
suggested that both sides agree to announce that they renounced the use 
of force generally and particularly in the Taiwan Area and agree to 


settle their differences by peaceful means. The United States representative 
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made clear that this renunciation of the use of force was not designed 
to commit the Communists to renounce pursuit of their policies by peaceful 


means with respect to Taiwan. These proposals were in the terms shown 


es Annex B. 


Three weeks after the United States proposal to renounce the use of 
force, the Communists on October 27 proposed a draft, a copy of which is 
shown on Annex C. In this proposal, the Communists pointedly omitted any 
reference to the Taiwan Area, or to the recognition of the right of self- 
defense, and inserted a provision for an immediate meeting of Foreign 
Ministers. 

This proposal was unacceptable because it would have made it possible 
for the Communists to claim that the proposal did not apply to the Taiwan 
Area, which is the very place against which the Communist threats are 
directed, and to claim further that the United States had renounced the 
right to use force in self-defense. Ambassador Johnson further pointed 
out that consideration of higher level meetings was neither appropriate nor 
acdeptable under existing circumstances, 

On November 10, 1955, Ambassador Johnson, in an attempt to reach 
an acceptable form of declaration, submitted a new draft declaration 
(Annex D). This made clear that the renunciation of the use of force was 
without prejudice to the peaceful pursuit of its policies by either side; 


that 
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that it had general application, but applied particularly to the Taiwan | % 


Area; and that it did not deprive either side of the right of self-defense. 
The United States proposal was rejected by the Communists, who, on 
December 1, 1955, made a counter-proposal (Annex E). This represented an 
advance over their previous proposal in that it dropped the provision for 

talks on the Foreign Minister level in favor of the continuance of 
Ambassadorial talks, but still pointedly omitted any reference to the 
Taiwan area and to recognition of the right of self-defense. 

In a further effort to reach agreement, Ambassador Johnson, at the 
January 12 meeting, suggested two simple amendments to the Communist 
counter-proposal. These were the insertion of the words "without prejudice 
to the inherent right of individual and collective self-defense" and of 
the words "in the Taiwan Area or elsewhere". This United States revision 
of the Chinese counter-proposal is shown in Annex F. 

This was the status of the discussions when the Communists released 


their public statement of January 18. 

The Communist statement apparently rejects the United States proposal. 
It states "Taiwan is Chinese territory: there can be no question of defense, 
as far as the United States is concerned. ..eYet the United States has 
demanded the right of defense of the Taiwan Area, Is this not precisely a 


demand 
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demand that China accept continued occupation of Taiwan and that the 


e 
PEA + ste 
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tension in the Taiwan Area be maintained forever." And further, it states: | .. 


: "The American side continues to demand that our side accept that the United cad % : 





States has 'the inherent right of individual and collective self-defense! — bi 
in China's Taiwan Area. This is what our side absolutely cannot accept." 
: UN 0 | 

Two points must be made clear. First, the United States is not 


occupying Taiwan, and Taiwan has never been a part of Communist China. 


ig =" ‘ 
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nw 

- i The clains of Communist China and the contentions of the United States § . 2 
2 ; with respect to this area are well known and constitute a major dispute 

£ 4 between them. It is specifically with respect to this dispute that the 

= : United States has proposed the principle of renunciation of force and the 

cS 4 settlement of differences by peaceful means. This is the principle which 


the Communists my they have accepted. 





In this connection the United States has made completely clear that 
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in renouncing the use of force neither side is relinquishing its objectives 

and policies, but only the use of force to attain them. J 
Secondly, the United States has rights and responsibilities in the 

Taiwan Area; also it has a Mutual Defense Treaty. Accordingly, it is 

present in the Taiwan Area. The Communist refusal to state that the 


renunciation of force is without prejudice to-the right of self-defense 


against 
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against armed attack can only be interpreted as an attempt to induce the 
United States to agree that if attacked it will forego the right to defend 
its lawful presence in this area. 

The right of individual and collective self-defense against armed 
attack is inherent; it is recognized in International Law: it is specifica 
affirmed in the Charter of the United Nations. No country can be expected 
to forego this right. Indeed the Communists should be as anxious to 
preserve this right as is the United States. 

CONCLUSION 

The present exchange makes clear. that: 

1. Four months after the Communists announced that they would adopt | 
measures to permit Americans in China to return to the United States, 13 
Americans are still held in Communist prisons. 

2. The United States proposed that the parties renounce the use of 
force without prejudice to the right of individual and collective self- 
defense against armed attack, in order that the discussions might take 
place free from the threat of war. 

3. The United States made clear that this renunciation would not 
prejudice either side in the pursuit of its objectives and policies by 
peaceful means, 

4. The Communists, while stating that they accept the principle 


of the renunciation of force, have deprived such acceptance of its value 


by 
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by refusing to agree that it is without prejudice to the right of Sei > es 
individual and collective self-defense against armed attack and that it ; 
is applicable to the Taiwan Area. | : 
' In short, the Communists so far seem willing to renounce force only # | 
; On 
if they are first conceded the goals for which they would use force. BAS 
f ; y 
2 The United States for its part, intends to persist in the way of wr = 
> J { 
' peace. lie seek the now overdue fulfillment by the Chinese Communists { 
x . 
E, of their undertaking that the Americans now in China should be allowed 
A . [ 
oo expeditiously to return, We seek this not only for humanitarian reasons ="; = 
i. + Pe ty Y 
o Y ‘ 
Ss but because respect for international undertakings lies at the foundation .» ~~ a 
ss ES 3 
Sst of a stable international order. We shall also seek with perseverance a 2 3 ae 
rc niet eee nee 
cc ¥ wt gr '. = 
bf g meaningful renunciation of force, particularly in the Taiwan Area. Li a: 
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[) Downgrade ty ” ie 
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Thank you very much for your letter of January 16 
and especially for your forethought in Sending me @ copy 
of the Shepley article. As you will see the subject 
came up in a very major way at yesterday's meeting and I 
was able to handle it against the background of full 
knowledge of the contents of the article. 


Dear Walter: 





I do not think there can be any question but that 
the article stung Peiping and that at the minimum they 
felt they had to react at least verbally. I have 
tried to kill much speculation among the correspondents 
here that the article called forth the Chicom state- 
ment on the talks, letting it be known that Weng had 
informed me at last meeting before the furor concerning 
the Shevley article had started, that they were going 
to issue the statement, Whether or not the Shepley 
article in fact had any effect on their final decision, 
it gave them a convenient peg on which to hang their 


I had to handle my reply to wang entirely off the 
cuff but believe JI made the major points. I had not 
anticipated quite this kind of presentation from him 
anc thought it would more likely be 4 passing reference 
such as his reference to Quarles' statement the pre- 
ceeding meeting which I could, if I chose, ignore, 





Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 

Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Department of Stéte, 
Washington, D.C. 
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However, his presentation with regard to the Shepley 
article was such I felt it incumtent to reply et some 
length, 


I have tried fully and frenkly to cover my views 
with regard to the situation in my telegrams and have 
little to add, 





You can be sure that I more than share your con- 
cern over the possibility, and I think even probability, 
that eventually some Chinese in jail that cesires to 
return will turn up. I ama little concerned over be- 
ing too specific in my statements each of the persons 
mentioned in his lists is free to return, just on the 
chance one of them might turn out to be imprisoned, 
deceased, or some other such thing, 


I agreed with him yesterday on changing the cate 
of meeting after I had verified that it was not an 
attempt to step-up the frequency of the meetings. 
Knowing your schedule on getting my instructions to me, 
as well as the likelihood that little new would be 
needed for the next meeting, it shoulc not present 
any problem to you back there, By agreeing to it of 
course enabled me somewhat to balance off his egreeing 
to my Christmas recess and puts me back in the position 
of being able to ask for any change that we might de- 
sire in the future, 


ji~ 
— 


of the United States 


As a sidelight, as promised, Wang promptly furnish- 
ed me copies of their January 18 statement and his 
interpreter just called Ekvell and asked that I furnish 
them copies of any statement that the Department may 
issue, which I agreed to do, 
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I stayed here last week-end in order to be on 
hand if end when they issued their public statement 
? and I am staying here this week-end because of the 
2 meeting on Wednesday, However, I hope to leave 
Wednesday night so that I can get back to Prague on 
Thursday as things are piling up back there, 


Regards to all, 


Sincerely, 





.exys Johnson 
ive Améri> Ambassador 
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In response to request from Miner UK Charge made represerations his 
behalf and received reply dated January 18 stating #ee4 Shanghai authorities 
have been taking active measures to help Miner settle his affairs and some 
progréss made. Howeverg liner had intentionally delayed liquidation some 


his firms. Reply added authorities continuing help him but he himself : 
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responsible for his inability leave China quickly and his statement that 
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Guidance for January 25 meeting. 








1. Concur your proposal only to review and reiterate U.S. position on 


| renunciation of force. Department's press release January 21 (DEPTEL 152)) 
| affords guide line for your presentation. 0) 


7 


2. You should not take any initiative to rephrase or reposition self=" 


defense clause so as to set it apart from reference to Taiwan areay eat yor 
estop 

can make clear that its location is not designed to Away) the Chinese - oan 4 

‘from o 


Comminis ts Axtoosenounsiog) pur suit of their policies by peaceful means rit oO 
respect to Taiwan, ON 


peumnisy eq YSnNW 4yueumoo- 





of the United States 


3. Fenew demand that Communists make good on their undertaking to a 
2 release Americans expeditiously. Reiterate no Chinese being prevented from 
a... leaving U.S., no case of Chinese claiming he being obstructed has been 

ty) 


brought to Department's attention by Indian “abassy, no response received to 
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Departinent's public statement December 16 asking anyone who knew of Chinese 
being obstructed to commnicate at once with Department or Indian Embassy. 


‘Mr. Chinese in U.S. completely free to write to relatives on mainland China if 
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they wish. No U.S. responsib — fact that some fail to write. FYI 
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epartment investigating case of Yuan Juimhsiang (Your 1365), alleged by Wang 
to have been taken into custody by US Immigration Service. Will take some time 
since Immigration does not maintain central files individual cases and must query 


each immigration district office. May be impossible trace if name given by Wang 


differs radically from spelling used by individual himself. END FYI. 
Lh. Contrast US performance with Communist refusal so far fulfill their 
cormitment and emphasize Communist non-fulfillment would cast doubt on 


dependability of their pledged wrd. 


5S. Point out that responsibility for dragging out of talks lies with Com 
munists, who not only fail to carry out their pledge of September 10% but also 
refuse to accept reasonable U. S. proposal for renunciation of force by both 
sides which would remove threat of war in Taiwan ‘eres and permit constructive 


discussion other practical matters at issue. 
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POus Noy -- 


FROM JOHNSON 


WANG SENT ME 3:30 P.M, TODAY COPIES LONG FOREIGN MINISTRY 
STATEMENT JANUARY 24 REPLYING DEPT*#S JAN.21 STATEMENT, FRE- 
SUME DEPT RECEIVING VIA FBIS, 


STATEMENT CONTAINS LITTLE NEW APART FROM SLIGHT HARDENING AND 
AMPLIFICTION OF LINE: 


4 


"SITUATION IN WHICH ONE SIDE FAITHFULLY EXECUTES AGREEMENT 
WHILE OTHER SIDE UNSCRUPULOUSLY VIOLATES IT IS NOT 
PERMITTED CONTINUE FOR LONG", 


of the United States 


"CHINA HAS CONSISTENTLY STOOD FOR RESPECTING RIGHT OF EACH 
COUNTRY TO INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE,... HOWEVER, 
ON CHINESE TERRITORY OF TAIWAN, CAN BE NO QUESTION OF SELF- 
DEFENSE SO FAR AS US CONCERNED," 
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"AMBASSADORIAL TALKS HAVE PROVED INCAPABLE OF SETTLING SUCH 
MAJOR SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION AS RELAXATION AND ELIMINATION 
TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA, CHINESE SIDE HOLDS THAT SINO-AMERICAN 
CONFERENCE OF FOREIGN MINISTERS MUST BE HELD, AS THIS IS PRACT 
AND FEASIBLE MEANS FOR SETTLING THIS QUESTION", 


STATEMENT ENDS: "SHOULD US PERSIST IN SUCH UNREASONABLE 
DEMAND AND DRAG OUT TALKS WITHOUT ANY SETTLEMENT, US MUST 
BEAR RESPONSIBILITY FOR ALL CONSEQUENCES", 
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FROM JOHNSON 
THREE HOUR TWENTY MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING, 


| OPENED WITH PREPARED STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION FORCE, 
STRESSED PROPOSED DECLARATION WAS ESSENTIAL PRELIMINARY OTHER 
DISCUSSIONS, FACT IT DID NOT REQUIRE ACCEPTANCE BY EITHER SIDE 
OR VIEWS OF OTHER, POINTED OUT HIS ATTEMPT FORCE US INTO RE-~ 
NOUNCING SELF-DEFENSE RIGHT WAS DISTORTION ORIGINAL PROPOSAL 
AND WAS "EFFORT OBTAIN US CAPITULATION TO PRC DEMANDS WITH 


RESPECT OUR CONTROVERSY TAIWAN AREA", CANNOT EXPECT THIS TO 
SUCCEED, 


sy 
9GGe-1/E6°4119 


of the United States 


WANG REPLIED WITH STRONG ATTACK ON US RECORD KOREA, BITTER 
REPETITION CHARGE OF US "OCCUPATION" TAIWAN AND ASSERTION US 
BUILDING BASE THERE FOR MAINLAND INVASION, SAID FOREIGN MINISTERS 
CONFERENCE MUST BE HELD TO SETTLE QUESTION RELAXATION TENSION, 


REALIZE PRINCIPLE NON-USE FORCE, DEMANDED WITHDRAWAL US FORCES FROM 
TAIWAN, 
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| REITERATED FACTS ON RESTRAINT OF US AND UN ACTION KOREA, >) 

REFUTED HIS CHARGE OF US "OCCUPATION" TAIWAN BY STATEMENT PURELY 

DEFENSIVE AND LIMITED CHARACTER OUR COLLECTIVE DEFENSE iv 

ARRANGEMENTS WITH GRC, WHICH UN MEMBER AND RECOGNIZED BY aa 

MAJORITY OF WORLD GOVERNMENTS, AGAIN ASSURED WANG WE NOT ASKENG™ 

THEY ACCEPT OUR VIEWS, CONTRASTING THIS WITH HIS ATTEMPT FORCE Za, 
<r US CAPITULATE TO VIEWS PRC REGARDING TAIWAN CONTROVERSY, a 
vw | MADE THIS STATEMENT AS POINTED AS POSSIBLE AND REITERATED IT * 
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ATTEMPTING DEMAND US CAPITULATION, HE REFUSED ALL OPENINGS 

TO DENY IT, REAFFIRMED THAT "LIBERATION" TAIWAN IS EXERCISE 

OF CHINESE PEOPLES! INHERENT RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE, FINALLY STATED 
FLATLY "!1T NOT SUFFICIENT MERELY TO STATE THAT EITHER SIDE MAY 
NOT ACCEPT VIEWS OF OTHER. SOME VIEWS MUST BE OPPOSED", 


ON IMPLEMENTATION | TOOK INITIATIVE WITH MY MOST FORCEFUL 
REFUTATION TO DATE THEIR ATTEMPT CLAIM DISTINCTION BETWEEN 
"ORDINARY" AND "LAW-BREAKING" AMERICANS, REFERRING TO PRC VICE 
MINISTER'S LETTER TO O'NEILL (DEPTEL 1530). WANG REAFFIRMED 
THEIR POSITION SUPPORTING DISTINCTION, REITERATED STANDARD 
CHARGES, DEMANDED REVOCATION ALLEGED TAIWAN ENTRY PERMIT 
REQUIREMENT AND OTHER PRESSURES ON CHINESE IN US, DEMANDED 
"ACCOUNTING" PERSONS ON HIS PREVIOUS LISTS, HANDED ME NEW 
L!ST 4% UNHEARD FROM CHINESE IN US, 


IN GIVE AND TAKE | STRESSED LACK REPRESENTATIONS FROM 
INDIANS TO WHICH WANG HAD NO REBUTTAL, 


AT CLOSE, WANG SUGGESTED INSTEAD OF POSTPONING NEXT 

MEETING TO FESRUARY 3 IT BE MOVED TO JANUARY 28. | DECLINED, 
SAYING HAD MADc ARRANGEMENTS FOR FEBRUARY 3 MEETING ACCORDANCE 
H!S PROPOSAL LAST MEETING, BUT SA'D | WILLING MEET ON FEBRUARY 
2 AS PER REGULAR SCiHiCDULE., WANG SHIFTED BACK TO FEBRUARY 3 DATE 
TO WHICH | AGREED, 


LEAVING FOR PRAGUE TiiURSDAY, RETURNING TUESDAY, 


GOWEN 


WDR 


CONF | DENTIAL 


































The 





—— 


“ACTION COPY Re 





) « te SAELEGRAM «= Department of State 














57-51. CONF IDENT AL one ee @ CADIZ, 

Action Control: 13693 

he a Rec'd: yAgiiaRyTess® o5p——— 

FROM: GE!!~ /A 62h 
Info : T PM — 
RMR 10: Secretary of State —- Ls 
‘sc of Action -—-- , 

SS NO: 1422, JANUARY PM (SECTION 1 OF | I~ ? 

er. C2, U 25, 1 ( | 7) ton office . >t - 
@ of Off ” 


PRIORITY 


| 
| 


S24 JeNUaD yY/wy 
P9UIN}28.) 9q isnw +UstUNDS0Q sur 


Li. 2etion to vusi -- 


LIMITED DISTRIBUTION 
FROM JOHNSON 
1}, | OPENED 34TH MEETING TODAY WITH PREPARED STATEMENT AS FOLS; 


A, | HAVE GIVEN CONSIDERABLE THOUGHT SINCE OUR LAST MEETING 

TO NATURE AND ORIGIN OF DIFFICULTY WHICH CONFRONTS US IN PRESENT 
STAGE OUR TALKS. | DO NOT MEAN TO MINIMIZE SIGNIFICANCE OF 
ISSUES INVOLVED !N OUR AREA OF DISAGREEMENT, BUT | AM ENCOURAGED 
TO BELIEVE IF WE ARE S'NCERELY DETERMINED TO SEEK WITH PER- 
SERVERANCE MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION FORCE, WHICH WILL ALSO 
UNMISTAKABLY BE APPLICABLE TO TAIWAN AREA, WE CAN FIND WAY 

OUT THIS DIFFICULTY, 


of the United States 


9SSe-1/Ss6°llgs 


8, | BELIEVE TO SOMC EXTENT OUR DIFFICULTY LIES IN FACT THAT 
WE MAY HAVE GOTTEN AWAY FROM UNDERLYING PRINCIPLES AND PUR- 
POSES OF PROPOSED DECLARATION. IN MY OCT,8 STATEMENT TO YOU, 
PROPOSED DECLARATION WAS CLEARLY IDENTIFIED AS PRELIMINARY 
STEP JOWARDS PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES, !T WAS TO BE-- 
AND | QUOTE--"AN ESSENTIAL FOUNDATION AND PRELIMINARY TO SUCCE 
OF DISCUSSIONS UNDER ITEM TWO", THIS | REGARD FUNDAMENTAL rr 
PRINCIPLE, AS | PLAINLY SAID THERE SHOULD BE NO QUESTION OF ag 
ATTEMPTING TO SETTLE OR PREJUDGE, IN TH!S DECLARATION, ISSUED a 
rh 
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IN DISPUTE BETWEEN US, 


—_ 
C. | CAN HONESTLY SAY | HAVE CAREFULLY ENDEAVORED TO BE GUIDED! 
BY THIS PRINCIPLE, MY DRAFT NOV, 10, | BELIEVE, WAS COMPLETE}Y ‘ry 


. 
v 








< CONSISTENT WITH MY STATEMENT OCT, 8, IN THAT IT WAS NOT SUGGESTED 
EITHER OF US SHOULD RENOUCE ANY POLICY OBJECTIVES WHICH WE ya, 
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CONS!IDERED WE WERE LEGITIMATELY ENTITLED TO ACHIEVE, BUT ONLY 
THAT WE RENOUNCE USE OF FORCE TO IMPLEMENT THESE POLICIES, 
| HAVE SiNCE ON MANY OCCASIONS GIVEN YOU SIMILAR ASSURANCES, 


D, ANOTHER FUNDAMENTAL REQUIREMENT OF PROPOSE DECLARATION WAS 
NECESSITY IT BE CLEARLY APPLICABLE TAIWAN AREA, IF DECLARATON 

WAS TO BE USEFUL PRELIMINARY TO FREE DISCUSSION OF OUR DIFFERENCES 
AND THEIR FAIR AND EQUITABLE SOLUTION, IT OBVIOUSLY HAD TO 

APPLY TAIWAN AREA, PRECISELY AREA IN WHICH OUR DIFFERENCES 

ARE MOST ACTURE, AND WHERE DANGER OF HOSTILITIES IS GREATEST, | 
BELIEVE MY DRAFTS AND STATEMENTS IN THESE MEETINGS HAVE ALL 
RECOGNIZED THIS REQUIREMENT THAT OUR DECLARATION BY FULLY RESPONSIVE 
TO SITUATION IN WHICH CONFRONTATION OF POLICIES OF OUR TWO 

COUNTRIES !S MOST IMMEDIATE, 


3. DESPITE FUNDAMENTAL AND EVEN OBVIOUS CHARACTER THESE TWO 
REQUIREMENTS, YOU FOR LONG TIME PERSISTED IN YOUR OBJECTION 

TO THEIR RETENTION IN OUR DECLARATION, YOU HAVE ALSO CLAIMED 
MY AMENDMENTS JAN, 12 TO YOUR DRAFT DEC, 1 REQUIRED YOUR 

GOVT, RENOUNCE ITS POLICIES OR ABANDON ITS WELL-KNOWN 

POSITION WITH RESPECT TAIWAN AREA, | HAVE GIVEN YOU REPEATED 
ASSURANCES THAT WAS NOT MY INTENTION, | AGAIN ASSURE ‘YOU IT 
WOULD NOT BE IN KEEPING WITH WHAT | REGARD AS FUNDAMENTAL 
CHARACTER AND HIGH PURPOSES OF DECLARATION FOR ME TO ATTEMPT 

TO TRICK YOU INTO FORM OF WORDS THAT COULD BE REPRESENTED 

AS RENUNCIATION BY YOUR GOVERNMENT OF iTS CLAIMS AND PEACE- 

FUL PURSUI) ITS POLICIES WITH RESPECT TAIWAN AREA, FIRST, 

| HAVE TOO MUCH RESPECT FOR YOUR INTELLIGENCE AND THAT OF YOUR 
PRIME MINISTER TO THINK SUCH AN EFFORT WOULD BE SUCCESSFUL, 
SECONDLY, 11 WOULD NOT BE INTELLIGENT ON MY PART EVEN IF | 

WERE SUCCESSFUL IN DOING SO, WE WOULD BE ENTERING INTO 
AGREEMENT THAT WOULD MEAN ONE THING TO ONE PARTY, AND SOMETHING 
ELSE 10 OTHER PARTY. WHILE WE WOULD THEREBY BE ABLE MOMENTARILY 
TO PRESENT TO WORLD SURFACE APPEARANCE OF AGREEMENT, IN FACT 

WE WOULD SIMPLY BE CREATING FURTHER CAUSE CONTROVERSY AND LANU ON# 
BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES, TH!S WOULD SERVE INTERESTS OF NO 
ONE HONESTLY INTERESTED IN REDUCING CAUSES OF OUR CONTROVERSIES, 








F, | RENEW MY PLEA YOU APPROACH THIS MATTER IN THE SAME SPIRIT, 
YOU CERTAINLY CANNOT REASONABLY EXPECT MY GOVERNMENT CAN IN 
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ANY MANNER BE FORCED IN SUCH DECLARATION EITHER EXPLICITY OR 
IMPLICITLY TO RENOUCE ITS VIEW WITH RESPECT TAIWAN AREA OR ITS 
LEGITIMATE RIGHTS, YOU CERTAINLY CANNOT EXPECT US TO SAY IF 
AMERICAN VEUSEL ON LAWFUL MISSION IS FIRED UPON IT FOREGOES 
RIGHT TO DEFEND ITSELF, YOU CERTAINLY CANNOT EXPECT US IN 
EFFECT TO SAY |T RENOUNCES RIGHT OF INDIVIDUAL OR COLLECTIVE 
SELF-DEFENSE AGAINST ARMED ATTACK = PROBABLY OLDEST, MOST 
FUNDAMENTAL AND GENERALLY RECOGN!ZED RIGHT IN LAW OF NATIONS, 


G, APPARENT ATTEMPT YOUR GOVT, ACCOMPLISH THIS PURPOSE DIS- 
TORTS SIMPLE AND STRAIGHTFORWARD OBJECTIVE MY OCT, 8 PROPOSAL, 
IT CAN ONLY BE INTERPRCTED AS EFFORT ON PART YOUR GOVT, 

ATTAIN IN OUR NEGOTIATION OF THIS DECLARATION CAPITULATION BY 
US TO DEMARCHE YOUR GOVT WITH RESPECT OUR CONTROVERSY IN TAIWAN 


AREA, YOUR GOVT. CANNOT SERIOUSLY EXPECT IT WILL BE SUCCESSFUL 
IN THIS. 


H. EFFORT TO PERSIST IN THIS AS WELL AS CONTINUED FAILURE 

YOUR GOVT, FULLY TO CARRY OUT AGREEMENT SEPT, 10 WITH RESPECT 
AMERICANS IMPRISONED YOUR COUNTRY CAN ONLY CONTINUE TO DELAY 
TIME WHEN IT WILL BE POSSIBLE FOR US TO ENTER INTO CONSTRUCTIVE 
DISCUSSION OTHER PRACTICAL MATTERS AT ISSUE BETWEEN US, 

FOR MY PART, | CONTINUE TO HOPE IT WILL BE POSSIBLE FOR US 


TO ENTER INTO SUCH DISSUCSSIONS WITHOUT FURTHER UNNECESSARY 
DELAY, 
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PRIORITY a 
2. WANG REPLIED FROM NOTES TAKEN DURING MY STATEMENT THAT HE 

HAD LISTENED TO MY STATEMENT THIS MORNING, BUT FAILED NOTE 

ANY NEW CONSTRUCTIVE REMARKS IN IT, HE VERY MUCH REGRETTED 


THAT ARGUMENTS WHICH HE HAD REPEATEDLY REFUTED IN COURSE OF 
TALKS HAD AGAIN SEEN RAISED, 


3. WANG SAID ON HIS PART IT HAD ALWAYS BEEN THEIR STAND 

THAT TALKS SHOULD MAKE POSITIVE STEADY PROGRESS, HE DIDN'T 

SEE HOW POINTS RAISED BY ME, WHCH UNACCEPTABLE THEIR SIDE, 

COULD LEAD TALKS FORWARD, HE DID NOT SEE ANY DIFFERENCE GETWEEN 
POINTS ADVANCED THIS MORNING AND THOSE PRESENTED AT LAST MEETING, 


i HAD ALREAY GIVEN HIS COMMENTS ON POINTS RAISED LAST MEETING, 
HE WOUD LIKE MAKE FURTHER COMMENTS NOW, 


ale 


4, TURNING TO PREPARED STATEMENT, WANG SAID AT LAST MEETING 
| HAD LAUDED ALLEGEDLY GOOD RECORD OF US IN WORLD AFFAIRS 
AND STATED THAT IN KOREA US DEMONSTRATED RESTRAINT AND LACK 
AGGRESSIVE INTENTION, HE HAD ALREADY INDICATED THEIR VIEWS 


ON THIS AT THAT TIME, HE WOULD AGAIN POINT OUT THAT VERSION 
GIVEN ME GROSSLY AT VARIANCE WITH FACTS, 


5. WANG SAID US PERFORMANCE IN KOREA AND ON CHINESE TERRITORY 
AS WITNESSED BY CHINESE PEOPLE iN PAST AND AT PRESENT TIME 
POINTS ENTIRELY DIFFERENT RECORD, US STARTED WAR OF AGGRESSION 
AGAINST KOREA IN JUNE 1950 AND ORDERED ITS ARMED FORCES TO PUSH 
TOWARDS YALU AND TUMEN RIVERS. SECURITY OF CHINESE NATION 

WAS GREATLY THREATENED AND CHINESE PEOPLE -COULD NOT STAND IDLY 
Br, CHINESE PEOPLE COULD NOT BUT RISE IN SELF-DEFENSE, 


6, WANG SAID US AT SAME TIME AS ITS AGGRESSION AGAINST KOREA 
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ALSO USED THREAT AND FORCE AGAINST CHINA IN TAIWAN AREA, 
SINCE INTRUSION US SEVENTH FLEET INTO TAIWAN STRAIT, CHINESE 
PROVINCE OF TAIWAN FALLEN PREY TO DIRECT AGGRESSION OF US, 


7~ WANG SAID US HAS ESTABLISHED NAVAL AND AIR FORCE BASES 

ON TAIWAN AND STEPPED UP EQUIPPING OF CHIANG KAI-SYEK CLIQUE, 
TURNING TAIWAN INTO BASE OF CONTEMPLATED INVASION OF MAINLAND, 
SUCH 1S MATTER OF FACT WELL KNOWN TQ ALL, IS THERE SLIGHTEST 


GRAIN IN THIS PERFORMANCE WHICH COULD BE PRESENTED AS RESTRAINT 
AND LACK AGGRESSIVE INTENT? 


&. WANG SAID TAIWAN CHINESE TERRIOTRY, EVEN US HAD ASSUMED 
SOLEMN PLEDGE THIS EFFECT, IT MATTER OF FACT THAT TAIWAN AND 
PENGHU TURNED OVER TO THEN CHINESE GOVT. ON OCT 25, 1945. 
THIS FACT ALSO ACKNOWLEDGED BY US IN WHITE PAPER PUBLISHED 
BY STATE DEPT. IT INDISPUTABLE MATTER OF FACT THAT NEW CHINA 
HAS SUCCEEDED TO CHINA'S ENTIRE TERRITORY AND SOVEREIGNTY, 


9, WANG SAID AS US HAS USED FORCE AND THREAT AGAINST CHINA 

IN TAIWAN AREA CHINA HAS EVERY JUSTIFICATION TO REPEL SUCH AGRESSION 
IN EXtRUISE RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE IN ITS QWN TERRITORY, 
NEVERTHELESS, CHINA STILL WILLING SEEK FOR SETTLEMENT THIS 


DISPUTE BETWEEN CHINA AND US BY PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS WITHOUT 
RESORTING FORCE, 
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10. WANG SAID IT WOULD NOT BE DIFFICULT FOR ME SEE THAT IT 

PRC SIDE WHICH GENUINELY DEMONSTRATED SELF RESTRAINT AND CONTROL, 
THEY ALWAYS STOOD FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTE IN TAIWAN 
AREA BETWEEN CHINA AND US BY MEANS OF NEGOTIATION, IN COURSE 

OUR TALKS PRC SIDE HAS REPEATEDLY MADE MAJOR EFFORTS AND 


PRESENTED REASONABLE DRAFTS FOR ANNOUNCEMENT RENOUNCING USE 
FORCE BY BOTH SIDES. 


11. WANIG SAID THEIR REASON FOR HOLDING OF. FONMIN CONFER- 

FNCE, WHICH THEY STILL HOLD, EXACTLY DEMONSTRATES THEIR STAND 
IN THIS REGARD, HOWEVER, CONFRONTED WITH CIRCUMSTANCES IN 
WHICH US ALREADY USING FORCE AGAINST CHINESE TERRITORY TAIWAN, 
PROPOSITION OF NON-EMPLOYMENT OF FORCE CANNOT BE USED 70 INDUCE 
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12. WANG SAID, IN ORDER REALIZE PRINCIPLE OF NON-USE FORCE 

IN RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA US, CONFERENCE BETWEEN FORMINS TWO 
COUNTRICS MUST BE HELD TO SETTLE QUESTION OF ELIMINATING 

AND RELAXING TENSION BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES, 


13. WANG SAID WE NOW SPENT FOUR MONTHS ON DISCUSSION SECOND 
ITEM AGENDA, IF US GENUINELY WILLING RENOUNCE FORCE AND ACCEPT 
PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTE IT SHOULD WITHDRAW FORCES 

FROM TAIWAN AREA, UNFORTUNATELY THEY HAD NOT ‘YET SEEN ANY 
ACTIONS ON PART US TO WITHDRAW FORCES AND STOP POSING THREATS 
IN TAIWAN AREA, NOR HAD THEY HEARD ANY REMARKS FROM ME PONTING 
TOWARDS THAT END, 


14, WANG SAID, AS IF TO ADD TO THIS, MR. DULLES WHO LEADING 
FIGURE OF US FOREIGN POLICY RECENTLY DECLARED THAT AMERICA 
HAD THRICE GONE TO BRINK OF LAUNCHING ATOMIC WAR, RECENTLY 
STEPPING! UP MILITARY ACTIVITES IN TAIWAN AREA WHICH AIMED 
AT CREATING TENSION, IN RECENT MONTHS AMERICAN MILITARY AIR- 
CRAFT MADE REPEATED INTRUSIONS INTO CHINA'S TERRITORIAL AIR, 


15. WANG SAID US REFUSES TOUCH ON QUESTION OF WITHDRAWING ITS 
FORCES AND ENDING THREAT, YET PERSISTS IN DEMANDING CHINA 
ACCEPT ITS RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE ON CHINESE TERRITORY TAIWAN, 
WAS THIS NOT RESROT TO PERVERSION OF FACTS AND TURNING ARGU- 
MENT UPSIDE DOWN? 


16. WANG SAID TO RESPECT RIGHT OF STATE TO INDIVIDUAL COLLECTIVE 


SELF-DEFENSE IN CONFORMITY WITH UN CHARTER ONE THING; TO 
WHITEWASH ONESELF WITH FALSE CLAIM TO SELF-DEFENSE IS QUITE 
ANOTHER, WAS THIS NOT CLEAR ENOUGH? COULD THERE BE FOUND 

ANY STIPULATION IN UN CHARTER WHICH COULD POSSIBLY BE INTER- 
PRETED AS GRANTING AGGRESSOR STATE RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE 

ON TERRITORY OF STATE WHICH IS VICTIM OF AGGRESSION? 


17. WANG SAID | HAD STATED THAT QUESTIN OF SELF-DEFENSE IS 
"NOT SUBSTANTIVE ISSUE. THIS SHEER SOPHISTRY. IF US ATTTEMPTS 
CARRY OUT SO-CALLED RIGHT INDIVIDUAL COLLETIVE SELF-DEFENSE 
ON CHINA'S TERRITORY TAIWAN, THIS IS WHAT CHINESE PEOPLE 


~ . CONF |DENTIAL 







































Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


FF 


~ CONF |IDENTIAL 
-~ 4 ~ 1422, JANUARY 25, 11 PM (SECTION 2 OF 7) FROM GENEVA, 


WOULD DETERMINEDLY OPPOSE, IF CHINESE PEOPLE WERE TO ACCEPT 
SUCH ACTION OF SEIZURE AS LEGAL, WHAT MORE RAMINS BETWEEN 
CHINA AND US WHICH NECESSITATES NEGOTIATIONS? 


18, TURNING AGAIN TO PENCILLED NOTES, WANG CONTINUED THAT IN 
STATEMENT | HAD MADE THIS MORNING | HAD REMARKED THAT TALKS 
HAVE NOW ENCOUNTERED DIFFICULTY. | HAD ACKNOWLEDGED NECESSITY 
FOR US TO FIND WAY OUT OF THIS. HOWEVER, IT MIGHT BE ASKED 


WHEREIN LIES ROOT OF THIS PRESENT DIFFICULTY AND HOW WE SHOULD 
TRY TO GET OUT OF IT. 


19. WANG SAID SOLUTION TO PRESENT DIFFICULTY SHOULD BE DIRECTED 
TOWARDS EFFECTIVE RELAXATION OF TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA RATHER 
THAN IN REVERSE DIRECTION, HOWEVER, HE DID NOT SEE ANYTHING 
WHICH LEADS THIS DIRECTIONS IN MY REMARKS THIS MORNING, 


20. WANG SAID HE COULD NOT REFRAIN FROM PONTING OUT THAT 
CRUX OF ISSUES BETWEEN US IS ONE OF SUBSTANCE AND PRINCIPLE. 


21. WANG SAID WE HAD AGREED TO MAKE DECLARATION IN CONFORMITY 

UN CHARTER OF FACT WE AGREED DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES 

IN TAIWAN AREA SHOULD BE SETTLED PEACEFULLY, THAT IS PRELIMINARY 
STEP, NEXT STEP WOULD BE FOR TWO OF US SEEK PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE 


WAYS TO REAILIZE ABOVE OBJECTIVES. THAT PRECISELY POINT OF VIEW 
THEIR SIDE, 
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22. WANG SAID US ON OTHER HAND PROPOSES MAKE DECLARATION 

IN WHICH SO-CALLED RIGHT SELF DEFENSE OF US IN TAIWAN AREA TO 
BE RECOGNIZED. INSTEAD OF ENDING ITS OCCUPATION TAIWAN, 

US BY SUCH DECLARATION CONTEMPLATES LEGALIZING ITS OCCUPATION, 
THAT 1S CONTROVERSY OF PRINCIPLE WITH WHICH WE CONFRONTED, 


23. WANG SAID CHINESE PEOPLE WILL NEVER ACCEPT ANY TERMS iN 
) DECLARATION WHICH RECOGNIZE SO-CALLED RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE 
OF US IN TAIWAN AREA, IF US REFUSES GIVE UP SO-CALLED RIGHT 
SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, CAN ONLY CREATE DOUBTS AS TO WHETHER 


‘ US SINCERELY DESIROUS OF PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES 
ss BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES. 





of the United States 


24. | SAID | HAD JUST FEW PRELIMINARY COMMENTS MAKE ON STATE- 
MENT HE HAD JUST MADE, | HAD NO DESIRE ENTER INTO DEBATE ON MATTERS 


PAST HISTORY, WHICH CANNOT CONTRIBUTE TO PROGRESS IN OUR DIS- 
CUSSIONS HERE, 





25. | SAID | FOUND IT IMPOSSIBLE, HOWEVER, PASS BY HIS STATE- 
MENT THAT US STARTED WAR OF AGGRESSION IN KOREA IN JUNE 

1950 AND THAT SECURITY OF CHINA WAS THREATENED BY US, | 
SIMPLY WANTED POINT OUT FACT THAT, WITH EXCEPTION OF THOSE 
ASSOCIATED WITH THAT AGGRESSION AGAINST ROK, VIRTUALLY EVERY 
MEMBER UN AGREED ON WHO TRUE AGGEESSOR WAS, 
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26. | SAID HIS STATEMENT REGARDING USE FORCE AND THREAT 
TO HIS COUNTRY IN TAIWAN AREA AT TIME KOREAN HOSTILITIES 


30 ENTIRELY IGNORED ACTION TAKEN THAT TIME JUST TO PREVENT 
Gay SPREAD OF HOSTILITIES TO THAT AREA. 


+o 139 


27. | SAID HIS STATEMENT REGARDING US AS ATTEMPTING TURN 
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TAIWAN INTO BASE FOR AGGRESSION AGAINST HIS COUNTRY ALSO ENTIRELY 
1'GNORED FACTS, PURELY DEFENSIVE CHARACTER AND STRICTLY LIMITED 
ARRANGEMENTS OF COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA BY US 

HAS BEEN PUBLISHED TO AND !S WELL KNOWN BY ENTIRE WORLD, 


28. | SAID TENSION TAIWAN AREA HAD BEEN CAUSED NOT BY ANY 
ACTION TAKEN BY US, TENSION BEEN CAUSED BY LONG REPEATED, 


OFTEN REITERATED, AND STILL CONTINUED THREATS HIS COUNTRY 
INITIATE HOSTILITIES THAT AREA, 


29. | SAID IT WAS US HAD PROPOSED IT BE MADE CLEAR THAT THERE 
1S DETERMINATION NOT INITIATE HOSTILITIES IN AREA BUT SEEK 
SOLUTION TO DISPUTES EXISTING BETWEEN US IN AREA BY PEACE- 
FUL MEANS, NOT CONDITIONALLY BY PEACEFUL MEANS--THAT IS NOT 
TO SAY THAT IF SOLUTION NOT FOUND ENTIRELY SATISFACTORY TO ONE 


SIDE OR OTHER THAT FORCE WiLL BE RESORTED TO, BUT UNCONDI TIONALLY 
THAT SOLUTION BE FOUND BY PEACEFUL MEANS, 


30. | SAID HE ALSO PERSISTED THIS MORNING IN SPEAKING OF 

US OCCUPATION TAIWAN, US IS NOT OCCUPYING TAIWAN, PRESENCE 

US FORCES IN TAIWAN AREA IN ACCORD WITH COLLECTIVE DEFENSE 
ARRANGEMENTS WITH A GOVERNMENT THAT IS MEMBER UN AND IS RECOGN| ZED 
By GREAT MAJORITY WORLD GOVERNMENTS, NO AMOUNT WORDS CAN TWIST 


THIS FACT INTO SUPPORTING STATEMENT THAT US IS IN OCCUPATION 
fAIWAN, 


of the United States 





1. | SAID, HOWEVER | RECOGNIZED THESE WERE MATTERS ON WHICH 

WE HAVE DIFFERENT VIEWS, | HAVE NOT ASKED HIM ACCEPT MY VIEWS 

IN REGARD THESE MATTERS. WHAT | HAD ASKED WAS THAT WE UNCON- 

DI TIONALLY AND WITHOUT RESERVATIONS MAKE IT ENTIRELY CLEAR WE 
WILL NOT PERMIT THESE DIFFERENCES LEAD US TO WAR, ONCE THIS 
DONE, WE COULD IN THAT ATMOSPHERE DISCUSS OUR DIFFERENCES AND 
OTHER OUTSTANDING PRACTICAL MATTERS BETWEEN US WITH BETTER HOPE 
COMING TO MUTUALLY AGREEABLE AND MUTUALLY SATISFACTORY SOLUTIONS, 
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ry 


32. | SAID | HAD MADE IT VERY CLEAR IN PROPOSING AND DISCUSSING 
THIS DECLARATION THT IT NOT MY INTENT THEY SACRIFICE THEIR 


VrFEWS OR RENOUNCE THEIR POLICIES, | REGRETTED THEIR NOT BEING 
WILLING ADOPT SAME ATITUDE, 
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33. | SAID | REGRETTED THIS MORNING THAT HE HAD MADE IT 

VERY EXPLICIT THAT HIS GOVT'S PURPOSE IN THESE NEGOTIATIONS . 
FOR DECLARATION WAS TO REQUIRE US GIVE UP ITS RIGHT COLLECTIVE 
SELF DEFENSE, TRIS ENTIRELY DISTORTS PROPOSAL | HAD MADE, 


34, | SAID WHAT HE SEEMED BE SAYING WAS IN MAKING THIS DECLARATION 
US GOVT SHOULD ENTIRELY CAPITUALTE TO VIEWS HIS GOVT WITH RESPECT 
DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA, | HAD MADE NO SUCH DEMAND ON HIS GOVT 

AND IN NEGOTIATING THIS DECLARATION DID NOT BELIEVE 1T 

PROPER DO SO, THAT, 11 SEEMED ME, GOT US COMPLETELY AWAY FROM 
PROPOSITION THAT WE FIRST MAKE CLEAR WE NOT GOING TO WAR 

AND DISCUSS OUR PROBLEMS IN THAT ATMOSPHERE AND MOVED US TO 
PROPOSITION THAT WE DISCUSS OUR DIFFERENCES UNDER THREAT OUR 


SIDE MIGHT RESORT TO HOSTILITIES. THAT EXACTLY SITUATION | HAD 
BEEN TRYING GET OURSELVES OUT OF, 


35. | SAlO | REGRETTED THAT HIS GOVT GONE SO FAR IN DISTORTING 
THIS VERY SIMPLE STRAIGHTFORWARD AND FUNDAMENTAL PROPSAL, 


36. WANG SAID HE FOUND HARD ACCEPT VIEWS PRESENTED BY ME 

IN MY STATEMENT, CERTAINLY NOT HIS INTENT INITIATE DEBATE PAST 
HISTORY, WAS BECAUSE | RAISED SOME HISTORICAL EVENTS AT LAST 
MEETING THAT COMPELLED HIM MAKE THEIR VIEWS CLEAR, 


37. WANG SAID 1 HAD AGAIN ASSERTED THAT NO INTENT PART US 
[HREATEN SFCURITY CHINA WHEN KOREAN HOSTILITIES STARTED. 
HOWEVER, CHINESE PEOPLE COULD NEVER FORGET HISTURICAL LESSON 


GIVEN IN PATH TAKEN BY JAPANESE IMPERIALISTS WHEN SEIZED KOREA 

I}! ORDER ATTACK CHINA IN LONG RUN. | HAD ALLUDED TO UN RESOLUTION 
OH QUESTION OF WHO WAS AGGRESSOR BUT HE MIGHT POINT OUT THAT 
RESOLUTION ADOPTED UNDER ENTIRE MANIPULATION OF US AND 


IHEREFORE COMPLETELY ILLEGAL, 


(3 


jo: WAHG SAID, AGAIN ON QUESTION OF SPREAD OF KOREAN WAR WHICH 
HAD Beet PREVENTED: HE MIGHT POINT OUT THAT WAS DUE TO STRENGTH 
CHINESE AMD KOREAN PEOPLE THAT EXPANSION KOREAN WAR PREVENTED, 
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39. WANG SAID, THEN TURNING MY DENIAL US HAS ucCUPIED TAIWAN 

AND TURNED IT INTO BASE FOR ATTACK AGAINST CHINA, HE MIGHT PONT 
OUT US HAS MADE NO GESTURES WITHDRAW TAIWAN AREA BUT IS STEADILY 
REINFORCING STRENGTH THAT AREA, COULD ONLY RAISE QUESTION WHETHER 


US 1S NOT TRYING STRENGTHEN FORCES IN ORDER LAUNCH ATTACK 
AGAINST CHINA, 





4O. WANG SIAD MY CLAIM TENSION TAIWAN AREA NOT CAUSED BY US 

2 BUT RATHER BY CHINA WAS GLARING DISTORTION FACTS, IT MATTER 

FACT THAT LIBERATION BY CHINESE PEOPLE ENTIRE MAINLAND CHINA 

HAD NEVER POSED THREAT AGAINST ANYBODY ELSE, IF THERE NO PRESENCE 
AMERICA FORCES THIS AREA THERE WOULD BE NO TENSION THIS AREA, 


of the United States 


4}. WANG SAID, AS TO PROPOSAL FOR RELAXATION TENSION BETWEEN 
CHINA AND US IN TAIWAN AREA, PROPOSAL FIRST ADVANCED BY CHINESE 
PREMIER AT BANDUNG CONFERENCE IN WHICH HE PROPOSED CHINA 


AND US ENTER NEGOTIATIONS RESOLVE DISPUTES BETWEEN THEM BY 
PEACEFUL MEANS. 
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42, WANG SIAD IN ORDER ELIMINATE CONFLICTS IN TAIWAN AREA 


AND TENSIONS THAT AREA, NECESSARY TAKE PRACTICAL ACTIONS RATHER 
THAN MERELY RENDER LIP SERVICE, 


43. WANG SAID | HAD PROPOSED THAT DISPUTES IN TAIWAN AREA i fee 
BE SETTLED UNCONDITONALLY, YET IN DRAFT PRESENTED BY US, US 


CLAIMS RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, THIS IS EXACTLY 
A CONDITION IMPOSED BY US, 
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4h. WANG SAID IT WAS THIS CONDITION THAT PREVENTED OUR TALKS 
FROM MAKING PROGRESS. CHINESE PEOPLE WILL NEVER ACCEPT MY 
DENIAL THAT US HAS EVER OCCUPIED TAIWAN, NOT MY STATEMENT RE- 
GRADING RELATIONS BETWEEN MY GOVERNMENT AND CHIANG KAI- 

SHEK, 17 WELL KNOWN FACT ENTIRE WORLD THAT CORRUPT REGIME 
CHIANG KAI-SHEK LONG BEEN VEIL WORN BY CHINESE PEOPLE, 
WITHOUT SUPPORT OF US, THIS CHIANG-KAI SHEK CLIQUE CAN NEVER 
EXIST FOR SINGLE DAY, ACTION US IN SUPPORTING CHIANG CLIQUE 
AND OCCUPYING TAIWAN IS OUTRIGHT VIOLATION SOVEREIGNTY CHINA 
AND INTERFERENCE WITH CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS, 





45, WANG SAID IF US CONTINUES PERSIST CLAIMING RIGHT TO SELF 
DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA THEN ALL MY REMARKS CONCERNING NOT 
REQUIRING CHINESE RENOUNCE PURSUIT POLICIES OR VIEWS TOWARD 
DISPUTE ARE NO MORE THAN EMPTY WORDS, 


46. WANG SAID | HAD GIVEN EXAMPLE THAT IF AMERICAN VESSEL 

FRED UPON IT WOULD RESPOND IN SELF-DEFENSE. HE MIGHT ASK WHAT 
SORT VESSEL MEANT, IF MERCHANT VESSEL CARRYING ON PEACEFUL MISSION 
WOULD BE ONE THING, IF MILITARY VESSEL INTRUDING INTO TERRIORIAL 
WATERS CHINA, 1T COULD NOT CLAIM ANY SELF-DEFENSE, THAT ACTION 
WOULD BE OUTRIGHT PROVOCATION AND ACT AGGRESSION AGAINST CHINESE 


PEOPLE AND CHINESE PEOPLE WOULD NOT HESITATE RESPOND THAT 
AGGRESSION. 


a 


of the United States 


47, WANG SAID TURNING NOW TO QUESTIN OF DECLARATION ON RENUN- 
CIATION FORCE, IF US REFUSES WITHDRAW ITS UNTENABLE CLAIM TO 
RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, IT THEN PROVES US NOT WILLING 
MAKE ANY PROGRESS ON THIS QUESTION, 
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48, WANG SAID IF US SHOULD IN ANY WAY ASSUME CHINESE WOULD 
ACCEPT MY PROPOSAL, THAT, HE MIGHT SAY, WOULD BE AN ILLUSION 
WHICH COULD ONLY BE REALIZED WHEN SUN RISES IN WEST, 


49, | SAID, IN OTHER WORDS HIS PROPOSITION WAS THAT, INSTEAD OF 
BEING RENUNCIATION OF FORCE AND AGREEMENT SETTLE DIFFERENCES 
PEACEFUL MEANS, THAT INSTEAD WOULD BE RENUNCIATION OF US OF 

ITS VIEWS, RIGHTS, AND INTERESTS IN TAIWAN AREA, 


50. WANG SAID IF THEY WERE TO MAKE DECLARATION RENOUNCING USE 
FORCE AND AT SAME TIME DECLARATION RECOGNIZED AMERICAN RIGHT 


A. SELF-DEFENSE 
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SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, WHAT MEANING WOULD THERE BE TO 
SUCH A DECLARATION? PROBABLY | WAS PROPOSING MAKING OF STATEMENT 


IN WHICH THEIR SIDE WOULD ACCEPT CONTINUING ARMED OCCUPATION ~ 
TAIWAN BY US. 


51. | SAID | HAD TOLD HIM OVER AND OVER AGAIN THAT IT NOT MY 
INTENT, AND | DID NOT THINK AMENDMENTS | HAD SUGGESTED, 

IN ANY WAY PREJUDICE THEIR VIEWS AND POLICIES ON AREA, | STILL 
BELIEVED | HAD ACCOMPLISHED THAT PURPOSE AND | HAD SAID IF 


THEY DO NOT AGREE, WILLING LISTEN ANY SUGGESTIONS THEY CARED 
MAKE ON THIS QUERY. 


52. | SAID, HOWEVER IN STATEMENTS HE HAD MADE HERE PREVIOUSLY 

IN PUBLIC STATEMENTS BY HIS GOVERNMENT, AND AGAIN VERY EXPLICITY 
THIS MORNING, HE HAD STATED HIS PURPOSE IN NEGOTIATING THIS 
DECLARATION WAS TO HAVE US RENOUCE ITS VIEWS AND ITS RIGHTS IN 
AREA, THAT WAS SOMETHING DIFFERENT, HE COULD NOT EXPECT 

US DO THAT, EITHER EXPLICITLY OR IMPLICITLY, 


53. WANG SAID, | HAD SAID | DID NOT DEMAND CHINA GIVE UP ITS 

VIEWS OR POSITION, HOWEVER, POSITION OF CHINA IS EXACTLY TO LIBERATE 
TAIWAN, THIS LIBERATION OF TAIWAN IS INHERENT RIGHT OF SELF- 
DEFENSE OF CHINESE PEOPLE, 
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54. WANG SAID THIS REASONABLE POSITON OF CHINA WAS ACCEPTED 
THROUGHOUT WORLD, HE HAD REPEATEDLY POINTED OUT THAT US HAS he 
ABSOLUTELY NO RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE TAIWAN AREA, FOR US TO INSIST r 3 
ON ITS VIEWS OR RIGHTS IN TAIWAN AREA WAS TO INTERFERE IN DOMESTIC Ag 
AFFAIRS OF ANOTHER COUNTRY AND TO SEIZE TERRITORY OF ANOTHER COUNTRY * 
IN VIOLATION INTERNATIONAL LAW, THIS VIEW OF RIGHTS OF US CANNOT 


BE ACCEPTED BY CHINESE PEOPLE, THESE ARE UNEQUAL RIGHTS OR 
VIEWS, 





~ 


55. | SAID | NOT ASKING HIM ACCEPT MY VIEWS, WHAT | ASKING WAS 
THAT HE TAKE SAME ATTITUDE REGARDING MY POSITION, HOWEVER, 
HE NOT DOING SO, WHAT HE WAS DOING, AND HE HAD AGAIN EXPLICITLY 


STATED |1T THIS MORNING, WAS DEMAND THAT MY GOVT ACCEPT HIS GOVT!S 
VIEWS AND RENOUCE RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE, 


of the United States 





56. | SAID | BELIEVED | HAD FAIRLY ACCURATELY STATED MY UNDERSTANDING 


OF SITUATION, IF | HAD NOT STATED IT CORRECTLY, WILLING TO HEAR 
IN WHAT WAY | WAS WRONG, 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


57. WANG SAID, FIRST, !T WOULD BE WELL FOR ME TO RECOGNIZE 
THAT PURPOSE PRESENT TALKS WAS TO TRY SETTLE ISSUES TAIWAN 
AREA, PRESENT FACT WAS US HAD OCCUPIED CHINESE TERRIORY OF 
TAIWAN AND VIOLATED SOVEREIGNTY OF CHINA, FELL UPON US TWO 
TO CORRECT THIS UNREASONABLE SITUATION, IN ORDER TO RESOLVE 
THIS SSUE, !T NOT SUFFICIENT MERELY TO STATE THAT EITHER SIDE 
NEED NOT ACCEPT VIEWS OF OTHER, SOME VIEWS MUST BE OPPOSED, 


58. WANG SAID TODAY IT US WHICH VIOLATES CHINESE TERRIORY; 
7 'T NOT CHINA WHICH VIOLATES AMERICAN TERRIORY, IF US WOULD 
~3 WITHDRAW ARMED FORCES FROM TAIWAN AREA AND STOP ITS THREATS IN 
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TAIWAN AREA, NO FURTHER ISSUES WOULD EXIST IN THIS AREA BETWEEN US, 


59. | SAID | HAD NOTHING MORE ON THIS THIS MORNING BUT HAD ANOTHER 


MATTER | WOULD LIKE TO TAKE UP, MADE FOL PREPARED STATEMENT ON 
|MPLEMENTATION: 


A, | HAD OCCASION ON JAN 12 TO CALL YOUR ATTENTION TO EFFORTS 
YOUR GOVT CREATE FALSE IMPRESSION THAT IN SOME WAY AMERICANS 
IMPRISONED YOUR COUNTRY, ONLY AMERICANS WE WERE DISCUSSING AT 
TIME OF OUR ANNOUNCEMENT SEPT. 10 LAST YEAR, WERE NOT ENTITLED 
EXPEDITIOUSLY RETURN IN ACCORDANCE WITH COMMITMENT YOUR GOVT 
MADE IN THAT ANNOUNCEMENT, 1 HAD CONTINUED TO HOPE THIS DID 
NOT REPRESENT CONSIDERED VIEWS YOUR GOVT, 


B, HOWEVER, | PARTICULARLY REGRET TO NOTE SINCE OUR LAST MEETING 
YOUR GOVERNMENT HAS IN COMMUNICATION WITH UK CHARGE AGAIN ATTEMPTED 
TO JUSTIFY THIS ENTIRELY INDEFENSIBLE POSITION, IN REPLY TO 
COMMUNICATION WITH REGARD FATHER MCCARTHY YOUR GOVERNENT 

HAS MADE SUCH EXTEME ASSERTIONS AS FATHER MCCARTHY HAS NO RIGHT 
EVEN ASK FOR REPATRIATION DURING PERIOD HIS IMPRISONMENT AND 
QUESTION OF HIS ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTION IN DEPARTING DOES NOT 
ARISE DURING HIS IMPRISONMENT, YOUR GOVERNMENT HAS EVEN STATED 

THAT UNDER OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT OF SEPT 10 IT WAS AGREED 


CASES OF IMPRISONED AMERICANS ARE BASICALLY DIFFERENT FROM THOSE 
NOT IMPRISONED, 


C. IT 1S HARD FOR ME TO BELIEVE YOUR GOVT SERIOUSLY THINKS 
SUCH CONTENTIONS CAN BE SUPPORTED, AND | AM SURPRISED THAT IT 
CONTINUES ITS ATTEMPT TO DO SQ, 


D. IN FIRST PLACE YOU KNOW, | KNOW AND WORLD KNOWS THAT WAS 
PRECISELY THESE IMPRISONED AMERICANS WE WERE DISCUSSING AT 

TIME OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ISSUED, WE WERE NOT DISCUSSING 
THEORIES, IMAGINARY OR HYPOTHETICAL AMERICANS, WE WERE DISCUSSING 
SPECIFIC AMERICANS IN PRISON YOUR COUNTRY, WHAT DID YOUR GOVERNMENT 
SAY WITH RESPECT THOSE AMERICANS? IT FIRST SAID IT RECOGNIZES 
AMERICANS IN YOUR COUNTRY DESIRING RETURN-ARE- ENTITLED DO SO, 

IT DID NOT SAY ONLY SOME SELECTED AMERICANS, !T DID NOT SAY ONLY 
AMERICANS WHO HAVE MANAGED TO STAY OUT OF YOUR PRISIONS, !T DID 

NOT SAY ONLY AMERICANS RELEASED FROM PRISON, IT DID NOT SAY 


AMERICANS 


. ~ CONFIDENTIAL. 

















Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


- M 


of the United States 


CONF | DENT! AL 


-3- 1422, JANUARY 25, 11 PM (SECTION FIVE OF SEVEN) FROM GENEVA, 


AMERICANS IN PRISON BASICALLY DIFFERENT FROM THOSE NOT IN PRISON, 
IT SAID AMERICANS DESIRING RETURN, AMERICANS WE WERE TALKING ABOUT 
AT THE TIME, WERE ENTITLED TO DO SO, WORDS CANNOT BE MORE PLAIN, 


E, WHAT DID YOUR GOVERNMENT NEXT SAY WITH RESPECT THESE AMERICANS? 


IT FIRST SAID 1T HAS ADOPTED AND THEN THAT IT WILL FURTHER ADOPT 
APPROPRIATE MEASURES, 


F. IT DID NOT SAY THESE FURTHER MEASURES WILL BE ADOPTED WITH 
REGARD TO AMERICANS ALREADY IN PROCESS OF RETURNING, IT DID NOT 
SAY THESE MEASURES WOULD BE ADOPTED WITH REGARD TO THOSE WHO 

DID NOT DESIRE RETURN, !T DID NOT SAY THESE MEASURES WOULD BE 
ADOPTED WITH REGARD TO ANY THEORETICAL GROUP AMERICANS, IT SAID 
THESE MEASRUES WOULD BE ADOPTED WITH REGARD TO AMERICANS DESIRING 


RETURN, PRECISELY THIS GROUP IMPRISONED AMERICANS WE WERE 
DISCUSSING SEPT 10, 


G. WHAT WAS NEXT THING SAID WITH RESPECT THESE AMERICANS? 

YOUR GOVERNMENT SAID THESE MEASURES WOULD BE ADOPTED SO THESE 
AMERCANS COULD EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT RETURN, 

IT DID NOT SAY MEASURES WOULD BE ADOPTED SO THEY COULD RETURN 
WHEN THEY HAD COMPLETED WHATEVER SENTENCES YOUR AUTHORITIES 

CHOSE TO INFLICT UPON THEM, IT DID NOT SAY MEASURES WOULD BE 
ADOPTED SO THEY COULD RETURN WHEN YOUR AUTHORITIES DECIDED RELEASE 
THEM FROM PRISON, IT SAID MEASURES WOULD BE ADOPTED SO THEY COULD 
RETURN EXPEDITIOUSLY--NOT EXPEDITIOUSLY FROM SOME FUTURE DATE, 
NOT EXPEDITIOUSLY AFTER THEY HAD BEEN RELEASED FROM PRISON, NOT 
EXPEDITIOUSLY AFTER LIFETIME IN PRISON, BUT EXPEDITIOUSLY 
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THAT WAS STATEMENT FREELY MADE AND FREELY ENTERED INTO 


BY YOUR GOVERNMENT, YOUR GOVERNMENT COULD HAVE HAD NO MISUNDER-~ 
STANDING OF WHAT STATEMENT MEANT, 


|. WHAT IS RECORD--- THIRTEEN THESE AMERICANS STILL IN PRISON, 
THIRTEEN AMERICANS FALSELY GIVEN IMPRESSION THAT ALL THIS 

, HAS NO RELATION TO THEM, NOT ONLY HAVE THESE AMERICANS NOT 
BEEN GIVEN THEIR RIGHTS UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, BUT YOUR 
AUTHORITIES SEEM TO BE ATTEMPTING FURTHER TO PUT OFF DAY WHEN 
COMMITMENT WITH REGARD TO THEM WILL BE CARRIED OUT, 


of the United States 





J. JUST WITH REGARD TO CASE REVEREND MCCARTHY--- AFTER OVER 

TWO YEARS IN PRISON WITHOUT EVEN TRIAL, AND SIX WEEKS AFTER 

THIS COMMITMENT ON PART OF YOUR GOVT, WHAT HAPPENS? ARE OB- 
STRUCTIONS TO HIS DEPARTURE REMOVED SO THAT HE CAN EXPEDITIOUSLY 
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RETURN? ON CONTRARY, APPARENT NEW OBSTRUCTIONS ARE SET UP 
AND HE IS FINALLY TRIED AND SENTENCED FOUR YEARS IMPRISONMENT, 
Ke 


| FAIL TO SEE WHAT YOUR GOVT HOPES OR EXPECTS TO GAIN 
BY THIS CONTINUED DELAY AND EVASION IN CARRING OUT ITS FREELY 
ENTERED INTO COMMITMENT, AND WHY IT ADOPTS COURSE OF ACTION 


WHICH IF CONTINUED CANNOT BUT CONTINUE TO CAST INCREASING 
DOUBT ON DEPENDABILITY OF ITS PLEDGED WORD, 


L,. 11 CANNOT HOPE CONCEAL THESE FACTS OR OBSCURE ISSUE BY 


REPETITION VAGUE AND UNFOUNDED CHARGES OF HYPOTHETICAL NATURE 
AGAINST MY GOVERNMENT, 





e~ 
tna M. SIMPLE 
REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
CONF IDENT ITAL COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, Is 
PERMANENT 


PROHIBITED 
RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 























Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


~ -2- 1422, JANUARY 25, 11 PM (SECTION SIX OF SEVEN) FROM GENEVA, 


AGAINST LAWS CHINA, THEY WERE PRECISELY CARRYING OUT AGREED a -" 
ANNOUNCEMENT r 4 
CONF IDENT IAL | 
. ey ~ re re aa Se, FR Ra 
Ne ean Se oil Mit 5 LT 2 ESE Re a 


CONFIDENTIAL 


M, SIMPLE FACT IS MY GOVT IS NOT PREVENTING ANY CHINESE 

FROM LEAVING US FOR YOUR COUNTRY OR ANY OTHER DESTINATION OF HIS 
CHOICE, THIRD POWER WHO YOU DESIGNATED TO CONFIRM THIS ASSURANCE 
HAS NOT CALLED TO ATTENTION MY GOVT SINGLE CASE TO CONTRARY, 
THERE HAS NOT TO OUR KNOWLEDGE BEEN SINGLE RESPONSE T9 PUBLIC 
STATEMENT MADE BY DEPT OF STATE TO WHICH | REFERED AT OUR LAST 
MEETING INVITING EVEN ANYONE WHO KNEW OF ANY CHINESE BEING OB- 


STRUCTED IN DEPARTING TO COMMUNICATE EITHER WITH DEPT OR INDIAN 
EMBASSY. 


N. NO AMOUNT PROPAGANDA NOR REITERATION VAGUE CHARGES CAN 


OBSCURE CONTRAST BETWEEN MY GOVERNMENT*S RECORD AND THAT OF 
YOURS IN THIS REGARD, 


60. WANG SAID, IN FIRST PLACE HE WANTED SAY HE ENTIRELY 
COULD NOT ACCEPT FALSE AND UNFOUNDED CHARGES AGAINST HIS GOVT 
ON 1TS CARRYING OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SEPT 10, STATEMENT MADE 


BY ME WAS ANOTHER ATTEMPT AT DISTORTING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
SEP 10. 


61. WANG SAID HE SURE | WOULD RECALL THAT, IN DISCUSSIONS 
ON FIRST | TEM AGENDA, CLEAR DISTINCTION WAS MADE BETWEEN THOSE 
ORDINARY AMERICANS IN CHINA AND THOSE WHO HAD COMMITED CRIMES, 


62. WANG SAID THAT AS TO ORDINARY AMERICAN RESIDENTS IN CHINA, 
PASSAGES OF ANNONNCEMENT OF SEPT 10 QUOTED BY ME WERE 

ENTIRELY CORRECT. HIS GOVT HAS EXPLICITLY ASSUMED COMMITMENT 
TOWARD THESE ORDINARY AMERICAN CITIZENS. ALONG THIS LINE THEIR 


SIDE BEEN CONSISTENTLY CARRYING OUT AGREEMENT CONCERNING AMERICAN 
RESIDENTS IN CHINA, 


63. WANG SAID THAT ONCE ANY AMERICAN CIVILIAN IN CHINA APPLIED 
FOR DEPARTURE, HIS GOVT NEVER IN ANY INSTANCE OFFERED ANY 
OBSTRUCTION 710 HIM, EVEN IN CASES THOSE AMERICAN CIVILIANS 

WHO HAD NOT YET SETTLED PERSONAL AFFAIRS IN CHINA, POLICY HIS 
GOVT WAS ASSIST THEM TO ENABLE THEM QUICKLY DEPART, IN THIS 
RESPECT, NO CHARGES AGAINST HIS GOVT JUSTIFIED, 


64, WANG SAID, AS TO THOSE AMERICANS WHO HAD COMMITTED OFFENSES 
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ANNOUNCEMENT AS WELL AS PRINCIPLES INDICATED IN OUR DISCUSSIONS 
OVER THEIR HANDLING OF THEM, WE HAD FOR VERY LONG TIME DISCUSSED 
QUESTION OF THOSE AMERICANS WHO HAVE COMMITTED OFFENSES, NEITHER 
IN CONVERSATIONS !N COURSE OF DISCUSSIONS, NOR IN TEXT AGREEMENT 
HAVE THEY STATcCD ALL THOSE AMERICANS WHO HAVE COMMMITTED OFFENSES 
SHOULD BE RELEASED AT GIVEN TIME, IT SIMPLY SAID HIS GOVT WOULD 
REVIEW EACH T4ESE CASES, AND WOULD HANDLE THEIR CASES WITH 
LENIENCY, TAKING INTO CONSIDERATION NATURE CASES AS WELL AS THEIR 
BEHAVIOUR, AS MATTER FACT, THEIR LENIENT POLICY TOWARDS THESE 
AMERICANS HAS BEEN DEMONSTRATED, 


65. WANG SAID AMONG 40 AMERICANS WHO HAD COMMITTED OFFENSES 
AGAINST CHINESE LAWS AT BEGINNING OF DISCUSSIONS, 27 BEEN RELEASED, 
COULD THIS ACTION HIS GOVT BE MISREPRESENTED AS NOT LENIENT? 

SOME OF THE AMERICANS HAD BEEN SENTENCED 10 YEARS IMPRISONMENT YET 
AFTER ONLY FIVE YEARS IMPRISONMENT HAD BEEN RELEASED, WAS NOT THIS 
EXAMPLE LENIENT TREATMENT BY HIS GOVT? 


66. WANG SAID IT TRUE 13 AMERICANS STILL REMAIN PRISON FOR 
THEIR OFFENSES, HOWEVER, CASES THESE PEOPLE COULD IN NO WAY BE 
USED TO CHARGE CHINESE GOVT NOT CARRYING OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 
iT WAS THESE 13 AMERICANS THEMSELVES WHO WERE TO BLAME FOR THEIR 


NOT ABIDING BY LAW IN CHINA AND COMMITING OFFENSES AGAINST CHINESE 
LAW, 


67. WANG SAID | HAD STATED THAT ANY CHINESE IN US WAS FREE TO 
LEAVE AND THAT INDIAN EMBASSY HAD SO FAR NOT RAISED ANY CASES OF 
OBSTRUCTION DEPARTURE CHINESE, ALL THIS AT VARIANCE WITH FACTS, 


IF ANYONE TO BE ACCUSED OF FAILURE CARRY OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 
17 WAS US WHICH SHOULD BE ACCUSED, 


68. WANG SAID IT PRECISELY BECAUSE MY SIDE CONTINUED EXERT 
PRESSURE ON CHINESE IN US IN VIOLATION OF AGREEMENT THAT MANY 
CHINESE DARED NOT ATTEMPT RETURN OR EVEN COMMUNICATE WITH INDIAN 
EMBASSY, MOREOVER, IT BECAUSE MY REFUSAL SUBMIT LIST ALL CHINESE 
IN US AND FURNISH INFOQ ABOUT CHINESE IN US PRISONS THAT MAKES IT 
DIFFICULT FOR INDIAN EMBASSY CARRY OUT ITS DUTIES, EVEN AFTER 
CONCLUSION AGREEMENT AGENDA ITEM ONE, MY GOVT SAW FIT TO ADOPT 
MEASURES FURTHER THREATENING CHINESE IN US BY REQUIRING THEM SECURE 


ENTRY PERMITS TAIWAN, THEREBY DEPRIVING THEM THEIR FREEDOM APPLY 
FOR RETURN IN FUTURE, 


69. WANG 
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69. WANG SAID, ALTHOUGH HIS SIDE HAD REPEATEDLY PROTESTED 
OUR GROSS VIOLATIONS AGREEMENT, SO FAR HAD SEEN NO ACTIONS BY 
MY GOVT TO REVOKE THESE MEASURES AND IMPROVE SITUATION, 


MIGHT HE ASK WHETHER US WILLING IMPLEMENT TERMS AGREEMENT 
AFTER ALL. 
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70. WANG SAID HE WOULD APPRECIATE RECEIVING SPE CAF PGt REPLY po yp 
FROM ME CONCERNING WITHDRAWAL BY US GOVT OF REQUIREMENT FOR — 
TAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS, 


71. WANG SAID HE WOULD ALSO ASK ME TO LOOK INTO SITUATION 
OF 14 CHINESE WHO WERE MISSING IN US OR WHOSE DEPARTURES PREVENTED, 
AS GIVEN IN PREVIOUS THREE SEPARATE LISTS. | HAD NOT YET GIVEN 
AN ACCOUNT OF THEM, AGAIN | HAD STATED IN LAST MEETING THAT | 
COULD SEE NO POINT IN THEIR SIDE RAISING QUESTION OF CHINESE WHO 

) FOR ONE OR OTHER REASON DO NOT DESIRE RETURN FOR TIME BEING, HE 
CONSIDERS SUCH ATTEMPT AT GENERALIZATION AS ENTIRELY UNJUSTIFIABLE, 
FOR ALL THESE HAVE DESIRE RETURN BUT PREVENTED DOING SO BY US GOVT 
MY SIDE HAS OBLIGATION G!VE ACCOUNT ON EACH OF THESE, THESE 


PEPRESENT ONLY FRACTION THOSE CHINESE PREVENTED FROM RETURNING BUT 
DOES SHOW PLIGHT OF BROAD MASSES OF CHINESE IN US, 


of the United States 


72. WANG SAID THIS MORNING HE HAD FURTHER LIST OF FOUR 
CHINESE IN US (NAMES IN FOL TEL) AND REQUESTED ME MAKE INVESTIGA- 


TION AND GIVE ACCOUNTING ON THESE AS WELL AS OTHERS, FULL DETAILS 
HAD BEEN GIVEN IN LIST HE HANDED ME, 
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73- | SAID, FIRST, IN DISCUSSING AMERICANS IN CHINA, HE HAD 
SPOKEN OF LENIENT TREATMENT, WE HAD DIFFERENT VIEWS AS TQ WHAT 
WAS LENIENT AND WHAT WAS NOT, AND | WOULD NOT GO INTO THAT, 
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74. | SAID HE HAD ALSO SAID HIS GOVT HAD NOT AGREED THAT 
IMPRISONED AMERICANS WOULD BE FREED AT ANY PARTICULAR TIME, | 
DID NOT THINK | NEEDED TAKE TIME REVIEW OUR DISCUSSION ON THIS, 
BUT BOTH OF US WELL AWARE OF SIGNIFICANCE OF, WORD "EXPEDITIOUSLY" 
IN THIS AGREEMENT, WE HAD ACCEPTED WORD IN GOOD FAITH, 
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75¢ | SAID WHAT |! HAD SAID, AND WAS REPEATING, WAS THAT THESE 
AMERICANS WERE NOT BEING RELEASED EXPEDITIOUSLY, NO AMOUNT OF 
EXPLANATION OR RATIONALIZATION COULD CHANGE THAT FACT, 


76. | SAID | HAD PREVIOUSLY GONE INTO QUESTION OF WHAT HE 
CALLED TAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS AT GREAT LENGTH, IF HIS GOVT GOING 


TO DISREGARD THOSE EXPLANATIONS, | SAW LITTLE PURPOSE IN REPEATING 
THEM, 


77- | SAID, | HAD SAID IN PAST AND WAS AGAIN SAYING THAT | 

ALWAYS WILLING DISCUSS WITH HIM AND IMMEDIATELY TAKE UP CASE 
WHERE THERE APPEARS EVIDENCE MY GOVT MIGHT NOT BE FULLY CARRYING 
OUT TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 1! CONTINUED TO BE WILLING DO THIS, 


78. | SAID, HOWEVER AT SAME TIME | COULD NOT TAKE OR ACCEPT 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR THOSE AMONG TENS THOUSANDS CHINESE IN US WHO 
DO NOT WRITE LETTERS. AS FAR AS COMMUNICATION BY CHINESE IN US 
WITH INDIAN EMBASSY CONCERNED, ANYONE KNOWING ANYTHING ABOUT US 
AND 1TS POSTAL SYSTEM WOULD KNOW IT PERFECTLY ABSURD SAY THAT 


ANY CHINESSE AFRAID DROP LETTER ADDRESSED INDIAN EMBASSY IN 
MAIL BOX, 


79- WANG SAID HE HAD ALREADY STATED THEIR POSITION TOWARDS 
AMERICANS IN CHINA AND THEIR POLICY IN HANDLING OF THEIR CASES, 


HE HAD STATED THAT HIS GOVT WOULD CONTINUE FAITHFULLY TO CARRY 
OUT TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 


80. WANG SAID HE ALSO ASKED US GOVT DO SAME IN FAITHFULLY 


CARRYING OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND REFRAINING FROM ANY ACTIONS 
IN VIOLATION OF IT. 


81. WANG SAID SITUATION OF AMERICANS IN CHINA WAS QUITE 

CLEAR TO EVERYBODY, AND THIS SITUATION WAS THAT THEIR SIDE HAS 
ASSISTED THESE AMERICANS IN CHINA, BUT THEY STILL NOT ABLE GET 
LIST CHINESE !N AMERICA FROM OUR SIDE, THEY NOT EVEN BEEN 


FURNISHED BY US GOVT WITH LIST earns Soe NUMBER CHINESE WHO 
ARE IN US PRISONS. 


82. WANG SAID | HAD JUST STATED IT HARD UNDERSTAND WHY 
NOBODY AMONG THE GREAT NUMBER OF CHINESE NATIONALS IN US HAD 
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WRITTEN INDIAN EMBASSY. THIS SITUATION QUITE UNDERSTANDABLE TO 
THEM, SITUATION IS RESULT OF SERIES OF HARRASSMENTS AND PRESSURES 
TAKEN BY US GOVT TOWARD THESE PEOPLE IN PAST, MANY PEOPLE BEEN 
DETAINED PRISON, PUNISHED WITH FINES, INTERCEPTED ON WAY HOME BY 
US GOVT, ALL THIS HAS LEFT DEEP IMPRESSION MINDS CHINESE IN US, 
PARTICULARLY, AFTER CONCLUSION AGREEMENT RETURN CIVILIANS, US 

GOVT WENT SO FAR AS TO REQUIRE CHINESE CIVILIANS RESIDING US 


TO PROCURE ENTRY PERMITS TAIWAN, THIS SERIOUS PRESSURE ON CHINESE 
RESIDENTS IN US, 


83, WANG SAID | HAD REPEATEDLY ADVANCED CLAIMS CONCERNING 
13 AMERICAN PRISONERS CHINA, THESE, AS | KNEW, HAD COMMITTED 
OFFENSES AGAINST CHINESE LAWS, AND CASES KNOWN EVERYBODY, 


84. WANG SAID THE EIGHTEEN CHINESE WHOSE NAMES GIVEN ME 
PREVIOUS MEETINGS AND THIS MORNING REPRESENT ONLY FRACTION 
CHINESE IN US WHO HAVE LONG WANTED RETURN BUT UNABLE DO SO, 


THESE CASES OF EIGHTEEN SHOW PLIGHT CHINESE IN US FIND THEMSELVES 
IN, 


85. WANG SAID, THEY ASK US EXPEDITIOUSLY MAKE AN ACCOUNT AND 


GIVE SPECIFIC REPLY THESE CASES OF CHINESE WHOSE NAMES HE HAS 
GIVEN ME, 


86. WANG SAID AND THEY ASK US GOVT SHOULD CEASE THREATS 
AND PRESSURES AGAINST CHINESE STUDENTS, US SHOULD ADOPT . 


MEASURES ACCORDING WITH AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SO AS TO ENABLE 
THESE CHINESE RETURN EXPEDITIOUSLY. 


87. | SAID | DID NOT SAY NO CHINESE IN US HAD COMMUNI CATED 
WITH INDIAN EMBASSY, t OID NOT KNOW WHETHER HE FAMILIAR WITH 
PRESS RELEASE OF INDIAN EMBASSSY DEC 20 WHICH SAID THAT IT BEEN 
RECEIVING ENQUIRIES AND APPLICATIONS FROM CHINESE IN US, THAT 
PRESS RELEASE SAID THAT SOME THESE HAD RAISED TECHNICAL MATTERS 


WHICH EMBASSY WAS TAKING UP WITH INDIAN GOVT, AND SOME HAD 
FINANCIAL QUESTIONS, 


88, | SAID | DID NOT KNOW WHAT THESE TECHNICAL ISSUES WERE, 
MY ONLY POINT WAS THAT INDIAN EMBASSY CLEARLY WAS IN TOUCH WITH 
MANY CHINESE IN US, AT LEAST THUS FAR, NOT IN SINGLE CASE HAS 
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EMBASSY OF INDIA, IN SPITE FACT IN TOUCH MANY CHINESE IN US, 
CALLED ATTENTION MY GOVT TO ANY RESPECT IN WHICH iT VIOLATED 


AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT OR WHERE INDIAN EMBASSY FEELS US OBSTRUCTING 
DEPARTURE OF ANY THESE CHINESE, 


89, WANG SAID, AS HE HAD SAID IF US GOVT WOULD NOT REVOKE 
THOSE UNREASONABLE MEASURES AGAINST CHINESE, THE PRESSURES AGAINST 
THEIR FREE CHOICE WOULD ALWAYS BE PRESENT, THEY CONTINUED ASK 
THAT US ADOPT MEASURES IN ACCORDANCE WITH AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
HE SPECIFICALLY HAD RAISED NUBMBER CASES WITH ME y AND HE AWAITS 
MY ANSWER TO THESE REPRESENTATIONS, 


90. |! SAID | HAD NOTHING MORE, 
91. WANG SAID HE ALSO HAD NOTHING MORE, 
92. | ASKED IF HE STILL WISHED MEET NEXT FRIDAY, 


93. WANG SAID PERHAPS WE COULD ADVANCE NEXT MEETING--- SAY 
SATURDAY 28TH, 


94, | SAID IN VIEW HIS SUGGESTION LAST TIME | HAD ARRANGED MY 
SCHEDULE TO FIT AND WAS AGREEABLE HIS PROPOSAL OF NEXT FRIDAY 
OR AS REGULARLY SCHEDULED ON THURSDAY, 


95. WANG SWITCHED ‘© AGREE TO NEXT FRIDAY, FEB. 3. 
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COMMENTS ON YESTERDAY'S MEETING: 


EXTREME POSITION ADOPTED BY CHICOM WITH RESPECT SELF-DEFENSE 
CLAUSE WHICH THEY FULL WELL RECOGNIZE WOULD NEVER BE ACCEPTED 
BY US, TOGETHER WITH THEIR PUBLIC STATEMENTS, MAY REPRESENT NEW 


WITH US ON RENUNCIATION FORCE DECLARATION, THEIR TACTIC NOW 
APPEARS BE THERBY UTILIZE DEMONSTRATED INABILITY THESE TALKS 
MAKE PROGRESS TO SUPPORT PUBLIC CAMPAIGN AND POLITICAL PRESSURES 
FOR FONMIN MEETING AND IN GENERAL TRY ESTABLISH POSTURE 

OF THEIR REPEATED EFFORTS NEGOTIATE "REDUCTION TENSIONS IN 
TAIWAN AREA" BEING REBUFFED OR FRUSTATED BY US, THEY MAY FEEL 
THAT IF THEY ARE SUCCESSFUL IN THIS IT WOULD TEND FREE THEIR 
HANDS MILITARY ACTION AGAINST OFFSHORE ISLANDS, TO SUPPORT 

THIS THEY MAY DES.JRE THESE TALKS BE CONTINUED PRO FORMA FOR TIME, - 
BEING OR AT LEAST NOR BE WILLING ACCEPT ONUS FOR BREAKING Bre 
THEM OFF, IN THIS REGARD WANG MADE NO THREATS AT YESTERDAY'S w 
MEETING TO BREAK OFF TALKS OR OTHERWISE AND FROM THIS STANDPG§NT ; 
HIS STATEMENTS WERE SOMEWHAT MILDER THAN JAN, 24 PEIPING ; 
STATEMENT, E 
2. AS FAR AS NEXT MEETING IS CONCERNED IT WILL BE WANG'S 

"TURN" TO OPEN, 17 SEEMS TO ME HE HAS FOUR POSSIBLE COURSES® U 
OF ACTION WHICH | LIST IN ORDER MY ESTIMATE PROBABILITY: > 
(A) MAINTAIN FOCUS ON IMPASSE PERHAPS PUTTING MORE STRESS ON 

THREAT ASPECT; (B) PROPOSE THAT AS WE HAVE NOW SPENT MORE THAN 


(| FOUR MONTHS ON OUR ITEM RENUNCIATION FORCE WITHOUT AGREEMENT 
WE DROP IT AND MOVE TO THEIR ITEM OF FONMIN MEETINGS AND TRADE 
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EMBARGO; (C) MAKE NEW PROPOSAL ON RENUNCIATION FORCE DECLASAT IC: 
AND (D) MAKE MOVE TO BREAK OFF TALKS, BELIEVE | SHOULD RE 
PREPARED HANDLE ANY OF FOREGOING POSSIBILITIES, 


3. IF HE FOLLOWS FIRST COURSE OR DEPENDING CN WATURE tilS 

PROPOSAL EVEN THIRD COURSE, BELIEVE IN ADDITION POINTS 1 Have 
ALREADY MADE, | MIGHT PO!INT OUT CONTRADICTION BETWESW SCCEPY 3 
APPLICABILITY RENUNCIATION FORCE TOC TAIWAN AND DEMAND US REN FL Of 
SELF-DEFENSE RIGHT THERE. !F PRC SINCERE IN RENOQUNCING FOR 

TAIWAN AREA QUESTION US EXERCISING RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE THERE 

DOES NOT ARISE, 

4. IF HE PROPOSES BREAK OFF OF TALKS | WOULD PROPOSE REITE. T 
MY WILLINGNESS AND DESIRE CONTINUE EFFORTS REACH 42s 

AND MAKE CLEAR THEY WOULD HAVE TO BEAR ENTIRE ONUS, 


5. WHILE | COULD REITERATE OUR POSITION ON RENUNCIATION 
FORCE AND FONMIN MEETING IF HE ADOPTS SECOND COURSE, HE Moy 


ADOPT ATTITUDE OF FLAT REFUSAL FURTHER DISCUSS RENUNCIATION 
FORCE DECLARATION, 
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is repugnant to all civilized nations. FYI During coming meetings you 


‘ should continue build strong case against CommunistSaimed particularly 
at their failure to honor commitments and demonstrated use individuals as 


political pawns. END FYI 


3. Inform Wang ¢hat US is investigating case of Yuan Jui-hsiang, 


elleged to have been taken into custody by US Immigration Service, but 
does not intend te investigate other names previously submitted by Wang 
in absence specific showing claiming that US Government obstructing 


departure these persons. Refuse 


to accept any more names unless Wang makes 


such showing. Failure of Chinese in this country to write lettersto 


Communist China is no evidence either that they wish to go to Commnist 
China or that they have encountered obstruction, 


4. Your argumentation at last meeting was excellent throughout 


and theme can be repeated next meeting with suitable variations. 


FYI We do not wish talks broken off and under no circumstances 


ww? 


should break come from us. Break, if inevitable,should come from other 


side. If Commmist press for discussion of trade embargo or higher level 
meetings you should mamkia maintain position that fruitless to discuss 
other issues until both sides renounce use of force. 


6. FYI. 


It would be possible by rearranging draft announcement of 
renunciation of force to eliminate any basis for claim that juxtaposition 

of reservation of self-defense and mention of Taiwan would represent 
Communist concession that Taiwan not part of China, and we could also insert 


_ 


statement that neither party gives up right to achieve objectives by 
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peaceful means. However, because of categorical Commmist statements 


ial 


which make clear their plan to contend that US renunciation of force would 


in effect give up US rights in Taiwan area and in implementation of 


A 


1H 


Defense Treaty with GRC, we do not ourselves suggest any change in form- 
lation of announcement, as it would be misinterpreted. 
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PARAGRAPH 3 DEPARTMENT TELEGRAM 1559. 





APPRECIATE REASONS AGA!INST APPEARING ACCEPT EVEN BY IMPL1CAT1ON 
OBLIGATION INVESTIGATE NAMES SUBMITTED BY WANG IN ABSENCE ANY 





SHOWING OF CURRENT DESIRE RETURN AND CURRENT OBSTRUCTION & 
DEPARTURE, WIL! CONTINUE MAKE CLEAR NOT ACCEPTING ANY SUCH 
OBLIGATION. 


HOWLVER, BELIEVE REFUSAL ACCEPT FURTHER LISTS WOULD BE 
INCONSISTENT WITH ACCEPTANCE PREVIOUS LISTS AND MY STAND 
REGARDING 1115S REFUSAL ACCEPT LIST 450 MILITARY PERSONNEL WHICH 
WE MAY AGAIN DESIRE RAISE, 


ALSO AS MA'IER HAS THUS FAR BEEN HANDLED BY HIM IN MEETINGS 
IT 1S ONLY AFTER RECEIVING AND READING LISTS THAT | CAN 
. DETERMINE EXACT ALLEGATION CONCERNING PERSONS NAMED AND IT 
aN WOULD BE AWKWARD THEN ATTEMPT RETURN LIST OR TEAR OFF SOME 
S&S NAMES FROM LIST AND RETAIN OTHERS, BELIEVE | CAN EFFECTIVELY 
KE POINT IN PARAGRAPH 3 REFERENCE TELEGRAM WITHOUT REFUSING omg 


CEPT LISTS. : 
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Our 1567. 
Both British Embassy and American Red Cross have received telegrams 


from Hong Kong confirming Liu stated he did not wish to proceed Communist 
China. He is being cared for by Hong Kong authorities who are investigatingS | 
! 


whether Liu has any relatives in colony. American Red Cross has requested 






British Red Cross undertake any humanitarian assistance required by Liu eves 
British Red Cross 


and /2MXXKK has agreed. American Red Cross telegraphing Chinese Communi st."j#e?- 


Red Cross that Liu unwilling proceed Communist China and that British f 


Cross will render assistance. 
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1. Five-hour meeting this morning, three hours of,which on 
renunciation, two hours on implementation. ~ No pervéptible 
progress on renunciation and attempt in implementation Lay 

roundwork for renunciation September lO agreement on basis 
a failure implement. Should anticipate heavy propaganda 
play by Peiping radio this regard with particular emphasis 
Liu we case fantastically charging our objection to 
his departur¥ 1949 drove him to insanity, and while sub- 
sequently cured, his confinement on ship and "pressure" 
brought on him has caused recurrence insanity. 











2. With respect renunciation, threat break off meetings 


unless we withdraw self-defense clause clearly made coupled 
with demand Foreign Ministers meeting. 


53. Next meeting Thursday February 9. Am departing Prague 
tonight returning Tuesday. 
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LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 

FROM JOHNSON 

Comments on today's meeting 


l. 


renunciation force draft. 


with respect my statements 


of the United States 


Barn oe. 


next meeting. 


2. There was no slightest 
any willingness their part 


we 
my 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
j. >a 


possibility of their misunderstanding our position. 

did not feel I could go any further without danger of 
erroneously implying willingness eventually negotiate away 
our position with respect Taiwan. 
any specific comments or suggestions Department may have 











Nireetion to DC/R 


From full record of meeting Department will note I went 
long way, particularly in latter portions give and take, 
to sharpen and clarify issue on self-defense clause in 


I am sure there can now be no 
1 


However, would appreciate 


this regard at today's meeting, 


or what it feels I couid usefully stress or minimize at 


indication at today's meeting 
reformulate self-defense clause, 





although he gave impression he might be expected to offer 











£4 


da. 
<~e. 
* 


Sey 1243U9aD Y/WwYy ~ vs 


Peuinjey oq ysnw jueWNs0qg siuT 





9SG¢7-c/S6’°1I9 


reform ation. Of course, I gave no indication intent e 5 
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~2- 1454, FEBRUARY 4, 7 P.M., FROM GENEVA, 





IMPLEMENTATION WAS PROBABLY FOR. PURPOSE ATTEMPTING DEMON. 
» STRATE STRENGTH THEIR PUBLIC POSITION TO DENOUNCE SEPTEMBER 
' 10 AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT IN EVENT TALKS BROKEN OFF AND THEREBY 
USE 13 REMAINING AMERICANS AS ADDITIONAL PRESSURE ON US, 
| TRIED EXPOSE WEAKNESS THEIR POSITION WITH RESPECT CHINESE 
IN MY REPLIES TODAY AND AT NEXT MEETING BUILDING ON BASIS 
| LAID TODAY CAN WELL MORE CLEARLY EXPOSE FOREGOING TACTIC, 
WOULD APPRECIATE DEPARTMENT*S SUGGESTIONS AS TO ANY FURTHER 
REPLIES | MIGHT MAKE WITH RESPECT H!S DEMAND FOR LIST IM. 
PRISONED CHINESE, AND WHETHER THERE IS ANY CONCRETE BASIS 
FOR HIS CHARGES CONCERNING CHINESE BEING REQUIRED PRESENT 
PASSPORTS TO_HIM, HIS STATEMENTS WITH REGARD LIU YUNG™MING 
WERE SO ABSURD AND DESIGNED HAS DESPERATE ATTEMPT BUILD 
PROPAGANDA CASE EXPLAIN HIS FAILURE RETURN, | CONSIDERED 
USELESS ATTEMPT REPLY IN FURTHER DETAIL AND INDICATED 
RIDICULE BY IRONICALLY SMILING WHEN HE MADE STATEMENTS, 











4. AS FAR AS OVERALL SITUATION 1S CONCERNED DEPARTMENT WILL 
APPRECIATE THAT IT MAY BE VERY DIFFICULT FOR ME TO KEEP 
TALKS GOING MUCH IF ANY BEYOND NEXT MEETING UNLESS CHICOMS 
FOR OWN PURPOSES DESIRE TO HAVE TALKS CONTINUED FOR THEIR 
OWN SAKE, OR THEIR PRESENT TACTICS ARE BLUFF, THERE CAN 


BE NO SURE ANSWER EXCEPT THAT WHICH WILL BE GIVEN BY THE 
COURSE OF EVENTS, 


r Publication in Foreign Relations 


ed fo 
— of the United States 





5. WOULD ALSO APPRECIATE INSTRUCTIONS AS TO WHETHER IN 
EVENT OF BREAK IF SITUATION PERMITS DEPARTMENT DESIRES 
ME TAKE ANY INITIATIVE TOWARD OR AGREE TO MAINTENANCE ANY 


CONTINUING CONTACT BETWEEN WANG AND MYSELF. THROUGH CONSULATE 
HERE, SYIVIAV NY disv i Nye 
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LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 
Yirection t : 
FROM JOHNSON ve ren to DC/R —__ 


1. Wang opened 35th meeting today by reading prepared 
statement on renunciation force saying we now holding 16th 
meeting devoted discussion on making statement renouncing 
use force in relations China US. This subject first sub- 
mitted by US side. After 16 sessions views both sides been 
set out clearly. Responsibility for failure reach agreement 
up to this time obviously not that of PRC side. 


2. Wang said in line their consistent stand for peaceful 
solution internationl disputes their side proposed that 
China and US should jointly announce their intention settle 
their disputes peacefully. As US was already using force 
in regard Taiwan, there had to be some way in which this 
desire could be realized, hence their side proposed Foreign 
Ministers meeting. 


3. Wang said, in order promote peaceful settlement disputes 
between two countries their side has refrained from advancing 
any prerequisites for renunciation force. However, US side 
has put forward and persists in requiring their side recognize 
US right self-defense on China's territory Taiwan. Obviously 
this represents attempt block way to peaceful settlement 


4, Wang said at last meeting I had claimed that action by 
US in forcibly seizing Taiwan June 1950 taken to prevent 
spread of Korean hostilities. Such actions can in no sense 
be taken as intended prevent aggression. Facts have proven 
to contrary. After US launched aggression against Korea, 
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AT SAME TIME IT EXTENDED ITS AGGRESSION AND ATTEMPTED 
SPREAD ITS AGGRESSION TO CHINA'S NORTHEAST SECTION. 


5. WANG SAID NOW KOREAN WAR LONG CEASED, YET US STEPPING 

UP AGGRESSIVE MILITARY ACTIVITIES IN TAIWAN AREA. THIS SERY 
CONFIRM POINT THAT US ATTEMPTING USE PRETEXT OF KOREAN WAK 
TO WHITEWASH ITS ACTS OF WAR IN SEIZURE OF TAIWAN. HOWEVER 
THIS SIMPLY VAIN ATTEMPT. 


ry 
Ww 


6. WANG SAID | HAD ALSO CLAIMED THAT TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA 
NOT CREATED BY AMERICAN ACTS OF AGGRESSION; THAT INSTEAD 

IT CREATED BY CHINA'S DESIRE EXERCISE SOVEREIGN RIGHTS 

OVER TAIWAN. THIS AGAIN IS TURNING EVERYTHING UPSIDE DOWN. 


{~ WANG SAID EXERCISE BY STATE OF SOVEREIGN RIGHT OVER OWN 
TERRITORY COULD IN NO WAY CAUSE TENSION. HAD IT NOT BEEN 
FOR OUTRIGHT INTERVENTION US, TAIWAN WOULD BE LIBERATED 
LONG AGO, AND THERE WOULD HAVE BEEN NO TENSION IN TAIWAN 
AREA WHATSOEVER. NO AMOUNT OF SOPHISTRY COULD DENY FACT 
THAT AMERICAN SEIZURE TAIWAN BY FORCE AND INTERVENTION 

IN TAIWAN BY THREAT OF FORCE CAUSED TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA. 


8. WANG SAID | HAD NEXT CLAIMED THAT US IN TAIWAN PURELY 

FOR SELF-DEFENSE AND THAT PRESENCE AMERICAN FORCES ON TAIWAN 
IN ACCORDANCE WITH COLLECTIVE DEFENSE ARRANGEMENTS WITH 
CHIANG KAI-SHEK CLIQUE. FACT 1S TAIWAN IS CHINA'S TERRITORY 
AND US HAD NO RIGHT AT ALL TO TRAVERSE PACIFIC ALL WAY TO 
TAIWAN AND PUT UP DEFENSES ON THAT TERRITORY. 


9. WANG SAID CHIANG KAI-SHEK RULE OVER CHINESE PEOPLE LONG 
BEEN OVERTHROWN BY CHINESE PEOPLE. CHIANG COULD NOT REPRESENT 
ANYONE. ANY TREATIES SIGNED BY HIS CLiQut NULL VOID AND 

COULD NOT LEGALIZF& AMERICAN AGGRESSION. 


10. WANG SAID HOWEVER MY ASSERTION THAT US ON TAIWAN PURELY 
IN SELF-DEFENSE AND THAT PRESENCE IN ACCORDANCE WITH SELF - 
DEFENSE ARRANGEMENTS FULLY PROVES MY DRAFT PROPOSAL FOR 
RENUNCIATION FORCE AMOUNTS TQ REQUIRING PRC SIDE RECOGNIZE 
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occupation of Taiwan as well as recognize treaty between 
US-Chiang Kai-shek clique so asp to legalize American 
occupation. 


ll. Wang said I had repeatedly stated US side does not 
demand PRC accept its views. In fact it not only demands 
they accept US position but also demands PRC recognize US 
actions of aggression as legal. He wanted say again that 
this could by no means be accepted. 


12. Wang said it American occupation Taiwan which created 
tension Taiwan area. Their side proposes that conference 
Foreign Ministers be held by two countries, whereas US 
propose that US must be given prior recognition status quo 
Taiwan so as to legalize occupation. As to just which side 
has sincerity towards settlement our problems, it plain 

to everybody. 





13. Wang said if US side desirous peaceful settlement 

it must therefore withdraw its unreasonable demands. If 

US side should continue persist in its unreasonable demands, 
Wang saw no point in continuing these dragged out talks. 


14. In partly extemporaneous partly prepared reply I said 
he had given his views on how he saw situation in which 

we find ourselves and had renewed charges against my govern- 
ment and discussed matters which I couldn't see would help 
US advance in reaching agreement on problem directly in 
front of us. I, too, was seriously concerned with situation 
with which we confronted in our talks which could and still 
can have such favorable potentialities not only for our two 
peoples but for world. I would like to discuss that situation 
with him with utmost candor. I did not want to make charges 
or engage in fruitless debate but would like him understand 
how situation appeared to me at present moment. 


15. I said I came here on August 1 last year with hope that 
his government fully shared spirit which led my government 
propose these talks and with hope real progress could be 


achieved 
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ACHIEVED BY EXERCISE OF GOOD WILL AND UNDERSTANDING OF EACH 
OTHERS POINT VIEW, AND WOULD CONTINUE CARRY THIS OUT TO 
BEST MY ABILITY. 


16. | SAID IT WAS NOT THROUGH ACCIDENT, OR LIGHTLY, THAT IN 

ITS SPECIFIC PROPOSAL FOR THESE TALKS MY GOVERNMENT PLACED 
MATTER OF RETURN CIVILIANS FIRST, AND HAD HOPED THAT ACCEPTANCE 
OF THAT BY HIS GOVERNMENT PROVED THAT IT ALSO APPRECIATED 
GREAT IMPORTANCE OF PROMPTLY ROSOLVING THAT MATTER. AT VERY 
OUTSET OUR CONVERSATIONS | CAREFULLY TRIED EXPLAIN TO HIM 

NOT ONLY OFFICIAL ATTITUDE MY GOVERNMENT WITH REGARD THIS 
MATTER BUT ALSO EXACTLY HOW AMERICAN PEOPLE FELT ABOUT IT 

AND RELATIONSHIP IT HAD TO ATMOSPHERE IN WHICH WE MiGHT 

SEEK RESOLUTION OF OTHER MATTERS FACING US. 


17. | SAID ACTION HIS GOVERNMENT HAD TAKEN JULY 31 IN FREEING 
11 AMERICAN AIRMEN LED ME TO HOPE THAT HIS GOVERNMENT ALSO 
FULLY APPRECIATED IMPORTANCE THIS MATTER AND WAS DESIROUS 

OF PROMPTLY AND COMPLETELY RESOLVING IT. IN ORDER SHOW ITS 
GOODWILL WITH REGARD MATTER AND IN HOPE IT WOULD FACILITATE 
PROMPT RESOLUTION OF PROBLEM OF AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY, 

MY GOVERNMONT UNILATERALLY RFESCINDID ALL MEASURES UNDER WHICH 
SOME FEW CHINESS HAD BEEN PREVENTED FROM RETURNING HIS COUNTRY. 
| HAD INFORMED HIM OF THIS AT VERY OUTSET OUR TALKS. 


18. | SAID NO ATTEMPT WAS MADE TO HOLD THESE PEOPLE TO 
EXTRACT POLITICAL OR OTHER CONCESSIONS FROM THEM NOR WAS 
ACTION IN ANY WAY CONDITIONED ON TAKING OF ACTION: BY HIS 
GOVERNMENT WITH RESPECT AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY. AS | HAD 
POINTED OUT TO HIM AT TIME, TAKING OF SIMILAR ACTION BY 
H!1S GOVCRNMENT WITH RESPECT AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY COULD 


HAVE PROMPTLY AND QUICKLY SETTLED WHOLE PROBLEM OF RETURN 
OF CIVILIANS. 


19. | SAID, HOWEVER, HE STATED THAT KIS GOVERNMENT NOT WILLING 
TAKE SIMPLE STEPS NECESSARY TO MATCH ACTION TAKEN BY MY 
GOVERNMENT WHICH WOULD HAVc DISPOSCD OF PROBLEM, BUT INSISTED 
ON THIRD POWER ARRANGLMSNT. ALTHOUGH! IT CLEAR THAT ONLY 


ACTION 
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ACTION BY HIS GOVERNMENT COULD REMOVE IMPEDIMENTS TO DEPAR- 
TURE OF AMERICANS FROM HIS COUNTRY, IN ORDER MEET HIS POINT 
OF VIEW | AGREED WITH SUCH THIRD POWER ARRANGEMENT. | EVEN 
ACCEPTED HIS POSITION THERE BE NO SPECIFIC TIME LIMIT SET 

| WITHIN WHICH ACTION TO PERMIT ALL AMERICANS RETURN WOULD 

: BE COMPLETED, AND AGREED TO HIS SUGGESTION THAT SIMPLY TERM 

, "EXPEDITOUSLY" BE USED IN THIS REGARD. THUS AGREEMENT WAS 


FINALLY REACHED ON OUR ANNOUNCEMENT SEPTEMBER !0 LAST YEAR, 
FIRST AGREEMENT BETWEEN US. 
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20. | SAID AS | POINTED OUT TO HIM AT TIME, PEOPLE OF MY 
COUNTRY WOULD INTERPRET AGREEEMENT TO MEAN JUST WHAT IT SAID AND 
WOULD EXPECT EXPEDITIOUS RETURN FROM HIS COUNTRY OF ALL AMERICANS 
WHO DESIRED RETURN. AGREEMENT WAS RECEIVED WITH MUCH SATISFACTION 
MY COUNTRY AND THERE WAS GENERAL HOPE THAT IT PORTENDED OPENING OF 
NEW PHASE IN PEACEFUL RESOLUTION OF OTHER QUESTIONS BETWEEN US. 
ADDITIONAL ANNOUNCEMENT OF RELEASE 10 AMERICANS ON DAY OF AGREEN™ 
GREATLY ENCOURAGED BELIEF THAT REMAINING 19 AMERICANS WOULD IN fF 4c” 
QUICKLY BE RELEASED IN ACCORDANCE PLEDGE MADE BY HIS GOVT IN 


¢ ANNOUNCEMENT. THEREBY THIS PROBLEM AND IRRITANT IN OUR RELAT!ONS 
7 WOULD QUICKLY BE REMOVED. 


of the United States 


: 21. 1! SAID , THUS, IF HIS GOVT GENINELY DESIRED ESTABLISH 

t CONDITIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT OUR RELATIONS AND ATMOSPHERE WHICH WOULD 

7 PERMIT FRUITFUL DISCUSSION QUESTIONS IT DESIRED RAISE, IT HAD IT 
ENTIRELY IN ITS POWER AND ABILITY 00,SO BY SIMPLY CARRYING OUT 


: PROMPTLY AND IN GOOD FAITH CLEAR COMMITMENT INTO WHICH IT HAD 
FREELY ENTERED. 
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22. | SAID , HOWEVER, HIS GOVT APPEARED DELIBERATELY TO BE 
DISSIPATING THESE POSSIBILITIES. INSTEAD OF CARRYING OUT ITS 
COMMITMENT IN PROMPT AND STRAIGHTFORWARD MANNER THAT WOULD COMMAND 
, RESPECT AND CONFIDENCE, IT BRINGS FORWARD ALL KINDS EXCUSES AND 
INVOLVED RATIONALIZATIONS FOR NOT DOING WHAT IT FULL WE'! KNOWS IT 
SAID 1T WOULD DO. LONGER IT DELAYS IN CARRYING OUT | -DGED WORD, 
MORE INEVITABLE IS CONCLUSION BY AMERICAN PEOPLE, AS Wu.c AS PEOPLE 
OF WORLD, THAT PURPOSE IS TO CONTINUE HOLD THESE UNFORTUNATE 
HUMAN BEINGS AS POLITICAL HOSTAGES. {i WAS RELUCTANT TO COME TO 
CONCLUSION HIS GOVT ADOPTING SUCH ABHORRENT POLICY BUT FROM 
STATEMENTS MADE BY HIS GOVT AND CONTINUED FAILURE RELEASE THESE 
PEOPLE IT INCREASINGLY DIFFICULT FOR ME AVOID DOING SO. 
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23. | SAID | ALSO CONCERNED WITH INCREASINGLY OBDURATE ATTITUDE 

HIS GOVT ADOPTING CONCERNING OUR SIMPLE AND STRAIGHTFORWARD PROPOSAL 
oct 8 AND ITS PERSISTENT ATTEMPTS MISREPRESENT THAT PROPOSAL. | 

HAD AT ONE TIME THOUGHT WE WERE IN GENERAL AGREEMENT AS TO PRINCIPLE 
THAT WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO OUR RESPECTIVE VIEWS AND PEACEFUL PURSUIT 
OUR POLICIES WE WOULD MAKE IT CLEAR WE WOULD NOT THREATEN OR INITIATE 
WAR IN ATTEMPT SOLVE THOSE DIFFERENCES. 


24. 1 SAID ONCE THIS HAD BEEN DONE, WE COULD IN SUCH ATMOSPHSSF 
CALMLY AND RATIONALLY DiSCUSS OUR DIFFERENCES WITH REAL HOPE jr.” 
MUTUALLY SATISFACTORY SOLUTIONS COULD BE FOUND. IF WE WERE TC ¢ 
SUCCESSFUL IN SUCH HIGH PURPOSE IT ESSENTIAL WE REFRAIN FROM Av) v>?- 
TING ANT.IC I PATE SETTLEMENT THOSE DISPUTES OR PREJUDICE POSIT!C. 
EITHER SIDE WITH RESPECT OUR DIFFERENCES. IT SEEMED TO ME TH.5 
PROPOSITION SO SELF-EVIDENT THERE COULD BE NO OBJECTION TO IT ¢ 
UNTIL RECENTLY | HAD ASSUMED IT ALSO ‘ACCEPTED BY HIS GOVT, ANi’ 


OUR ONLY REMAINING DIF! ICULTIES WERE THOSE OF WORDS BY WHICH . 
BE EXPRESSED. 


25. | SAID IN MY OPENING STATEMENT OCT 8 | VERY SPECIFICALLY 

SET FORTH IT WAS NOT SUGGESTED THAT EITHER OF US SHOULD RENOUNCE ANY 
POLICY OBJECTIVES WHICH WE FELT WE WERE LEGITIMATELY ENTITLED ACHIE,- 
BUT ONLY RENOUNCE FORCE IN IMPLEMENTING THOSE POLICIES. THIS WAS 
ALSO EXPLICITLY SET FORTH IN DRAFT I PRESENTED NOY 10. | 

FELT SATISFIED AMENDMENTS SUGGESTED TO HIS DRAFT DEC 1 ALSO CARRI=D 
OUT SAME INTENT. | STILL FEEL THAT IS CASE. J SAID 1 THOUGHT HE 

AND HiS GOVT HAD MISTAKENLY INTERPRETED AMENDMENTS WHICH IS SUGGESTEC 
THERE WAS NO INTENT WHATEVER TO PREJUDICE HIS VIEWS REGARDING PEACEFL 
PURSUIT HIS,POLICIES. ! DID NOT THINK THERE WAS ANY BETTER WAY 
ACCOMPLISHING COMMON PURPOSE THAN IN AMENDMENTS | PRESENTED. J! S?TiLL 
HAVEN'T THOUGHT OF ANY BETTER WAY BUT AGAIN REPEAT MY WILL- 

INGNESS HEAR ANY SUGGESTIONS HE HAD. 


26. | SAID, HOWEVER, 1T HAS BECOME INCREASINGLY CLEAR INTENT 
OF HIS GOVT, APPARENTLY FROM BEGINNING OUR DISCUSSION THIS MATTER, 
WAS VASTLY AND FUNDAMENTALLY DIFFERENCT. JIT HAS BECOME CLEAR THAT 
PURPOSE HIS GOVT IS UTTERLY TO REVERS® WHOLE SPIRIT AND INTENT 


OF ANY 
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OF ANY SUCH DECLARATION INTO DOCUMENT WHICH ON ONE HAND WOULD 
EXPLICITLY OR IMPLICITLY CONSTITUTE UNILATERAL RENUNCIATION BY MY 
GOVT !1TS SOLEMN INTERNATIONAL UNDERTAKINGS AS WELL AS ITS VIEWS 
AND POLICIES. ON THE OTHER HAND THE INTENT APPEARS TO BE TO 
RESERVE TO HIS GOVT. RIGHT TO INITIATE WAR TO OPPOSE VIEWS OF MY 
GOVT. |! SAID |! DO NOT BELIEVE | WAS UNFAIRLY MISREPRESENTING 
SITUATION IF 1 STATED iT IN SIMPLE TERMS AS AN ATTEMPT TO GET MY 
GOVT TO SAY IT RECOGNIZES HIS GOVTS RIGHT TO START WAR IN TAIWAN 
AREA IF IT DESIRES TO DO SO, AND IF IT DOES SO MY GOVT RENOUNCES 
ITS RIGHT TO DEFEND ITSELF OR ITS ALLIES. THIS IS NOT DECLARATiC. 
OF RENUNCIATION FORCE, BUT RATHER DECLARATION INTENT OF ONE SIDE 
USE FORCE. PROPOSITION IS SO ABSURD, | DO NOT SEE HOW SOME COULD 
SERIOUSLY ATTEMPT SUPPORT IT, AND IF ONE IS TO SPEAK OF UNREASONASLE 
DEMANDS THIS IS CERTAINLY MOST UNREASONABLE OF ALL. 


27- |! SAID | DID NOT QUESTION HIS RIGHT TO HOLD HIS VIEWS 

WITH REGARD OUR DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA, OR ELSEWHERE FOR THAT MATTER, 
NO MATTER HOW OPPOSED TO THEM | MIGHT BE. NOR DID I DISPUTE RIGHT 
HIS GOVT PEACEFULLY OPPOSE VIEWS MY GOVT... ALL 1! HAVE ASKED, AND 
CONTINUE TO ASK, IS THAT HE ACCORD SAME RESPECT MY VIEWS, 

AND TWO OF US ASSURE WORLD OF DETERMINATION OUR GOVTS THAT MUTUAL 
OPPOSITION OUR POLICIES WILL NOT LEAD TO WAR. I DO NOT SEE HOW ANY 
PROPOS!T!ION COULD BE MORE SIMPLE OR UNIVERSALLY ACCEPTED AS JUST, 
REASONABLE AND IN ACCORD WITH ACCEPTED STANDARDS INTERNATIONAL 
CONDUCT. CAN WE NOT AGAIN APPROACH THIS MATTER FROM THIS STANDPOINT? 


28. WANG SAID | HAD JUST GIVEN A GENERAL OUTLINE AND REVIEW 

OF OUR TALKS FROM THE START LAST AUGUST UP TO PRESENT. HE WOULD 
LIKE POINT OUT HE FOUND HIMSELF UNABLE ACCEPT SOME OF MY STAND®O!NTS 
IN RELATION PAST EVENTS AND IN RELATION PROBLEMS ENCOUNTERED IN 

OUR TALKS. 


29. WANG SAID IN PARTICULAR THEY COULD NOT ACCEPT UNFOUNDED 
AND UNREASONABLE CHARGES AGAINST HIS GOVT REGARDING IS IMPLEMENTATION 
OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


30. WANG SAID HE WOULD SET ASIDE FOR TIME BEING UNTIL LATER 
FULLER 
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FULLER DISCUSSION OF RETURN OF CIVILIANS AND OTHER SUCH MATTERS 
REFERRING TO ITEM ON OF AGENDA. 


31. WANG SAID, IN FIRST PLACE HE WOULD MAKE SOME COMMENTS ON 

MY STATEMENTS CONCERNING OUR DISCUSSION SECOND AGENDA ITEM, THAT IS; 
ON MATTER OF ISSUING STATEMENT RENOUNCING USE FORCE. THERE ARE TWO 
POINTS IN APPROACH THIS PROBLEM WHICH MUST BE SET CLEAR BETWEEN TWO 


SIDES. 





32. WANG SAID FIRST POINT IS IN CONNECTION OBJECTIVE IN MAK!NG 

SUCH DECLARATION BETWEEN US. SECOND POINT IS WHAT EXACTLY 1S Na 2 OE 
OF DIFFERENCE BETWEEN OUR TWO SIDES. IF WE COULD SET THESE TWO 
ESSENTIAL POINTS IN PROPER LIGHT, THEN REMAINING MATTERS IN CON?” 


WITH THEM COULD BE EASILY SETTLED. 


gn Relations 





33. WANG SAID, NOW CONCERNING FIRST POINT: JIT BEEN THEIR CONS‘: - 
VIEW AND STAND THAT ANY SUCH DECLARATION OR STATEMENT SHOULD 

BE AIMED AT RELAXING EXISTING TENSION BETWEEN TWO SIDES IN TAIWAN 
AREA, AND THAT ANY SUCH STATEMENT OR DECLARATION MUST PROVIDE 
EFFECTIVE AND PEACEFUL MEASURES BY WHICH DISPUTES BETWEEN CHINA AN > 


US COULD BE CONCRETELY SETTLED. 


of the United States 
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34. WANG SAID, HENCE IT BEEN THEIR CONSTANT EFFORT AND ATTEMPT 

TO INCORPORATE IN SUCH DECLARATION OR STATEMENT, AS MUCH AS THEY 
WOULD, THOSE POINTS AND VIEWS WHICH ACCEPTABLE BY EITHER SIDE, WHILE 
SETTING TO ONE SIDE MATTERS ON WHICH WE DQ NOT AGREE, SO AS TO 
PROMOTE CHANCE OF PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO OF US. 
THEY HAVE TRIED ACCOMPLISH THIS PURPOSE OF PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT 
WITHOUT INVOLVING ANY COMPLUSION ON OTHER SIDE. 
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35. WANG SAID, HOWEVER US IN ITS VARIOUS PROPOSALS, INCLUDING 
AMENDMENT !T LAST PUT FORWARD, THERE WAS ALWAYS ATTEMPT INCLUDE 
SOCALLED RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA BY US. THIS ATTITUDE OF 
US AMOUNTS TO COMPELLING THEIR SIDE ACCEPT POSITION WHICH IT FINDS 
ABSOLUTELY UNACCEPTABLE. THIS PRECISELY IS GREATEST OBSTACLE IN 
WAY MAKING SUCH STATEMENT BY BOTH SIDES. : 


GOWEN 


WEB CONFIDENTIAL 








+. 


IN"MING TELEGRAM © Department of State « FACTION OPH 


Zé. 








45 CONF | DENT IAL i aes Se 
Action Control: 2741 Fd 
FE Rec'd: FEBRUARY 4, 1956 /C 
FROM: GENEVA 6:56 PM wis 
Info 
_. RMR TO: Secretary of State Toe : 
* * --Cinr _ 
ss NO: 1455, FEBRUARY 4, 8 PM (SECTION THREE) ~-*<..2-. 2. _ 
G Tee i 
SP 
4 36. WANG SAID | HAD PROPERLY SAID THAT WE HOLD DIFFERENT 
OBJECTIVES IN MATTER MAKING STATEMENTS. HE AGREED WITH 
THIS VIEW. 


37. WANG SAID IF PROPOSED TEXT OF MY DRAFT ACCEPTED IT WOULD 
REALLY BE WHAT | HAD TERMED |T-= A DECLARATION OF INTENT TO 
USE FORCE INSTEAD OF STATEMENT RENOUNCING USE FORCE. SUCH 


DECLARATION NOTE, RUNS COUNTER TO OBJECTIVE IN PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT 
OF DISPUTES. 


38. WANG SAID, NEXT POINT !S WHAT EXACTLY 1S NATURE DiSPUTE 
TAIWAN AREA? | HAD ASSERTED WE SHOULD NOT ANTICIPATE SETTLEMENT 
OF DIFFERENCES. HE FOUND IT HARD AGREE ANY SUCH STATEMENT. 


of the United States 


39. WANG SAID AS HE HAD REPEATEDLY DECLARED UTTERLY UNJUST AND 
UNREASONABLE SITUATION, THEN THIS SITUATION IS EXACTLY ARMED 
SEIZURE TAIWAN BY US. THAT IS INTERNATIONAL ISSUE BETWEEN CHINA 
AND US WHICH WE CONFRONTED WITH. THIS EXACTLY SITUATION WHICH 
REQUIRED SOLUTION AND WHICH THEY HOPED COULD BE PEACEFULLY 
RESOLVED BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES. 
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41. WANG SAID IN APPROACHING SETTLEMENT THIS DISPUTE, IF WE 
.DO NOT HAVE CLEAR UNDERSTANDING THIS SITUATION THEN IT WOULD 
BE VERY DIFFICULT FIND OUT CORRECT MEANS FOR FINDING SETTLEMENT. 





42. WANG SAID NOW HE PROPOSED ENTER INTO DISCUSSION SOME 
CONCRETE FACTS | HAD MENT!ONED MY STATEMENT THIS MORNING. 

| HAD STATED THAT WE AGREED ON DESIRABILITY FOR MAKING OF 
STATEMENT RENOUNCING FORCE, AND THAT ONLY REMAINING DIFF ICULTE 
WAS FIND FORM WORDS AGREEABLE BOTH WHICH COULD EXPRESS TH!S IDEA. 
| ALSO HAD STATED AND AGAIN REPEATED THIS MORNING THAT | DID NOT 
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DEMAND THEIR SIDE RENOUNCE ITS VIEWS OR ITS POLICIES. | HAD DENIED 
| DEMANDED ANY PREREQUISITES FROM THEIR SIDE IN MAKING ANY SUCH 
STATEMENT. AND | HAD ASKED THEIR SIDE TO RESPECT VIEWS OF US. 


43. WANG SAID HOWEVER THEIR SIDE HAS ALWAYS RESPECTED ANY 
VIEWS US WHICH COULD FACILITATE RELAXATION TENSION TAIWAN 
AREA, WHICH CONDUCIVE CEMENT RELATIONS TWO COUNTRIES, 

AND WHICH COULD HELP IN SMOOTH RESOLUTION DIFFERENCES BETWEEN 
US. ALL THESE VIEWS RESPECTED BY THEM. BUT HE MUST POINT 

OUT MOST VIEWS PRESENTED BY US ON QUESTION MAKING DECLARAT!ON 
RENOUNCE USE FORCE WERE UNREASONABLE AND UNACCEPTABLE THEIR 
SIDE. 


44. WANG SAID FOR INSTANCE, | STATED THERE ALREADY EXISTED 
COMMON VIEW ON QUESTION OF MAKING DECLARATION AND ONLY REMAINING 
DIFFERENCE ONc OF CHOICE WORDS EXPRESSING THAT IDEA. BUT HE 
COULD NOT ACCEPT THIS VIEW MY SIDE BECAUSE IT TENDS !IGNORE 
SUBSTANCE OUR DIFFERENCES OVER DECLARATION. 


45. WANG SAID ORALLY | HAD STATED | DID NOT REQUIRE OF THEIR 
SIDE ANY PREREQUISITES, BUT IN STATEMENT | INCLUDED DEMAND 
RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE. THIS NOTHING BUT PREREQUISITE. 


46. WANG SAID !T ALWAYS BEEN THEIR VIEW THAT EACH STATE !N 
ACCORDANCE UN CHARTER HAD RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE -- SELF-DEFENSE 
ITS OWN TERR! TORY. BUT US HAS ABSOLUTELY NO RIGHT CLAIM 
SELF-DEFENSE ON TERRITORY OF ANOTHER COUNTRY AND THEY STRONGLY 
AND FIRMLY OPPOSED TO THIS VIEW OF US. 


48. WANG SAID TO CLAIM RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE ON TERRITORY OF 
ANOTHER COUNTRY WOULD TEND REMIND PEOPLE OF EVENTS LEADING 

TO HITLER ANNEXATION AUSTRIA AND SUDETEN AREA CZECH. NO MATTER 
HOW HITLER AT TIME TRIED EXPLAIN HIS ACTION AS EXERCISE 
SELF-DEFENSE, HISTORY HAS RECORDED TO CONTRARY. 


48. WANG SAID | HAD ALSO REPEATEDLY STATED | DID NOT INTEND 
PREJUDICE THEIR RIGHTS, POLICIES, OR POSITION -=- THESE WORDS 
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FE SOUNDED RATHER ATTRACTIVE AND NICE TO HEAR. BUT THESE 
WORDS ALSO TEND REMIND CHINESE PEOPLE OF DAYS BEFORE JAPANESE 
Info WAR WHEN JAPANESE PRIME MINISTER HIROTA DECLARED HIS IGNORAMUS 
RMR POLICY TOWARD CHINA. THIS GENTLEMAN HIROTA ALSO TRIED EXPOUND 
SO-CALLED POLICY OF COEXISTENCE AND COPROSPERITY BETWEEN 
38 CHINA AND JAPAN. BUT THIS JAPANESE GENTLEMAN IN FACT HARBORED 
ONLY MOTIVE OF CREATING PUPPET REGIMES IN CHINA, SUCH AS 
SP PU YI STATE IN NORTHEAST AND TRAITOR WANG CHING-WEI STATE 
IN NANKING. THEREFORE THIS SO-CALLED COPROSPERITY-COEXISTENCE 
L POLICY ONLY RESULTED UNILATERAL PROSPERITY JAPAN. 


49. WANG SAID TURNING NOW PRESENT SITUATION, WHILE I ASSERTING 
I NOT REQUIRING THEIR SIDE RENOUNCE POSITION, VIEWS, OR 
POLICIES THAT MATTER, YET AT SAME TIME I DEMANDING RIGHT 
SELF-DEFENSE TAIWAN AREA BY US -- THIS LAST PROPOSAL HAD 

TURNED NICE WORDS INTO EMPTY STATEMENTS. 


“8 











| 50. WANG SAID AT LAST MEETING I ALSO STATED THAT RENUNCIATION 
C 80-CALLED RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA BY US WOULD AMOUNT 
TO REQUIREMENT SUBMISSION ON PART US, STATED THIS WHAT 
US ABSOLUTELY COULD NOT AGREE TO. THEY COULD NOT ACCEPT 
THIS PRESENTATION OF THIS STATEMENT, SUBMISSION MEANS COUNTRY 
OR STATE IS FORCED RENOUNCE ITS SOVEREIGN RIGHTS IN ITS 
OWN TERRITORY. IF US PERSISTS IN DEMANDING SO-CALLED RIGHT 
SELF-DEFENSE TAIWAN AREA BY US, IT AMOUNTS TO DEMANDING 
SUBMISSION BY CHINA RATHER THAN BY US. 


51. WANG SAID IF US SHOULD WITHDRAW DEMAND FOR SO-CALLED 
RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, WOULD NOT BE SUBMISSION 


BUT OBSERVANCE UN CHARTER AND IN NO WAY COULD BE VIEWED AS 
SUBMISSION ON PART US. 


of the United States 
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52. WANG SAID THEY ALSO SHARE VIEW WE NOW ENCOUNTERING 
DIFFICULTIES IN CONDUCT OUR TALKS, I HAD ASKED HOW WE SHOULD 
APPROACH PRESENT SITUATION. AS HE HAS STATED IF I WOULD ONLY 

‘WITHDRAW DEMANDS FOR UNTENABLE SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA 
IT WOULD SEEM HIM THEN THAT OUR TALKS WOULD BE ABLE ADVANCE. 
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AND | PROBABLY COULD SEE THEIR SIDE HAD MADE REPEATED EFFORTS 
IN MAKING THEIR DRAFTS MEET POINTS OF OURSIDE. 


53- | SAID | WOULD IGNORE HIS REMARKS IMPLICITLY COMPARING 

MY COUNTRY AND ITS POLICIES TO THOSE OF GERMAN NAZIS AND 
JAPANESE MILITARIST AGGRESSORS. | DID NOT UNDERSTAND HOW 

HE FELT SUCH REMARKS COULD CONTRIBUTE TO OUR MAKING PROGRESS 
HERE. | SIMPLY WANTED REMIND HIM OF EXPENDITURE OF BLOOD AND 
TREASURE BY AMERICAN PEOPLE TO FREE WORLD OF SCOURGE OF THEIR 
AGGRESSION INCLUDING FREEING OF CHINA FROM JAPANESE MILI- 
TARISTS. 


54. 1 SAID NEXT WANTED CORRECT TWO APPARENT MISUNDERSTANDINGS 
HE APPEARED HAVE CONCERNING MY PREVIOUS REMARKS. 


55. | SAID FIRST HE QUOTED ME SAYING THIS MORNING WE SHOULD 
NOT ANTICIPATE ANY SETTLEMENT OUR DIFFERENCES. | MIGHT NOT 
HAVE MADE MYSELF CLEAR MY ORIGINAL STATEMENT. SENSE MY 
STATEMENT WAS THAT WE SHOULD NOT IN THIS DECLARATION ANTICI- 
PATE WHAT SETTLEMENT OR ANY PARTICULAR SETTLEMENT OF OUR 
DIFFERENCES. THAT IS, WHAT SETTLEMENT WOLD BE. |! WOULD NOT 
BE SITTING HERE WITH HIM UNLESS MY GOVERNMENT HOPEFUL HAVE 
SETTLEMENT WITH THEM. 


56. | SAID WHAT | DO SAY IS THAT WE SHOULD NOT, IN THIS 
INITIAL STEP OF AGREEING THAT OUR DIFFERENCES WOULD NOT 
LEAD TO WAR, CONFUSE THAT WITH THE NEXT STEPS. 


57. | SAID NEXT MISUNDERSTANDING HE APPARENTLY MIGHT HAVE 
CONCERNING MY REMARKS THAT | WANTED CLEAR UP WAS HIS STATE- 
MENT HE UNDERSTOOD ME AS SAYING WE AGREED ON PRINCIPLE BUT 
ONLY DISAGREED ON WORDS EXPRESS THIS. WHAT | IN FACT SAID 
WAS THAT UNTIL RECENTLY | HAD THOUGHT THAT TO BE CASE. | 
HAD THEN SAID THAT IT HAD HOWEVER BECOME INCREASINGLY CLEAR 
THAT APPARENTLY PURPOSE THEIR GOVERNMENT FROM BEGINNING WAS 
REQUIRE MY GOVERNMENT EXPLICITLY OR IMPLICITLY TO RENOUNCE 
1TS SOLEMNLY UNDERTAKEN INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS AS WELL 
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AS ITS VIEWS AND POLICIES. THIS NOT SOMETHING WHICH IN THESE 
DISCUSSIONS THIS DECLARATION | ASKING HIS GOVERNMENT TO DO, 


AND 1S SOMETHING WHICH MY GOVERNMENT IS CORRESPONDINGLY NOT 
WILLING DO. 


58. | SAID AGAIN | SAY, LET US NOT CONFUSE THIS ESSENTIAL 
FIRST STEP OF AGREEING THAT DIFFERENCES WOULD NOT LEAD WAR, 
WITH DIFFERENCES OF OUR VIEWS THEMSELVES. AS HE SAID THIS 


MORNING, AND | AGREE WE SHOULD IN DISCUSSING THIS DECLARATION 
PUT TO ONE SIDE THINGS ON WHICH WE DO NOT AGREE. 


59. | SAID | WOULD LIKE MAKE AS CLEAR AS POSSIBLY CAN AND 


SEE IF | COULD NOT CUT THROUGH THIS DIFFICULTY OF UNDERSTANDING 
THAT SEEMS EXIST BETWEEN US. | 
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AND RELAT |ONSHIP MY 
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HOLD THOSE vigws NO MATTER HOW OPPOSED TO THEM | MAY BE- 


61. 1 SAID MY 
| RESPECT HIS RIGHT PEACEFULLY T 
ARE MATTERS OF DISPUTE BETWEEN US 
NY PROPOSALS | 
views WITH REGARD THIS D 


0 READ SUCH MEAN 
4G NOT THERE Al ALL 


62. 1 SAID | DID NOT FEEL A 
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Info 67. | SAID THAT WAS PUTTING SITUATION AS | SAW IT JUST AS d 
RMR“ = CLEARLY AND PLAINLY AS | COULD. ~~ 
ss 68. WANG SAID HE HAD GIVEN NUMBER OF ILLUSTRATIONS THIS 
G MORNING IN ORDER HELP UNDERSTANDING SITUATION WE NOW FACING. 
4 OF COURSE NOBODY WOULD DENY FACT US PARTICIPATED IN STRUGGLE 
L AGAINST NAZIISM. NOBODY WOULD DENY FACT US ALSO SUFFERED ATTACK 


BY JAPANESE AND WAS THUS COMPELLED JOIN IN BATTLE AGAINST JAPAN. 
PEOPLE HAVE RECOGNIZED CONTRIBUTIONS MADE US IN STRUGGLE BOTH IN 
EAST AND WEST AND CHINESE PEOPLE HAVE BEEN IN VERY GOOD COOPERA- 
TION IN OPERATIONS AGAINST AGGRESSORS WITH US. AND BLOOD SHED BY 
CHINESE PEOPLE DURING EIGHT-YEAR WAR RESISTANCE CANNOT BE MEAS- 
URED. IJHEY FINALLY ACHIEVED VICTORY. 


69. WANG SAID IT ALWAYS BEEN THEIR WISH US WOULD FOLLOW POLICY 
LAID DOWN BY FORMER PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT. AND IT NOT DESIRE 


CHINESE PEOPLE THAT US SHOULD FOLLOW PATH FORMER JAPANESE MIL! TAR- 
ISTS AND GERMAN NAZIS. 

















{O. WANG SAID CHINESE PEOPLE HAVE SUFFERED TREMENDOUSLY UNDER 
AGGRESSION IMPERIALISTS VERY LONG TIME. BUT HIS PEOPLE WOULD 
NEVER BE FORCED INTO SUBMISSION BEFORE ANY EXTERNAL POWER. THIS 
COMPARES ALSO WITH AMERICAN PEOPLE WHO DID NOT SUBMIT BEFORE EVENT 
FORCED ON THEM BY PEARL HARBOR INCIDENT. 


il. WANG SAID IN VIEW TAIWAN IS UNDER OCCUPATION OF US, 
THEY CANNOT FIND BETTER WAY ILLUSTRATING THIS SITUATION. 


(2. WANG WAID | HAD STATED HE HAD MISUNDERSTOOD MY STATEMENTS 
AND THAT WE SHOULD NOT CONFUSE WHAT | CALLED TWO STEPS IN 
SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES. HE DID NOT KNOW HOW HE HAD MISUNDERSTOOD 


73. WANG SAID IT ALSO THEIR OPINION WE SHOULD APPROACH SETTLEMENT 
OUR DISPUTES STEP BY STEP AND AFTER FIRST STEP GO ON TO NEXT STEP 
AND FINALLY TRY ACHIEVE COMPLETE SETTLEMENT DISPUTE. 

74. WANG SAID ON THEIR PART, THEY HAD NO ee nagetes Fan WHAT | HAD 
CALLED ANTICIPATION OF SETTLEMENT. ON CONTRARY .TH ef Fo ND 

SELVES UNRECONCILABLE TO POSITION OF US IN " Za 
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A PREJUDICE OR ANTICIPATION BY DEMANDING RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE 
IN TAIWAN AREA. 


75~- WANG SAID IF US PERSISTED DEMANDING IN DECLARATION RIGHT 
TO SO-CALLED SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, |!T WOULD SEEM THIS 
DECLARATION TANTAMOUNT REQUIRING CHINA RECOGN!ZE OCCUPATION 
BY US OF TAIWAN AS BEING LEGAL. 


76. WANG SAID IF US SHOULD INSIST IN DEMANDING SO-CALLED 

RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, IT WOULD EXACTLY CONFUSE 

WHAT | CALLED TWO ESSENTIAL STEPS TOWARD SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES. 
| STATED FIRST STEP SHOULD BE BOTH SIDES MAKE CLEAR DISPUTES 

NOT LEAD WAR AND SECOND TO RESOLVE DISPUTES THEMSELVES. 

BUT MY DEMAND SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA EXACTLY CONFUSES 

THESE TWO STEPS. 


77. WANG SAID IF US WOULD WITHDRAW THIS UNREASONABLE DEMAND, 
THEN WOULD ENABLE TWO OF US ADVANCE ORDERLY FASHION TO 
SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES. THIS MADE NECESSARY IN VIEW FACT 

US HAS ALREADY RESORTED FORCE IN TAIWAN AREA, WHICH GIVES 
RISE TO TENSION THERE. THAT WHY HE HAD ASKED MY SIDE WITHDRAW 
SUCH UNREASONABLE DEMAND, SO AS SHOW WORLD COMMON DESIRE 
PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES. IF US GENUINELY DESIRES SUCH 
SETTLEMENT, DID NOT SEE WHY !T SHOULD INSIST THIS UNREASON- 
ABLE STAND. 


78. | SAID HE HAD ASKED ME WITHDRAW DEMAND | HAD NEVER MADE. 


79- WANG SAID DID | MEAN | HAD NEVER DEMANDED RIGHT SELF- 
DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA? 


80. 1 SAID THAT | HAD NEVER DEMANDED THEY PREJUDICE THEIR 

POSJ TION WITH REGARD THAT OR ANY OTHER ASPECT OUR DISPUTE. 

WHAT | HAD SAID WAS THEY DEMANDING THAT US IN THIS DECLARATION 
RENOUNCE ITS POSITION. | FOUND IT IMPOSSIBLE INTERPRET HIS REMARKS 
ON THIS IN RECENT WEEKS IN ANY OTHER WAY. PUBLIC RECORD ALSO 

CLEAR ON THAT. 


81. | SAID MOST RECENTLY IN HIS PRIME MINISTERS SPEECH 
JANUARY 30, IN DISCUSSING QUESTION OF OUR SO 
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Thfo SPECIFICALLY STATED, "AN ANNOUNCEMENT ON RENUNCIATION FORCE: BY: 
RMR BOTH SIDES MUST LEAD TO REMOVAL OF FORCE ALREADY USED BY US", IT 
IMPOSSIBLE FOR ME INTERPRET AND, IN VIEW PUBLIC RECORD, iMPoss 1BLE>- 
WORLD INTERPRET WITHDRAWAL OF AMENDMENT | PROPOSED CONCERNING er 
SELF-DEFENSE AS OTHER THAN RENUNCIATION BY US OF ITS POSITON, | 
COULD NOT SEE THAT AMENDMENT WHICH WE SUGGESTED IN THIS" REchRA Wis — 
REQUIRING THEM RECOGNIZE ANYTHING THEY DID NOT CHOOSE RECOGNIZE, 

OR THAT THEY THEREBY PREJUDICING THEIR POSITION, HOWEVER, IF THEY 
BELIEVED IT DID THAT, AS | HAD SAID, | WILLING LISTEN ANY SUGGES- 
TION THEY HAD AS TO HOW THE PURPOSE MIGHT BE ACCOMPLISHED“ IN ANY . 
OTHER WAY, AND WHICH WOULD AT SAME TIME MEET PROBLEM THAT WOULD BE 
PRODUCED CONCERNING POSITION MY GOVERNMENT IF PHRASE WERE WITHDRAWN, 





EN ca 68 G2 fp 


82, WANG SAID | HAD JUST STATED | NOT REQUIRING THEIR SIDE ACCEPT 
OR RECOGN!ZE WHAT THEIR SIDE WOULD NOT ACCEPT OR RECOGNIZE, AND 
THAT | NOT ASKING THEM PREJUDICE THEIR POSITION, BUT IF US SHOULD 
INSIST IN RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, THAT NOTHING ELSE 

BUT REQUIRING THEIR SIDE RECOGN!ZE US OCCUPATION TAIWAN, AND THIS 
EXACTLY PREJUDICING POSITION CHINESE PEOPLE IN EXERCISING 
SOVEREIGN RIGHTS OVER TAIWAN, 


83. WANG SAID | HAD SAID IF US SHOULD WITHDRAW DEFENSE CLAUSE 

IN DRAFT 1T WOULD BE INTERPRETED BY WORLD AS RENUNCIATION BY US 
OF ITS RIGHT, SPEAKING OF RIGHTS, THERE ARE RIGHTS IN CONFORMITY 
WITH UN CHARTER AND THEREFORE PROPER RIGHTS, BUT THERE ARE ALSO 
SO-CALLED RIGHTS WHICH AGAINST SPIRIT UN CHARTER AND WHICH INTER- 
FERE INTERNAL AFFAIRS OTHER STATES, IF IT POSITION US IN TAIWAN 
AREA TO CLAIM THIS CO-CALLED RIGHT AS NATURAL RIGHT, IT NOT ONLY 
WOULD BE OPPOSED BY CHINESE PEOPLE BUT ALSO BE OPPOSED BY PEOPLE 
WHOLE WORLD. 


_ 84. WANG SAID HE NOT SEE HOW POSITION US WOULD BE PREJUDICED BY 
WITHDRAWING THIS CLAUSE FROM AMENDMENT. JUST 10 CONTRARY, 
ABSENCE THAT CLAUSE IN STATEMENT WILL DEMONSTRATE THAT TWO 
COUNTRIES CHINA AD US GENUINELY DESIROUS SEEKING PEACEFUL SOLUTION 
DISPUTES AND RENOUNCING WAR BETWEEN THEM, IF, HOWEVER, | SHOULD 
INSIST ON THIS UNREASONABLE CLAUSE, HE DID NOT SEE HOW THIS COULD 
LEAD FURTHER PROGRESS-IN TALKS, 


85. | SAID WHAT HE JUST SAID SEEMED ME SIMPLY CONFIRM WHAT 1 
JUST SAYING, THAT THETR PURPOSE IN THIS DECLARATION WAS OBTAIN 


ATION BY US OF ITS POSITION. THAT SEEMED ME BE REAL 
DIFFICULTY. 


| ia 
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SP 86. WANG SAID IT QUITE OBVIOUS THAT SUCH DECLARATION PRO” EL FOR 
L PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES AND ALSO AT SAME TIME PROVI'C FOR 
PARTIE. ~~ DECLARATION TO UNDERTAKE NOT INTERFERE IN !\° ©RNAL 
AFFA..<. °F OTHERS. CHINESE PEOPLE STRONGLY AND FIRMLY W.iL OPPOSE 
TO END RIGHT OF US TO SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, WHICH NO MORE 
THAN INTERVENTION CHINESE AFFAIRS. 


87. WANG SAID THEY ALREADY MADE GREAT EFFORTS IN DISCUSSION 
DECLARAT!ON AND REMAINED FOR).US7TO MAKE: ‘CORRESPOND: NG EFFORTS 
AND TAKE FURTHER STEPS TO RELIEVE US FROM PRESENT POSITION. ‘Ff 

| HAD ANY FURTHER CONSTRUCTIVE SUGGESTION MAKE, THEY ALSO LOOK ‘G 
FORWARD TO THEM. 


88. | SAID MY CONSTRUCTIVE SIIGGESTION WAS THEY WITHDRAW FROM 
| POSITION WHICH REQUIRING US |i: “!!'S DECLARATION TO W! THDRAW FROM 
F- ITS POSITION. . 


; 89. WANG SAID THEY COULD NOT ON THE:R PART RENOUNCE THE!R POSi- 
. TION THAT US SHOULD RENOUNCE ITS POSITION. POS!TION OF US |S ONE 
WHICH INSISTS IN OCCUPYING TERRITORY OF CHINA. THIS POSITION 
INDEFENSIBEE. THEY HAD NEVER ASKED US ACCEPT ANY POSITION THEIR 
| SIDE WHICH MEANT INTERWAL INTERVENTION AFFAtRS US OR OCCUPATION 
US TERRITORY. 
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99, WANG SAID IF | HAD NOTHING FURTHER HE WOULD LIKE BRING UP 
ANOTHER MATTER. 


, 91. | SAID ALL RIGHT. 


92. WANG THEN RAP iDLY READ LONG PREPARED STATEMENT ON !MPLEMEN- 
TATION. SAID HE WOULD NOW MAKE OBSERVATIONS CONCERNING MY OPEN! NG 
STATEMENT REGARDING IMPLEMENTATION FIRST AGENDA !TEM. AS FOR 
THEIR SIDE, THEY ALWAYS BEEN FAITHFULLY CARRYING OUT AGREEME «i. 
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93. WANG SAID HOWEVER NUMBER INCIDENTS OCCURRING OF LATE 
COMPELLED HIM RAISE THIS SUBJECT. ON MANY OCCASIONS | HAD 
TRIED COVER UP FACT US GOVERNMENT VIOLATING AGREEMENT BY 
CONTINUING OBSTRUCT RETURN CHINESE STUDENTS. BUT NO AMOUNT 
SOPHISTIC STATEMENTS COULD HIDE INHUMAN TREATMENT ACCORDED 

LIU YUNG-MING. LIU'S PRESENCE NOW IN HONG KONG SHOWED UP MY 
SOPHISTIC STATEMENTS. MUST BE POINTED OUT THAT MY SIDE, WITHOUT 
JUSTIFICATION, PREVENTED RETURN LIU WITH RESULT THAT HE LOST 
HIS MIND. 


94, WANG SAID IT ONLY RECENTLY, AFTER THEIR SIDE HAD MADE 
REPRESENTATIONS CONCERNING LIU, .THAT GUR SIDE COMPELLED 
RELEASE HIM. HOWEVER, LIU NEVER VIOLATED ANY US LAW BUT YET 
US EXPELLED HIM UNDER DEPORTATION PROCEDURES. 


95. WANG SAID FURTHERMORE, ON HIS RETURN PASSAGE OUR SIDE 
KEPT HIM APART FROM OTHER CHINESE, STEPPED UP USE OF THREATS 
AGAINST HIM, AND MADE.HIM MENTALLY UNBALANCED AGAIN. MOREOVER, 
HE NOT YET ABLE RETURN. IN NAME CHINESE GOVT. WANG PROTEST- 
ING SUCH INHUMAN ACTS IN PERSECUTION CHINESE STUDENTS. 

US SIDE MUST BEAR RESPONSIBILITY THIS. 


96. WANG SAID FURTHERMORE HE HAD ITEMIZED VARIOUS THINGS IN 
FOUR LISTS CONTAINING NAMES EIGHTEEN CHINESE AND HAD ASKED 

ME FOR ACCOUNTING WHY THEY NOT RETURNED. AS HE HAD POINTED 
OUT, ALL DESIRED RETURN, ALL PREVENTED FROM DOING SO. THEY 
UNABLE RETURN THUS FAR, AND UNABLE COMMUNICATE WITH FAMILIES 
ON ACCOUNT OBSTRUCTIONS MY GOVERNMENT. CHINESE PEOPLE DEMANDED 
RECTIFICATION THIS SITUATION. 


97. WANG SAID HAD FURTHER LIST SEVEN CHINESE IN US WHOSE 

RETURN BEING PREVENTED (NAMES IN FOL JEL). HE RAISING THIS 
WITH ME AND ASKING FOR ACCOUNTING ALONG WITH OTHERS. EXPERIENCE 
THESE PEOPLE SHOWED US SIDE NOT ONLY FAILED OBSERWE AGREEMENT) 
SEPTEMBER 10 BUT ALSO DELIBERATELY HAS BROKEN AGREEMENT. 


58. WANG SAID EXPERIENCE CHINESE STUDENT LIAO IN PRESENT 
LIST PROVIDED EXAMPLE WHEREBY NOT DIFFICULT SEE HOW US GOVT. 
CONTINUING OFFER OBSTRUCTION RETURN EVEN AFTER ISSUANCE 


-» AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT RETURN CIVILIANS. MR. LIAO WENT US END 
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1948, STUDIED UNIV. CHICAGO. WAS ON STAFF TEACHING MATHEMATICS AT 
AGRICULTURE AND MECHANICS COLLEGE STILLWATER, OKLAHOMA. ALREADY 
ON WAY HOME IN 1952 WHEN INTERCEPTED BY US GOVERNMENT AT SAN 
FRANCISCO. LATER, HE FORMALLY REQUESTED FROM US GOVERNMENT PER- 
MISSION RETURN SEPTEMBER 1955, HOWEVER SO FAR UNABLE RETURN. 


99. WANG SAID HE HAD MERELY CITED SINGLE CASE, THERE MANY MORE. 
ASKED THAT US TAKE NOTE, IMMEDIATELY STOP OBSTRUCTION, AND GIVE 
REPORT ON SITUATION THESE CHINESE STUDENTS. 





100. WANG SAID ON OTHER HAND, HE HAD MANYOCCASIONS INQUIRED AS 
TO INNOCENT CHINESE KEPT US PRISONS, BUT | HAD SUBMITTED NO LISTS. 
THIS CONTRASTED STRONGLY COOPERATIVE ATTITUDE CHINESE SIDE WHICH 
SUBMITTED COMPLETE LISTS OF AMERICANS IN CHINA. HE ONCE AGAIN 
ASKED US SIDE SUBMIT COMPLETE LIST THESE PRISONERS. IF MY SIDE 
SINCERELY INTEREESTED IMPLEMENTATION IT SHOULD IMMEDIATELY 

SUBMIT SUCH LIST. (HERE WANG HANDED ME LIST, SAYING IT FULL LIS7 
OF SEVEN STUDENTS, GIVING FULL PARTICULARS. ) 





101. | SAID, FIRST WITH REFERENCE MR. LIU, | ASTOUNDED AT STATE- 
EENTS HE MADE ABOUT HIM. ACCORDING STATEMENTS IN WANG'S 

LETTER CONCERNING HIM, HE BECAME MENTALLY ILL MAY 1949. WHAT 
RELATION THAT COULD HAVE TO FACT THAT SEVERAL YEARS AFTERWARDS 


US IMPOSED RESTRICTIONS ON SOME FEW CHINESE REGARDING THEIR 
DEPARTURE, |! COULD NOT UNDERSTAND. 


102. | SAID MR. LIU SIMPLY A VERY ILL MAN, WHO BEEN CARED FOR 
AT PUBLIC EXPENSE OVER LONG PERIOD YEARS. HE NOT ONLY CARED 
FOR AT US PUBLIC EXPENSE, HE RETURNED HONG KONG AT US PUBLIC 
EXPENSE. FAR FROM INDICATING ANY VIOLATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 
| THOUGHT ACTION US GOVERNMENT HIS REGARD SPOKE FOR ITSELF. | 


WISHED MIGHT BE POSSIBLE HE HAVE SAME PROMPT ACTION CONCERNING 
CASES | HAD RAISED WITH HIM. 


103. || SAID NOT QUUITE CLEAR ME WHAT THEIR CHARGE CONCERNING 
MR. LIU WAS. HE HAD ARRIVED HONG KONG. MY UNDERSTANDING HE BEING 
CARED FOR BY BRITISH AUTHORITIES THERE. COULD NOT BELIEVE 
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WANG COULD BE ALLEGING BRITISH AUTHORITIES PREVENTING HIS 
RETURN CHINA IF HE SO DESIRED. THIS REALLY CARRYING CHARGE 
THAT US OBSTRUCTING PEOPLE FROM RETURNING TO ABSURD DEGREE. 


104. 1 SAID NEXT THESE VAGUE STATEMENTS HE CONTINUING MAKE 
CONCERNING US BREAKING AGREEMENT SIMPLY UNABLE STAND IN 
LIGHT FACTS. | DID NOT ASK HiM ACCEPT MY WORD ON iT. | SURE 
HE HAD AVAILABLE FROM INDIAN EMBASSY IN WASHINGTON FULL AND 
REAL FACTS. HE WELL KNEW THAT IN SPITE FREE COMMUNICATION 
CHINESE IN US ENJOY WITH !NDIAN EMBASSY, THERE NOT BEEN 

ANY CASE IN WHICH INDIAN EMBASSY FELT FACTS JUSTIFIED ANY 
REPRESENTATIONS TO US GOVT. THAT IT OBSTRUCTING DEPARTURE 
ANY CHiNESE. 


105. | SAID FOR MOST PART, NAMES AND INFORMATION CONCERNING 
PERSONS IN US ALLEGEDLY BEING OBSTRUCTED DEPARTING SEEM TO 
COME DOWN TO SIMPLE QUESTION THE!R WRITING TO PEOPLE HIS 
COUNTRY. | DID NOT SEE HOW HE COULD POSSIBLY INTERPRET 
FAILURE SOME INDIVIDUALS IN US TO WRITE LETTERS HIS COUNTRY 
EITHER AS EVIDENCE THEY WANT GO HIS COUNTRY OR THAT THEY 
ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTION IN RETURN. AS INDICATED TO HIM IN 
PAST, MY GOVERNMENT DID NOT UNDERTAKE IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
NOR COULD IT UNDERTAKE ANY OBLIGATION INVEST!GATE CASE 
SOMEBODY WHO DOES NOT WRITE LETTER HIS COUNTRY. NOR COULD 
1T FORCE HIM DO SO. 


106. | SAID OBLIGATIONS UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT VERY CLEAR. 
OBLIGATIONS ARE NOT TO OBSTRUCT DEPARTURE OF ANY CHINESE 

IN US WHO DESIRES RETURN HIS COUNTRY. OBLIGATION IS ALSO 

THAT PEOPLE WHO DESIRE RETURN AND FEEL THEY ENCOUNTERING 
OBSTRUCTION MAY FREELY COMMUNICATE INDIAN EMBASSY. OBLIGATION 
1S TO PERMIT INDIAN EMBASSY INVESTIGATE FACTS AND IF IT FINDS 
OBSTRUCTION ALLOW IT MAKE REPRESENTATIONS. OBLIGATION MY 
GOVERNMENT RECE!VE SUCH REPRESENTATIONS. MY GOVERNMENT HAS 

IN PAST AND WILL CONTINUE FULLY CARRY OUR ITS OBLIGATIONS. 

| WILLING DISCUSS WITH HIM HERE AND TAKE UP WITH MY GOVT. 

ANY CASE WHERE THERE APPEARS ANY POSSIBILITY WE NOT CARRYING 
OUT THOSE OBLIGATIONS. 
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107. | SAID HOWEVER MY GOVERNMENT DID NOT INTEND INVESTIGATE 


CASES IN WHICH THERE NO SHOWING US GOVERNMENT OBSTRUCTING 
DEPARTURE - 


108. | SAID MY AUTHORITIES INVESTIGATING CASE MR. YUAN 
JUI-HSIANG, IN WHICH THERE CLAIM HE BEING DETAINED BY INS. 
| WOULD INFORM HIM RESULTS AS QUICKLY AS AVAILABLE. 


109, | SAID | SIMPLY DID NOT UNDERSTAND HIS PERSISTENT RE- 
FERENCE TO PERSONS IN US APPLYING FOR RETURN AND BEING PREVENTED. 
FOR EXAMPLE, CASE MR» LIAO HE MENTIONED THIS MORNING-- 

WANG STATED HE FORMALLY REQUESTED RETURN FROM US GOVERNMENT 

IN SEPTEMBER 1955. WANG'S INFORMATION THAT REGARD SIMPLY 

COULD NOT BE CORRECT. AS | HAD SAID OVER AND OVER AGAIN, 

THERE NO EXIT PERMIT, NO EXIT VISAS, NO PROCEDURES OF ANY 

SUCH KIND WHICH REQUIRED OF ANY ALIEN IN US. THEY DO NOT 

HAVE TO APPLY ANYONE. ALL HAVE TO DO IS GO. 


110. | SAID | AGAIN REPEATED STATEMENT THAT | ENTIRELY 
SATISFIED MY GOVERNMENT NOT OBSTRUCTING ANY WAY ANY CHINESE 
WHO DESIRES DO SO FROM DEPARTING COUNTRY. | WISHED SAME 

WAS SITUATION REGARDING AMERICANS HIS COUNTRY. REPETITION 
THESE VAGUE CHARGES CONCERNING CHINESE IN US DOES NOT CONCEAL 
FACT THIS NOT CASE WITH AMERICANS IN CHINA. 


GOWEN 


GEM 
# AS RECEIVED. CORRECTION TO FOLLOW. 


(#) OMMISSION. CORRECTION TO FOLLOW. 
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L 111. WANG SAID AMERICAN GOVERNMENT CANNOT EVADE RESPONSIBILITY 


IN CASE LIU YUNG-MiING. | HAD JUST SAID WANG RECOGNIZED IN 
| HIS LETTER THAT LIU IN MENTAL DISORDER. THIS NOT CORRECT. 
IN HIS LETTER, WANG HAD MADE QUITE CLEAR LIU WHEN WENT 
US NOT MENTALLY ILL. FAR FROM BEING ILL, HE ATTENDED UNIVERSITY 
AND OBTAINED MASTERS DEGREE. THIS PROOF ENOUGH HE WELL 
AND NOT ILL AT ALLe ONLY BECAUSE DESIRED RETURN AND PREVENTED 
DOING SO THAT DROVE HIM MENTAL DISORDER. VERY INHUMAN ACT, 
AND US GOVERNMENT SHOULD BEAR RESPONSIBILITY. 


Pod SE 


— 
rhs * 


. 112. WANG SAID HE ‘WOULD READ ME LETTER WRITTEN BY DR. HOCTOR, 
SUPERVISOR HOSPITAL MISSOURI. IN LETTER TO FRIEND OF LIU, 

HOCTOR WROTE, "YOUR FRIEND CONTINUES GET ALONG VERY WELL. 
HOWEVER, WE HAVE HAD NO RECENT WORD FROM IMMIGRATION OFFICIALS 
ABOUT HIS DEPARTURE. THIS WAS WRITTEN DECEMBER 1950. IN 

FEBRUARY 1951, HOCTOR AGAIN WROTE THAT LIU IMPROVED SUFFICIENTLY 
THAT | THINK NO NEED FURTHER DELAY IN ARRANGING RETURN HONG KONG. 


se 
> 





THESE LETTERS OF DR. HOCTOR EXACTLY REFUTED STATEMENT MADE 
BY ME PREVIOUS MEETING THAT LIU ALTHOUGH RECOVERED YET NOT 
FIT FOR TRAVEL. THEN, AFTER AUTHORITIES HOSPITAL STATED 
MRe LIU IMPROVED SUFFICIENTLY THAT COULD MAKE DEPARTURE, 
US GOVERNMENT KEPT HIM THERE. FOR THIS US MUST ALSO BEAR 

‘ RESPONSIBILITY. AFTER PRC SIDE MADE REPRESENTATIONS CON- 
CERNING MR LIU AND US TOOK STEPS ENABLE HIS DEPARTURE, 
ALTHOUGH LIU HAD COMMITTED NO OFFENSES AGAINST US LAW, 
YET EVICTED FROM COUNTRY UNDER PUNISHMENT DEPORTATION. 
THIS ANOTHER ACTION US GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE FOR. 


113. WANG SAID WHEN LIU ON BOARD SHIP SAILING FOR HOME, 

HE VERY DELIGHTED FINALLY PERMITTED RETURN, BUT US AUTHORITIES 

KEPT HIM IN !SOLATION FROM OTHER CHINESE ON SHIP AND SENT 
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PERSONNEL TO TALK WITH HIM AND EXERT PRESSURE. ON-HImswiete 
SHIP SAILING CHINA. THIS CAUSED LIU ANOTHER’ MENTAL ATTACK. 

US GOVERNMENT MUST BEAR RESPONSIBILITY THIS AlLSQ2::FROM THIS 
CASE OF MR. LIU, INHUMAN ACTS OF US AUTHORITIES IN PERSECUT=- 
ING AND OBSTRUCTING CHINESE IN US ARE FULLY ,GONFERMED. 


114, WANG SAID AFTER HIS SIDE HAD MADE REPRESENTATIONS WITH 
ME CONCERNING THESE 25 CHINESE, WHOSE NAMES GIVE ME IN 
VARIOUS MEETINGS, I AGAIN TRIED DEFEND MY POSITION BY ARGUING 
US GOVERNMENT DID NOT REQUIRE PERMIT FOR RETURN, THAT INDIAN 
EMBASSY FREE COMMUNICATE WITH CHINESE, AND THAT CHINESE IN 
US NOT BEING OBSTRUCTED DEPARTURE. BUT FACTS TURN OUT CONTRARY 
TO WHAT I HAD ALLEGED ON QUESTION OF TAIWAN ENTRY PERMIT 
REQUIRENENT INDIAN EMBASSY HAD MADE REPRESENTATION US 

NMENT AND INDIAN EMBASSY DESIRED MAKE PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT 
on TH THIS TS QUESTION. HOWEVER PREVENTED DOING SO BY US GOVERNMENT, 
THESE 25 PERSONS HE HAD SO FAR RAISED WITH ME WERE ALL DESIROUS 
RETURNING BUT WERE ACTUALLY PREVENTED DOING SO. 


115. WANG SAID THERE HAD BEEN CASES CHINESE ALREADY DEPARTED 
US AND ON WAY HOME BUT INTERCEPTED BY AGENTS INS HALFWAY. 

ALSO OF CHINESE WHO HAD SUBMITTED PASSPORT TO INS FOR VISAS, 
BUT NO ACTION TAKEN PERMIT DEPARTURE. THEREFORE QUESTION 
ARISES AS TO WHICH SIDE'S INFORMATION NOT CORRECT. I STATED 
INFORMATION BY WANG NOT CORRECT. ON OTHER HAND, MANY OCCASION 
HE HAD ASKED ME AS TO EXACTLY HOW MANY CHINESE KEPT IN AMERICAN 
PRISONS BUT I HAD FAILED MAKE REPLY UP TO PRESENT MOMENT. 


116. WANG SAID THEREFORE IF US NOT WILLING PROMPTLY STOP 
ITS OBSTRUCTIONS AND CARRY OUT AGREEMENT BETWEEN BOTH SIDES, 
IT SHOULD BEAR RESPONSIBILITY FOR BREAKING OF AGREEMENT. 


117. I SAID I NOT GOING TAKE TIME TODAY ATTEMPT ANSWER IN 
DETAIL THESE STATEMENTS WHICH I COULD ONLY TERM FOR MOST 
PART AS FANTASTIC AND NOT SUPPORTED BY a SHRED Siaan 
FOR EXAMPLE, HE HAD SAID INDIAN EMBASSY pane GUAS Wo WAY, 

MAKING PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT. US ae HAS NO WAY, EVEN 
IF IT WOULD, OF PREVENTINGs QIN or STATING ANYTHING 





PUBLICLY IT DESIRED STATE. ABOUT CHINESE BEING 
INTERCEPTED BY IMMIGRATION neaterns, WHAT CHINESE? WHEN? 
j 
aera ae 
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WHERE? | POSITIVE THERE BEEN AND IS NO SUCH CASE. HE HAD 
CERTAINLY BROUGHT UP NO SUCH CASE. 


118. | SAID THERE WERE SUCH CASES OF CHINESE ATTEMPTING EVADE 
PREVENTIVE DEPARTURE ORDER, BUT THAT LONG IN PAST. | HAD 

TOLD HIM OVER AND OVER AGAIN THAT PREVENTIVE DEPARTURE ORDER -- 
WHICH ONLY MEASURE EVER TAKEN BY MY GOVERNMENT TO PREVENT 
DEPARTURE ANY CHINESE -= LONG AGO RESCINDED. 


119. | SAID HE CONTINUING SPEAK OF CHINESE PRESENTING PASSPORTS 
TO INS FOR VISAS. | DID NOT KNOW HOW MANY TIMES | HAD TO 

TELL HIM THAT CHINESE NEED OBTAIN NO VISAS FROM INS OR ANYONE 
ELSE FOR DEPARTURE FROM US. HE AWARE AS wELL AS | THAT CHINESE 
CONTINUALLY DEPARTING FREELY FROM US. | HAD NO WAY KNOWING 
WHETHER OR NOT THEY INTEND TO OR DO PROCEED HIS COUNTRY -- 

AS FAR AS WE KNOW, THEY FREE DO SO. PRESS REPORTS, INCLUDING 
PRESS REPORTS HIS COUNTRY, INDICATE SOME THEM GOING HIS 
COUNTRY.e WITH EXCEPTION SMALL GROUP AGAINST WHOM PREVENTIVE 
DEPARTURE ORDERS ISSUED, THAT ALWAYS BEEN CASE. !T NOW 

THE CASE WITHOUT EXCEPTION. 


120. | SAID IF IT INTENT HIS GOVERNMENT TO DENOUNCE OUR AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT SEPTEMBER 10, IT SHOULD BE CLEAR TO HIM THAT 
THERE WERE NO FACTS WITH REGARD US PERFORMANCE UNDER THAT 
ANNOUNCEMENT THAT COULD REMOTELY JUSTIFY SUCH ACTION. | 
SATISFIED THAT THIS WOULD BE RECOGNIZED BY ALL HONEST AND 
DISINTERESTED PERSONS EVERYWHERE. THAT WAS ALL- 


121. WANG SAID | TRYING HARD DEFEND US FAILURE CARRY OUT 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT RELATING RETURN CHINESE FROM US. NO 
AMOUNT ARGUMENT COULD ACHIEVE THAT PURPOSE. WHAT | SAID 
ORALLY NOT NECESSARILY REPRESENTS WHAT ACTUALLY BEING CARRIED 
OUT. FACT IS THEIR ATTENTION CONTINUALLY BEEN CALLED TO 
CASES CHINESE, NOT HAVING COMMITTED ANY OFFENSES IN US, 

YET UNABLE RETURN HOMELAND. THIS IS SITUATION WE NOW FACING. 


122. WANG SAID | HAD ENQUIRED AS TO WHAT CHINESE BEEN INTER- 
CEPTED BY INS AND WHICH CHINESE PRESENTED PASSPORTS TO INS. 
HE MIGHT MERELY REFER TO CASE OF LIAO, WHO NAMED. IN LIST 
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HE GAVE ME. THIS LIAO ONE OF CHINESE INTERCEPTED HALF WAY 
ON WAY HOME MAINLAND. 


— 123. I ASKED WAS THIS IN 1952? IF SO, PROBABLY CORRECT. 


124. WANG SAID I CORRECT ON INTERCEPTION 1952, BUT WHAT TOOK 
: PLACE IN 1952 ALSO INFLUENCED THINGS IN 1955. THEREFORE, 

' MIGHT REMIND ME TO INVESTIGATE ALL THESE CASES FIRST BEFORE 

t I ASKED QUESTIONS AS TO WHICH INTERCEPTED OR WHICH PRESENTED 
PASSPORTS TO INS. 


oe 


125. WANG SAID IF US AUTHORITIES HAVE IN FACT REFRAINED FROM 
OBSTRUCTING DEPARTURE THESE CHINESE, HE DID NOT SEE WHY 

THEIR ATTENTION REPEATEDLY BEEN CALLED TO CHINESE WHO DESIRE 
RETURN BUT UNABLE DO SO. AND HE ALSO AWAITING ACCOUNTING AS 
TO CHINESE IN US PRISONS. POINT IS, SINCE TWO SIDES ALREADY 
rh: REACHED AGREEMENT, DUTY BOTH IS TO FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENT 


126. I SAID EXACTLY. I STILL HAD TO SEE SINGLE CASE IN WHICH 
US HAS NOT DONE SON. 





127. WANG SAID BUT FACT IS PEOPLE DESIRE RETURN BUT HAVE 
NOT YET RETURNED. 


128. I SAID FACT IS THIRTEEN AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY UNABLE 
RETURN. THIS UNDISPUTED FACT. 


129. WANG SAID THIS WAS OPEN TO ALL AND QUITE CLEAR. HE 

MEANT CASES THESE 13 AMERICANS. OUTSIDE THESE THIRTEEN, 

MOST OF REST HAVE RETURNED. BUT AS FAR AS KNOWN HIS SIDE, 

MORE THAN THIRTEEN CHINESE TO DATE BEING PREVENTED DEPARTURE 
US. LATEST NUMBER HE HAD GIVEN ME 25. AND THEIR ATTENTION 
WOULD BE FURTHER CALLED TO MORE SUCH CASES. THIS ALSO SERVES 
DEMONSTRATE RESPECTIVE MANNER IN WHICH BOTH SIDES IMPLEMENTING 

‘ AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


of the United States 
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130. I SAID NEITHER THESE 25 OR ANY OTHER CHINESE BEING PREVENTED 
FROM LEAVING. IF THEY THOUGHT THEY WERE, ENTIRELY FREE COMMUNI- 
CATE WITH INDIAN EMBASSY. 
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131. WANG SAID IF ONLY THEY COULD FREELY EXPRESS THEIR 
OPINIONS IN THE US. HOWEVER, DID NOT SEE THAT THEY COULD 
FREELY EXPRESS THEIR DESIRE; FREEDOM EXPRESS DESIRE IN US 
NAS RESTRICTED. 


132. | SAKED IF HE MEANT anv THEY AFRAID WRITE OR TELEPHONE 
INDIAN EMBASSY. 


133. WANG SAID |T SEEMED EVEN SUCH FREEDOM EXTREMELY RESTRICTED. 
AND ONE MIGHT ASK WHY US REFUSES RESCIND REQUIREMENT ENTRY 
PERMITS TAIWAN. UNHAPPY EXPERIENCE MR. LIU SHOWED HOW CHINESE 
DESIRING RETURN DRIVEN TO MENTAL DISORDER. ALL THESE CASES 

SHOW THERE BEEN PRESSURE AND MENTAL THREAT AGAINST PEOPLE 

WHO DESIRE RETURN THEIR COUNTRY. 


134. | SAID THESE CASES SHOW NOTHING EXCEPT APPARENT DESIRE 
WANG'S GOVERNMENT, | DID NOT KNOW WHY, TO BUILD CASE AGAINST 
US ON THIS QUESTION WHICH FACTS SIMPLY WOULD NOT SUPPORT. 
ANYBODY WHO KNOWS ANYTHING AT ALL ABOUT US KNOWS FACTS WOULD 
NOT SUPPORT SUCH ALLEGATION. 


135. WANG SAID FACT IS PEOPLE DESIRING RETURN NOT ABLE DO 
SO. 


AGREEMENT |S BILATERAL SO CANNOT UNILATERALLY ASK CHINESE 
IMPLEMENT AGREEMENT WHILE NO ACTION OTHER COUNTRY PERMIT 
DEPARTURES OF CHINESE. US CONCERNED WITH ITS THIRTEEN MEN 

IN CHINA. WHY CANNOT CHINESE PEOPLE SHOW THEIR CONCERN FOR 
THEIR 25 CHINESE IN US, OR PERHAPS 250, 2500 CHINESE IN US? 
FACT HE FELT IT NECESSARY RAISE THESE CASES WITH ME WAS BECAUSE 
CHINESE PEOPLE WILL NOT TOLERATE EXISTING SITUATION. 


136. | SAID | HAD NO MORE TO SAY. 


137- WANG SAID HE HAD NO MORE ALSO. 


¢ 


138. | ASKED WAS HE AGREEABLE MEET NEXT THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 9? 


139. WANG SAID ALL RIGHT. 
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1. COVERAGE LIMITED TO FACTUAL STORIES AND EDITORIALS\ LOCAL 
CHINESE-LANGUAGE NEWSPAPERS BASED PRIMARILY ON US STAT 

NO SPECIFIC ATTENTION TO CHICOM JANUARY 24 REPLY, NO RADIO 
COVERAGE KNOWN, DEFINITELY NO NEWSREEL COVERAGE, VIETNAMESE 
PRESS COVERAGE OF ALL FOREIGN NEWS NOW REPORTEDLY RESTRICTED 
BY OFFICIAL CENSORS WHO ORDER CONCENTRATION ON DOMESTIC 
POLITICS (APPROACHING ELECTIONS), 


eee eae eee 


SUSE LAPP nc 
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2. EDITORIAL COMMENT, FOLLOWING GENERAL PATTERN OF CRITICIZING 
GENEVA AMBASSADORIAL TALKS, STEPPED UP DEMAND FOR BREAKING 

OFF NEGOTIATIONS, POINTED TO CHICOM "LACK GOOD FAITH" AS 
EVIDENCE CHINAT WARNINGS AGAINST NEGOTIATIONS HAD BEEN RIGHT 
ALL ALONG, MUST BE KEPT IN MIND IN THIS CONNECTION THAT CHINESE 
LEGATION HERE NOW REPORTEDLY EXERCISES VIRTUAL JOINT CENSORSHIP 
POWERS WITH VIETNAMESE GOVERNMENT OVER LOCAL CHINESE PRESS, 
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ORE oat 


of the United States 
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3. NO PUBLIC COMMENT BY VIETNAMESE OFFICIALS, ONLY AVAILABLE 
PRIVATE COMMENT THAT OF FONOFF POLITICAL AFFAIRS DIRECTOR 

LAM, WHO SAID AFTER CHICOM JANUARY 18 STATEMENT HE FOUND 
ACTION NOT SURPRISING, SUPPOSED IT MIGHT WELL MEAN END OF 
GENEVA TALKS, CHINESE OFFICIALS HERE FOLLOW "TOLD You SO" 

| INE, BUT SOME BUSINESSMEN (POSSIBLY IN HOPE BEING ASSURED 

TO CONTRARY) HAVE EXPRESSED VIEW DULLES-CHOU TALKS INEVITABLE, 
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) Guidance for February 9 meeting. 


1. Refer to return of Liu Yung-ming to mainland 4Hong Kong's 11%, < 


on 
Point out no restriction was imposed his retum to Communist China and 3 
1o") 





clear US carried ovt agreed announcement. Use information contained Hong Kqjg \ 
112 to Geneva showing 35 Chinese arrived Hong Kong January 31 en route ae 


EE 


Communist ChinasMention cumlative figure of 189 in this tategory since Jan.-1955. 
2. Continue stress failure implement Agreed Announcement. Regarding’)? — 


oe> 
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wu we Fee ve 


our own implementation reiterate there are no restrictions on departure | 


—se 
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of any Chinese; full circulation and publicity of amnouncement has been 


of the United States 
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made, and no report from Indian Embassy of any Chinese in US appealing to 
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it that they prevented from leaving. Regarding prisoners, would not discuss 


them specifically, fa OPT eSer reac acer ec rrrecs ser ores eer Free er vere 





LAY KKAPALKIAL Lay 
3. With respect to renunciation of force continue along lines of 
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your last presentation and also of our last public announcement. Point 
out that Communist argument really adds up to demand that US concede to. 


Commmists al) points in dispute 
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stead of~leaving them subject for 









eT eee eee 
- ° eS 7 
e *“*ge"% j * ©. 
* © - . 





7 
o- 
_ - 


—— 


Ore b 


eger/ikb 27/56 


Clearances. 


FE - Mr, Sebeld| 4 = CA - Mr. McCona 


/ 


= Oe a= x 
2 wart." comer FEB 7 WSERM. Hisham wD 
| 1145 Classification e 




















ties es 4 




















™ 


Page 2  _of telegram to_Amconsu) GENEVA PRIORITY ___ FOR JOHNSCW 





: ‘SECRET 


Classification 





discussion after renunciation of force has bem agreed to. Particularly 


1 we Ta 


point out that Commmists continue to insist that US concede that Taiwan 
and off-shore islands are Commmist territory when fact is that US position 
. is that they have never been Commmist territory and particularly that 
: Taiwan ceded to Japan by China was captured ky from Japan by forces under 
US orders and now lawfully administered and held by sovereign GRC, 

4. FYI It seems evident from Wang statement that Commmists are not 
willing to agree to an announcement that would reserve right of US self- — 
defense in area, Whether Commmists will break off talks because they | | 
now realize that US will not concede to their position, cannot be predictedy . 
but if they are determined to break on this point we cannot make concession 
of US rights to prevent bred&. However you are under no circumstances to 


break off talks but continue to argue our position with firmmess, 


of the United States 


5S. If break by Commmists comes you should give out statement at 


once that Communists have broken off talks because they cannot have their 





way in insisting |S give up right of self-defense against armed attack in 
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area, State we hold Commmists to Agreed Announcement on prisoners and hope to 
they will be promptly released, R gmark to Wang and publicly state that f * 


further commmications between Commmiste and US can be transmitted through 





Consulates in Geneva. Any further statement will come from Washington. 
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FROM JOHNSON Direction to DC/R ——— 


1. FOUR HOUR FIFTY MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING, NO PROGRESS 
WHATSOEVER, ONLY UNUSUAL DEVELOPMENT WANG TOOK TWENTY MINUTE 
RECESS IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING MY OPENING STATEMENT, ALTHOUGH 
| RECEIVED IMPRESSION THIS WAS FOR PURPOSE CONFERRING ON 
WHETHER MY OPENING STATEMENT FITTED IN WITH SOME CONTINGENT 
ACTION THEY HAD PLANNED, SUBSEQUENT DEVELOPMENTS IN MEETING 
GAVE NO INDICATION AS TO WHAT IT MIGHT HAVE BEEN, 


2. MY GENERAL IMPRESSION IS THAT WHILE NO SIGN WHATEVER ANY 


SHIFT THEIR POSITION, THREAT OF BREAK ON RENUNCIATION FORCE 
HAS SOMEWHAT RECEDED, 


of the United States 


Ae Aas TR i: 2 A OPP. 


996-72/S6°119 


3. HE WAS PREPARED OMIT ANY DISCUSSION IMPLEMENTATION TODAY 
BUT IN RESPONSE MY INITIATIVE AGAIN TOOK STRONG LINE ON LIU 
YUNG-MING, TAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS, LISTS OF CHINESE US PRISONS ,.: ¥/ 
ALLEGED US ATTEMPT FORCE APPLICATION FOR PERMANENT RESIDENCE, 
ETC, 
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4, BECAUSE OF SPRING FESTIVAL HE ASKED FOR NEXT MEETING 
FEB, 20 AND WHEN | HESITATED, SUGGESTED FEB, 18 WHICH 
| ACCEPTED, 


6561 2 aad 


5. DEPARTING FOR PRAGUE TOMORROW MORNING, 


. 2 
COWEN = 


CONF | DENT ! AL 









PERMANENT 
RECORD COPY ¢ This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 

















JNCOnING LELEGRAN Department of State 





~ 





45-B SECRET : 
Action Control: 5795 3 
FE Rec'd: FEBRUARY 10, 1956 YA 
FROM: GENEVA 2:31 A.M. by, 
Info 8 


RMR 10: Secretary of State 
Ss NO: 1476, FEBRUARY 9, 7 P.M. 


S®ji4 (2apuag M/INY 
PeUINjeYy aq ysnw juauNseg siyf 


aE RE 


LIMIT DISTRIBUTION a 


FROM JOHNSON 


AS SITUATION HAS DEVELOPED, BELIEVE THERE IS POSSIBILITY 
WANG MIGHT AGREE SOME FORMULA STATING US-PRC DISPUTES TO BE 
SETTLED "ONLY" BY PEACEFUL MEANS AND PRESERVING RIGHT OF 
"SELF-DEFENSE" BETWEEN US AND PRC IF DECLARATION BROKEN, 
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7a) 
= INCLUDING TAIWAN AREA. JUST POSSIBLE THEY MAY OFFER SOME 
2 ~~ AMENDMENT THIS REGARD. CLEAR THEY FEEL THAT ANY ACCEPTANCE 0) 
3 —*&BY _THEM OUR RIGHT "LO.LECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE" IN TAIWAN AREA - 
2 EXTENDS MEASURE OF RECOGNITION BY THEM TO LEGITIMACY GRC ~‘' 
5 ~~ WHICH THEY NOT WILLING ACCORD. DO NOT SEE ANY POSSIBILITY O 
@* THEIR RECEDING BEYOND THIS POSITION. N 
- ~ 
S WOULD APPRECIATE DEPARTMENT'S INSTRUCTIONS ON ATTITUDE | N 
SHOULD DOPT 1F THEY SHOULD OFFER ANY AMENDMENT ALONG LINES © 
FIRST ©’ NTENCE OR DEGREE TO WHICH | MIGHT DIRECT DISCUSSION oO 
IN THAT DIRECTION. 0). 
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L LIMIT DISTRIBUTION Date of Lcvson e& 
FROM JOHNSON re 2p 
Kaue of cziiccor? ——s a 5 
1. | OPENED 36TH MEETING WITH FOLLOWING PREPARED STATEMENTS —— op 
ON RENUNCIATION FORCE: - 
2 
A, 1N ANNOUNCEMENTS MADE BY OUR GOVERNMENTS LAST YEAR ON O 
JULY 25, PURPOSE OF OUR TALKS WAS SET FORTH VERY CLEARLY. ON 
( THAT PURPOSE WAS TWO-FOLD: TO AID IN SETTLING MATTER OF ~ 
. REPATRIATION CIVILIANS WHO DESIRED RETURN, AND TO FACILITATE N 
FURTHER DISCUSSIONS AND SETTLEMENT CERTAIN OTHER PRACTICAL © 
MATTERS AT ISSUE BETWEEN BOTH SIDES, on 
0) 
B. WHAT WERE THESE PRACTICAL MATTERS? WE EACH RECOGNIZED 
MOST IMPORTANT AND URGENT MATTER UNDER THIS CATEGORY WAS 
SITUATION TAIWAN AREA, HOWEVER, OUR RESPECTIVE APPROACHES 
TO PROBLEM WERE VERY DIFFERENT. AGAINST BACKGROUND OF CON- 
TINUED THREATS BY YOUR GOVERNMENT TO INITIATE HOSTILITIES 
IN AREA, YOU PROPOSED WE! IMMEDIATELY ABANDON THESE TALKS U 
AND THERE BE MEETING OFEFONMINS OUR TWO COUNTRIES TO DISCUSS > 


QUESTION. IN OTHER WORDS YOU WERE SUGGESTING US UNDERTAKE * 
NEGOTIATIONS WITH YOU AT THAT LEVEL UNDER CONTINUED OVER- 

, HANGING THREAT YOU WOULD RESORT TO HOSTILITIES IF AGREEMENT 
ENTIRELY SATISFACTORY TO YOU WAS NOT PROMPTLY REACHED, 
STATED ANOTHER WAY, YOU WERE ASKING SUCH NEGOTIATIONS BE 
CONDUCTED UNDER WHAT WAS IN EFFECT QDXEML(#) TIE ULTIMATUM, 


6c6l 2 2934 


C. US FOR ITS PART SUGGESTED APPROACH TO PROBLEM SHOULD 
BBE FIRST TO REMOVE THIS ASPECT BY MAKING CLEAR NEITHER SIDE 
INTENDED RESORT TO WAR ENFORCE ITS POINT VIEW, AND IN THAT 
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-2- 1479, FEBRUARY 9, 11 P.M. FROM GENEVA (SECTION 1 OF V1) 


ATMOSPHERE UNDERTAKE DISCUSSION OUR DIFFERENCES ONLY BY 


PEACEFUL MEANS AND ONLY TO SEEK THE!R FAIR AND EQUITABLE 
SOLUTION. 


D. THIS WAS PROPOSAL |! MADE OCTOBER 8 LAST YEAR, SO GRAVE 
WAS OVERHANGING THREAT BY ONE SIDE RESORT TO FORCE, PART- 
ICULARLY IN TAIWAN AREA, AS TO MAKE PEACEFUL AND CONSTRUCTIVE 
DISCUSSION IMPOSSIBLE, UNLESS THIS OVERHANGING THREAT WERE 
REMOVED, IN CIRCUMSTANCES, TO HAVE REJECTED THIS PROPOSITION 


WOULD HAVE BEEN ADMISSION OF LACK OF REAL DESIRE OR INTENT 
SETTLE OUR DISPUTES PEACEFULLY, 


E. | PROPOSED WHATEVER WAS SAID THIS REGARD BE FULLY 
RECIPROCAL; THAT IT APPLY WITH EQUAL FORCE BOTH PARTIES, 
NOT ASKING OF ONE PARTY ANY MORE THAN OF OTHER, AND ONLY 
REQUIRING OF BOTH PARTIES THEY DECLARE THEIR INTENTION 
SETTLE THEIR DISPUTES PEACEFULLY AND REFRAIN FROM THREAT 
RESORT TO FORCE ATTAIN THEIR POLICY OBJECTIVES, 


F,. | PROPOSED THIS BE EXPRESSLY APPLICABLE TO TAIWAN AREA, 
AS WELL AS ELSEWHERE. | FELT THEN, AS NOW, IF THREAT RESORT 


TO FORCE WERE REMOVED ELSEWHERE BUT ALLOWED REMAIN TAIWAN 


AREA, SUCH DECLARATION WOULD BE OF NO REAL PURPOSE, 


G, FINALLY, # PROPOSED DECLARATION MAKE CLEAR NEITHER SIDE 
WAS, BY SUBSCRIBING TO IT, PREJUDICING ITS INHERENT RIGHT 
SELF-DEFENSE. SINCE JANUARY 12 WE HAVE BEEN CONSIDERING 
EMENDED DRAFT, WHICH LIKE MY PREVIOUS DRAFTS, WAS CONSISTENT 
WITH ALL THESE PROPOSITIONS. AT QUR LAST MEETING YOU INDICATED 
YOU WERE PREPARED ACCEPT THIS DRAFT, WITH EXCEPTION OF LAST 

OF MY PROPOSITIONS, REFERENCE TO SELF-DEFENSE, 


H. YOU HAVE STATED IN OUR RECENT MEETINGS, AND YOUR GOVERNMENT 
HAS DECLARED PUBLICLY, IT DOES NOT OBJECT TO PRINCIPLE 
SELF-DEFENSE, EITHER INDIVIDUAL OR COLLECTIVE, | WiLL PASS 
OVER WITHOUT COMMENT GRUDGING MANNER IN WHICH THIS ADMISSION 
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MADE, RELUCTANCE PARTICULARLY SURPRISING IN COUNTRY WHIEH 
IS PARTY TO COLLECTIVE DEFENSE ARRANGEMENTS ITS OWN, AND 
WHICH EVEN NOW HAS TROOPS ON FOREIGN TERRITORY tN DEFIANCE 
UNITED NATIONS IN WHAT IT CLAIMS TO HAVE BEEN EXERCISE OF 
THIS VERY RIGHT. 


1, YOU HAVE STATED, AND YOUR GOVERNMENT HAS DECLARED PUBLICLY, 
YOUR ONLY OBJECTION 1S TO EXERCISE OF THIS RIGHT BY US IN 
TAIWAN AREA, | SHOULD LIKE TO ASK YOU FOR MOMENT TO CONSIDER 
SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE IN ITS PROPER CONTEXT. THAT IS, IN ITS 
RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PROPOSITIONS EMBODIED IN OUR DECLARA-} 
TION, THIS RELATIONSHIP IS, | THINK, PERFECTLY CLEAR IN 

MY AMENDED DRAFT JANUARY 12. 


J. TAKEN IN CONTEXT, IMPLICATION OF SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE IS 
CLEARLY CONTINGENT. WHAT IT SAYS IN EFFECT, IS THIS: UF 
EITHER PARTY SHOULD, IN VIOLATION OF THIS DECLARATION 
INITIATE HOSTILITIES, OR IF EITHER PARTY SHOULD BE ATTACKED 
BY ANY OTHER PARTY, THEN PARTY WHICH HAS BEEN ATTACKED MAY 
DEFEND ITSELF. 


K. THUS PLACED IN CONTEXT, WHICH IS ONLY WAY IN WHICH I 

HAVE ASKED YOU ACCEPT IT, SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE NOT ONLY DOES 
NOT CONFLICT WITH OTHER PROPOSITIONS EMBODIED IN PROPOSED 
DECLARAT {ON} NLPWACQCMNY (#) CORROLLARY AND SUPPLEMENT TO 
THESE OTHER PROPOSITIONS, !T IS COMPLATELY RECIPROCAL, 

IT 1S APPLICABLE, WITH COMPLETE RECIPROCITY, TO TAIWAN AREA, 


}. FRANKLY, MR. AMBASSADOR, IF WE TAKE SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE 

IN ITS PROPER CONTEXT, ! SEE ONLY ONE THING WHICH COULD RENDER 

IT OBJECTIONABLE, !T WOULD BE OBJECTIONABLE, CERTAINLY, 

IF ONE SIDE WERE ENTERING INTO DECLARATION WITH\FALSE INTENTION 
OF NEVERTHELESS INITIATING USE HOSTIL TIES. IT WOULD BE 
OBJECTIONABLE, CERTAINLY, FROM POINT VIEW BY OF WHICHEVER 

SIDE WAS INSINCERE RENOUNCING USE FORCE TO SETTLE OUR DIFFERENCES, 


M. | AM RELUCTANT BELIEVE ALL DURING FOUR LONG MONTHS WE 
HAVE SPENT DISCUSSING THIS PROPOSITION THERE HAS NOT BEEN 
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ANY REAL INTENT ON PART YOUR GOVERNMENT TO TAKE THIS FIRST 
AND ESSENTIAL STEP TOWARD FINDING GENUINELY PEACEFUL SOLUTION 
OUR DIFFERENCES, | AM RELUCTANT BELIEVE YOU HAVE ALL ALONG 
BEEN CONTEMPLATING DECLARATION THAT WOULD NOT HAVE BEEN 
REUNIEICATION-FORCE’*AT ALL, BUT RATHER ONLY PIOUS REPETITION 
IN BILATERAL FORM OF HOPE THAT OUR TWO COUNTRIES MIGHT 

SETTLE THEIR DIFFERENCES PEACEFULLY, WAS THAT HOPE NOT ALREADY 
IMPLICIT IN AGREEMENT BOTH SIDES TO HOLD THESE TALKS? 


WAS IT NOT OUR PURPOSE IN THESE TALKS PROGRESS FROM HOPE 
TO REALIZATION OF HOPE? 


N. AS | SAY, MR. AMBASSADOR, | AM TRULY RELUCTANT BELIEVE 
YOUR OBJECTIVE IN THESE DISCUSSIONS HAS BEEN, NOT TO CARRY 


US FORWARD, BUT TO TAKE US BACK TO JULY 25 LAST YEAR OR 
EVEN PRIOR THAT TIME, 


O, | AM LEFT, HOWEVER, WITH JUST TWO ALTERNATIVE CONCLUSIONS, 
FIRST IS, AS | HAVE PREVIOUSLY POINTED OUT, YOUR POSITION 
CONSTITUTES DEMAND THAT IN NEGOTIATING THIS DECLARATION, 

US CONCEDE TO YOU ALL POINTS IN DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA, 
RATHER THAN PROPERLY LEAVING THEM FOR DISCUSSION FOLLOWING 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN US TO DECLARE WE WILL NOT RESORT FORCE 
SSETTLE THOSE DISPUTES, SECOND, IS THAT YOUR OBJECTION TO 
SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE ARISES FROM FACT THAT YOU VIEW IT IN 
DIFFERENT CONTEXT FROM ONE IN WHICH IT WAS INTENDED TO BE 

SEEN . | HAVE TRIED MAKE IT CLEAR, IN ITS INTENDED CONTEXT, 
SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE IMPLIES NO MORE NOR LESS THAN THIS UTTERLY 
REASONABLE PROPOSITION: IF EITHER PARTY SHOULD IN VIOLATION 
OF DECLARATION INITIATE HOSTILITIES, THEN OTHER PARTY MAY 
DEFEND 1TSELF. ! AM UNABLE SUGGEST ANY 35534 2-Y IN WHICH 

THAT CAN BE SET FORTH THAN IN MY AMENDED DRAFT JANUARY 12, 

\F YOU HAVE OTHER SUGGESTIONS | SHALL BE GLAD HEAR THEM, 


2. WANG SAID HE HAD DIFFICULTY UNDERSTANDING MY STATEMENT 
AND.ATS INTERPRETATION, WOULD LIKE RETIRE WITH ASSISTANTS 
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TO ANOTHER ROOM TO CHECK NOTES, | AGREED, WANG AND ASSISTANTS 
WERE OUT OF ROOM FROM 10:36 TO 10:55. 


3. ON HIS RETURN, WANG SAID HE HAD SPENT FEW MINUTES CHECK- 
ING NOTES WITH INTERPRETATION OF STATEMENT | HAD MADE THIS 
MORNING, HE AGREED THAT WE HOLDING THESE TALKS IN ORDER 
SETTLE MORE IMPORTANT AND URGENT DISPUTE NOW EXISTING 
BETWEEN CHINA! AND US. 


4. WANG SAID TitEY HAD ALWAYS HELD HOPE DISPUTE BETWEEN TWO 
COUNTRIES MIGHT Be SETTLED PEACEFULLY WITHOUT USE FORCE, 

AT SAME TIME THEY FAD HOPED THAT AMBASSADORIAL LEVEL TALKS 
MIGHT ACHIEVE RESULTS THEY CALLED UPON TO ACHIEVE, HOWEVER, 
WITH RELUCTANCE HE HAD TO SAY THEY DISAPPOINTED EVERY TIME, 
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C 5 WANG SAID THIS BEEN CAUSED BY RIGID ATTITUDE ON PART US 
L GOVERNMENT WHICH DELAYING PROGRESS AND SUCCESS TALKS, 

WE FIND SELVES AT MOMENT STILL CONFRONTED WITH MOST URGENT 

AND GRAVE DISPUTE UNSETTLED BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES, 

FOR INSTANCE, SITUATION EXACTLY SO WITH REGARD TO NEGOTIA- 

TIONS ON DECLARATION BETWEEN BOTH SIDES, AS RESULT CONTINUED 

US PERSISTENCE IN WHAT IT TERMS 


US RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, WHICH GREATEST C&STACLE 
IN TALKS, 





6. WANG SAID, AS HE HAD SAID OVER AND OVER AGAIN US HAS NO 
RIGHT AT ALL CLAIM RIGHT SFLF~DEFENSE TAIWAN AREA, HE NOTED 
THAT !N MY STATEMENT THIS MORNING | AGAIN TRYING JUSTIFY 
POSITION US WITH REGARD SELF-DEFENSE TAIWAN AREA, | HAD 
AGAIN TRIED DEFEND THAT POSITION WITH ALL SORTS ARGUMENTS, 


| WAS ALLEGING THAT SO-CALLED SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE WAS CORROL- 
LARY AND SUPPLEMENT TO STATEMENT, 


7» WANG SAID ACTUALLY US IS TRYING TO MAKE CHINA ACCEPT, 
BY MEANS THIS SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE, US OCCUPATION TAIWAN 
AS LEGAL AND COMPEL CHINA ACCEPT US PREREQUISITE, 


8. WA’: SAID | HAD ALSO STATED THAT THIS CLAUSE ON SELF- 
, DEFENSE APPLIED EQUALLY BOTH SIDES, HOWEVER, SELF—~DEFENSE 


CLAUSE, INSTEAD BEING APPLICABLE BOTH PARTIES EQUALLY ONLY 
APPLIES IN FAVOR US, 


9. WANG ASKED WHETHER US COULD POSSIBLY CLAIM RIGHT SELF- 
DEFENSE ON FOREIGN TERRITORY, PRESENT SITUATION COULD NOT 


BE INTERPRETED 


REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
net ans we COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 





PROHIBITED 
PERMANENT | 
RECORD COPY e This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 








CONF | DENT | AL 


-2- 1479, FEBRUARY 9, 11 P.M, (SECTION TWO OF SEVEN), FROM GENEVA, 


BE INTERPRETED AS CHINESE FORCES BEING SENT AMERICAN TERRITORY 
TO CLAIM SELF-DEFENSE THERE THEREFORE THEY COULD NOT ACCEPT 
MY STATEMENT THIS CLAUSE APPLICABLE BOTH PARTIES, 





10. WANG SAID IT NO ONE ELSE BUT CHINA WHICH HAD PROPER 
RIGHT CLAIM SELF-DEFENSE ON OWN TERRITORY, ANY OTHER FOREIGN 
COUNTRY HAS ABSOLUTELY NO RIGHT SPEAK OF SELF-DEFENSE ON 
CHINESE TERRITORY, 


11. WANG SAID FURTHERMORE | HAD MADE VARIOUS CHARGES WHICH 
REVERSED RIGHT AND WRONG, SUCH AS MY USE TERM "WARLIKE ULTIMATUM 


AND MY ATTRIBUTION THIS TO CHINA, AND SUCH WORDS AS"OVERHANG|ING 
THREAT OF FORCE", 


( 12. WANG SAID IT NO ONE ELSE BUT US WHICH THREATENING OTHER 

" COUNTRIES BY OCCUPYING THEIR TERRITORY, REMARKS MADE BY MR DULLES 
RECENTLY ACTUALLY SUCH THREATS AS | HAD DESCRIBED, CHINESE PEOPLE 
NEVER GOING BE FRIGHTENED BY SUCH THREAT AND WOULD NEVER BE 
BROUGHT INTO SUBMISSION BY THREATS, CHINESE PEOPLE WANT EXERCISE 
OWN SOVEREIGN RIGHT AND WANT REMOVE ALL THREATS AGAINST THEM, 
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132 WANG SAID HE ALSO NOTED THAT | SAID CHINESE FORCES IN 
FOREIGN LAND IN DEFIANCE UN, ACTUALLY CHINESE PEOPLE WERE RISING 
IN OPPOSITION TO AGGRESSIVE FORCES HEADED BY US IN GROSS ABUSE 
NAME OF UN, FORCES WHICH THREATENING SECURITY CHINA, 


14, WANG ASKED WHOSE FORCES FIRST GONE TO KOREA, IF HAD 
NOT BEEN FOR US ARMED AGGRESSION IN ATTEMPT THREATEN SECURITY 
CHINA, CHINESE PEOPLE WOULD NOT HAVE EXERCISED RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE, 


15e WANG SAID NEXT HE NOTED | HAD SAID THAT DRAFT HE PRE- 
SENTED ON DECEMBER ONE REPRESENTED RETROGRESSION, HE COULD NOT 


ACCEPT MY 
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ACCEPT MY STATEMENT THIS REGARD, HIS DRAFT OF DEC ONE EXACTLY 
GREAT CONTRIBUTION TOWARDS MAKING DECLARATION, HIS DECEMBER ONE 
DRAFT DID NOT CONTAIN ANYTHING WHICH NOT ACCEPTABLE TO EITHER OF 
TWO SIDES, 


: 
| 


16. READING NOW FROM PREPARED STATEMENT, WANG CONTINUED 
THAT AS US ALREADY USED FORCE IN TAIWAN AREA, ANY ANNOUNCEMENT 
BY BOTH SIDES ON NON-EMPLOYMENT FORCE MUST NECESSARILY LEAD TO 
SOLUTION OF NEXT STEP, IT EXACTLY WITH THIS IN MIND THAT HIS 
DRAFT PROVIDED FOR CONTINUATION OF TALKS TO SEEK PRACTICAL AND 
FEASIBLE MEANS FOR SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES, 


17. WANG SAID HIS SIDE FIRMLY OF OPINION CONFERENCE OF 

FOREIGN MINISTERS SHOULD BE HELD SETTLE BY NEGOTIATION QUESTION 

OF TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA, TH!S NOT WHAT {| HAD SAID THIS MORN 

ING, THAT THEY WANTED STOP PRESENT TALKS IN FAVOR OF HOLDING 

FONMIN CONFERENCE, THEY HAD NEVER ADVANCED ANY SUGGESTION ALONG 

THAT LINE OR MADE ANY SUGGESTION OF STOPPING PRESENT TALKS, AND 

IMMEDIATELY HOLDING FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE, THEY HAD ONLY 

| SAID THAT HOLDING CONFERENCE AT FOREIGN MINISTERS LEVEL 1S NATURAL 
OUTCOME OF AMBASSADORIAL TALKS, 


— 
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18, WANG SAID HOWEVER THEIR SIDE HAD NOT ADVANCED IN THEIR 
| DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT ANY PREREQUISITE, NOR HAD IT IN DRAFT ANNOUNCE} 
, MENT DEMANDED THAT MY SIDE ACCEPT ANY ViEWS WHICH NOT ACCEPTABLE, 
- _ ON CONTRARY, IT US SIDE WHICH DEMANDED PRC SIDE ACCEPT IN DRAFT 
ANNOUNCEMENT SO-CALLED RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE ON CHINAS TERRITORY 
TAIWAN, ee 


19, WANG SAID ON NUMBER OCIASIONS IN PREVIOUS MEETINGS 
| EVEN REPEATEDLY ALLEGED THAT US HOLDING ONTO TAIWAN PURELY 


FOR SELF~DEFENSE 
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FOR SELF-DEFENSE AND THAT HOLDING US FORCES IN TAIWAN ENTIRELY 

IN CONFORMITY WITH ARRANGEMENTS OF COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE, 

THESE REMARKS SERVE CONFIRM THAT WHAT | HAD WANTED WITH INSERTION 
SO CALLED RIGHT SELF~DEFENSE WAS THAT PRC SIDE RECOGNIZE STATUS @.'° 
OF AMERICAN SEIZURE TAIWAN AS WELL AS US~CHIANG TREATY, HOW 

COULD THIS BE EXPLAINED A WAY AS NOT REQUIRING PRC SIDE RENOUNCE 
ITS POSITION? | , 


20. WANG SAID AT LAST MEETING | HAD STATED AND AGAIN HAD 

MADE SIMILAR STATEMENT THIS MORNING, THAT | WILLING LISTEN ANY 
SUGGESTIONS THAT WOULD MEET PRORLEM THAT WOULD BE PRODUCED FOR 
MY GOVT IF CLAUSE ON SELF-DEFENSE WERE SIMPLY WITHDRAWN, 


21. WANG SAID IF US POSITION INDEED AS | HAD PUT IT, AS 

NOT DESIRING PREJUDICE POSITION OR VIEWS EITHER SIDE, THEN THEIR 
DRAFT EXACTLY ON THAT LINE, AS IT DOES NOT CONTAIN ANY 
PREREQUISITE NOR DOES IT REQUIRE SUBMISSION OF EITHER SIDE, 

IF, HOWEVER, POSSITION IS TO REQUIRE THEIR SIDE ACCORD RECOGNITION 
TO AMERICAN SEIZURE TAIWAN AS WELL AS US-CHIANG TREATY AND 

ACCEPT AMERICAN AGGRESSIVE ACTS AS LEGAL, THEN US MUST GIVE 

UP THIS POSITION, AS IT WOULD REQUIRE SUBMISSION THEIR SIDE, AND 
WOULD DEPRIVE CONTINUATION OF TALKS OF ALL MEANING, 


22. WANG SAID | HAD REPEATEDLY STATED THAT | WILLING LISTEN 

ANY SUGGESTION THEIR SIDE MIGHT HAVE; THEIR SUGGESTION VERY S!MPLE 
AND STRAIGHTFORWARDs: THEIR DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT OF DECEMBER ONE 

LAST YEAR IS PROPOSAL ACCEPTABLE TO EITHER SIDE, IF THERE REAL 
INTENT MAKE SUCH ANNOUNCEMENT, HE FAILED SEE ANY REASON WHY WE 
COULD NOT REACH AGREEMENT ON DRAFT OF THEIR SIDE OF DECEMBER ONE, 


23. $||' REPLIED IT SEEMED ME THAT WE FACED SOMEWHAT SAME 
PROBLEM WHICH | HAD OFTEN DISCUSSED AND DID NOT INTEND BELABOR 


THIS MORNING, 
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THIS MORNING, THAT IS, WHETHER OUR OBJECTIVE HERE !S TO MOMENT- 
ARILY GIVE WORLD SURFACE APPEARANCE OF AGREEMENT, BUT IN FACT, 
BECAUSE LACK OF MEETING OF MiNDS, THERE WOULD BE NO AGREEMENT, 
| DID NOT CONCEIVE THIS TO BE REAL PURPOSE AND DID NOT BLE!EVE 
IT WOULD REALLY CONTRIBUTE ANYTHING TO SITUATION TO FOLLOW SUCH: 


COURSE, IN FACT, SEEMED ME THAT IN END IT COULD ONLY BE COUNTER-~ 
PRODUCTIVE, 


24. | SAID QUESTION BETWEEN US OF MOST FUNDAMENTAL NATURE 

WAS WHETHER EITHER SIDE INTENDS INITIATE HOSTILITIES IN TAIWAN 
AREA IN ATTEMPT SETTLE OUR DISPUTE THERE IN THAT MANNER, 

WE REALLY RENOUNCE ALL APPEAL TO FORCE SETTLE THAT DISPUTE, 


252 %|| SAIO | HAD CAREFULLY ATTEMPTED AVOID DISCUSSION SUB- 
STANCE THIS DISPUTE ITSELF AT THIS STAGE, WANG HAD IN PAST AND 
AGAIN THIS MORN!NG, AND HIS GOVT HAD IN ITS PUBLIC STATEMENTS, 
iT SEEMED TO ME, CONTINUED CONFUSE THIS QUESTION OF SUBSTANCE 
OUR DISPUTE AND QUESTION OF AGREEING SIMPLY THAT WE WOULD NOT 


USE FORCE SETTLE THIS DISPUTE, NEITHER ONE OF US QUESTIONED FACT 
THERE 1S DISPUTE THERE, 


26. | SAID WANG HAD OFTEN SET FORTH HIS POSITION RE SUBSTANCE 
THAT DISPUTE, AS | HAD SAID LAST MEETING, | DID NOT DiSPUTE 
HIS RIGHT HOLD THOSE VIEWS AND ABOCATE THEM BY ALL PEACEFUL MEANS, 


HE WELL KNEW | OPPOSED THOSE VIEWS BUT | NOT TRYING FORCE MY 
OPINIONS ON HIM AT THIS STAGE, 


GOWEN 
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27. | SAID WANG WELL KNEW IT POSITION MY GOVT THAT TAIWAN 

AND QFF-SHORE ISLANDS WE HAD JUST BEEN DISCUSSING NOT THEIR 
TERRITORY AND NEVER BEEN THEIR TERRITORY. | WAS NOT ASKING WANG 
ACCEPT THAT VIEW. HOWEVER, APPEARED TO ME, AT THIS STAGE IN 
DISCUSSING THIS DECLARATION, WANG WAS CONTINUING INSIST MY GOVT 
CONCEDE TO THEIR VIEW ON THAT MATTER. 





28. | SAID VIEW MY GOVT IS TAIWAN, WHICH CEDED TO JAPAN 

BY CHINA, WAS SURRENDERED BY JAPAN 1945 UNDER ORDERS SCAP AND 

THAT 1T NOW LAWFULLY ADMINISTERED AND HELD BY GRC WHICH SOVEREIGN 
GOVT. IT 1S WITH THAT GOVT THAT US HAS TREATY RCLATIONSHIPS 

AND OBLIGATIONS. HOWEVER, THIS ALL CONCERNS SUBSTANCE OUR DISPUTE. 


29. | SAID POSITION HE TAKING SEEMED ME REQUIRED US IN 

EFFECT TO SAY IT HAS NO RIGHTS IN TAIWAN AREA AND TO ABANDON ITS 
POSITION WITH REGARD TO OUR DISPUTE. AS HE HAD AGAIN SAID THIS 
MORNING, HE LOOKED UPON DECLARATION WE DISCUSSING AS OF NECESSITY 
LEADING TO, IF 1! UNDERSTOOD CORRECTLY, ABANDONMENT BY US OF ITS 
POSITION. | THINK IT ENTIRELY WRONG TO REGARD THIS DECLARATION 
AS "LEADING TO" ABANDONMENT ITS POSITION BY EITHER SIDE. 


30. | SAID WHAT IT SHOULD LEAD TO IS ESTABLISHMENT OF 
CONDITIONS UNDER WHICH SOLUTION OF THESE DIFFICULTIES BY 
PEACEFUL MEANS CAN BE ACHIEVED. IT NOT PROPER TO REGARD THIS 
DECLARATION AS OF ITSELF EFFECTIVE SOLUTION OF THESE DISPUTES. 


31. | SAID AS | POINTED OUT THIS MORNING, IT HARD FOR ME TO 
RECONCILE HIS OBJECTION TO SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE WITH GENUINE INTENT 
NOT TO USE FORCE TO SETTLE OUR DISPUTES. IF BOTH SIDES SAY THEY 


WILL NOT 
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WiLL NOT USE FORCE TO SETTLE THEIR DISPUTES AND GENUINELY CARRY 
THAT OUT, THERE WOULD BE NO NEED TO CALL INTO OPERATICN PY EITHER 
SIDE OF THE SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE. IT WOULD ONLY BE IF ONE PARTY 
DID NOT CARRY OUT STATEMENT IT HAD MADE REGARDING NOT US'NG FORCE 
THE SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE WOULD BECOME OPERATIVE. THERTI onc, IF 
HIS GOVT REALLY INTENDS TO DECLARE THAT ONLY PEACEFUL MLANS WIii 


BE USED IN SETTLEMENT OF OUR DISPUTE, IT CAN HAVE NO OBJECTION 
TO SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE. 


32. | SAID | SHARED HIS CONCERN OVER TIME WE HAD SPENT STILL 
WITHOUT SETTLING THESE PROBLEMS BETWEEN US. 1! CERTAINLY HAVE NOT 
TAKEN ANY RIGID ATTITUDE ON THIS QUESTION. | SIMPLY TRYING MAKE 
CERTAIN THAT WE THOROUGHLY UNDERSTAND EACH OTHER. IF THERE COULD 
BE REAL UNDERSTANDING AND AGREEMENT REGARD TO THIS QUESTION OF 
USE OF FORCE WITHOUT RESERVATIONS, WE COULD HAVE LONG AGO HAVE 
SAID SO AND PROCEEDED TO DISCUSSION THOSE OTHER MATTERS. I CON- 
TINUE HOPE THAT IT WILL BE POSSIBLE FOR US DO SO. 


33. | SAID, HOWEVER SEEMED BE THAT WE STILL FACED WITH 

LACK REAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN US ON THIS SUBJECT. JI STILL IN DOUBT 
WHETHER HIS GOVT AGREES THAT ONLY PEACEFUL MEANS WILL BE USED 

IN SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN US. IF 1! WRONG, HOPE HE WILL 
CORRECT ME. 


34. WANG SAID THEY HAD ALWAYS HELD THAT WE SHOULD EMPLOY 
PEACEFUL MEANS AND BY MEANS NEGOTIATIONS SHOULD SETTLE SINO-US 
DISPUTES IN TAIWAN AREA. IF NOT BEEN FOR PURPOSE PEACEFULLY 
SETTLING THESE DISPUTES, HE WOULD NOT HAVE BEEN SITTING WITH ME 
AND ENGAGING IN THESE TALKS. 


35. WANG SAID POSITION HIS SIDE ON SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES 
IN TAIWAN AREA HAS BEEN MADE CLEAR REPEATEDLY. THEIR POSITION 
IS LIBERATION OF TAIWAN AND EXERCISE OF THEIR OWN SOVEREIGN RIGHTS. 


36. WANG SAID | HAD SET FORTH VIEWS OF US GOVT IN THIS RESPECT. 

HE SHOCKED RY MY STATEMENT, WHICH SEEMED EXTREMELY ABSURD 

AND WHICH ENTIRELY DISTORTS HISTORY ON QUESTION OF TAIWAN. | 

HAD STATED THAT TAIWAN AND OFFSHORE ISLANDS HAVE NEVER BEEN PART 

OF CHINESE TERRITORY. THIS ENTIRELY A SELF CONTRADICTORY STATEMENT. 


37. WANG 
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37. WANG SAID HE UNDERSTANDS THAT IN US THERE ARE TWO 

PARTIES IN POLITICS. BUT EXISTENCE OF DIFFERENT PARTIES IN ANY 

STATE DOES NOT REPRESENT EXISTENCE DIFFERENT GOVERNMENTS WITHIN 
| THAT STATE. WHAT BEEN DONE BY REPUBLICAN OR DEMOCRATIC PARTIES 

CANNOT BE ARGUED AWAY AS NOT DONE BY US. 


38. WANG SAID AS MATTER HISTORY, TAIWAN AND OFFSHORE ISLANDS 
BELONGED CHINA AND BEEN PART CHINESE TERRITORY LONG BEFORE US 
EMERGED AS A STATE. CHINESE ISLAND OF TAIWAN HAS BEEN SUBJECTED 
NUMBER TIMES IN HISTORY TO OCCUPATION BY FOREIGN IMPERIALISTS. 
HOWEVER, ALL THOSE IMPERIALIST OCCUPATIONS CHINESE ISLAND OF TAIWAN 
HAVE ALWAYS ENDED EVENTUALLY IN DOWNFALL IMPERIALIST RULE AND 

' TAIWAN ALWAYS RETURNED TO ARMS OF CHINA, IT HIGHLY INSULTING TO 


CHINESE PEOPLE TO CLAIM THAT TAIWAN AND OFFSHORE ISLANDS NOT BELONG 
CHINA. 


39. WANG SAID !T SERVED NO PURPOSE IN THIS CONFERENCE ROOM 
C TO REITERATE SUCH CLAIMS. ON THEIR PART, THEY NEVER HAD ASSERTED 
NEW YORK NOT PART US TERRITORY. NOR ASSERTED US OF TODAY STILL 


BRITISH COLONY. THEY NOT THINK ANY SUCH ASSERTIONS WOULD SERVE 
ANY USEFUL PURPOSE. 
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40. WANG SAID | HAD ALSO SET FORTH POSITION US AS HAVING 

| SO-CALLED TREATY RELATIONS WITH CHIANG KAI-SHEK REGIME. AS HE 
REPEATEDLY HAD POINTED OUT, REGIME CHIANG KAI-SHEK LONG BEEN 
OVERTHROWN BY CHINESE PEOPLE, LONG BEEN DISCARDED BY CHINESE 
PEOPLE, AND !T HAD NO RIGHT SIGN ANY TREATY WITH ANY FOREIGN 
COUNTRY. ALL SUCH EXCUSES WITH REGARD TREATY OBLIGATIONS TOWARD 
REGIME CHIANG KAI-SHEK WERE NO MORE THAN VAIN ATTEMPTS ARGUE AWAY 
UNTENABLE POSITION OF OCCUPATION BY US OF TAIWAN, WHICH CHINESE 
TERRITORY. THIS SITUATION WHICH NOW FACING REMINDS THEM OF WHAT 
JAPANESE IMPERIALISTS HAD DONE IN ASSERTING THEY HAD TREATY RE- 


LATIONS WITH PUPPET REGIME IN MANCHUKUO AND WITH PUPPET REGIME 
WANG CH!NG-WE!. 
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41. WANG SAID SUCH TREATY RELATIONSHIPS HAVE NEVER BEEN 
RECOGNIZED BY CHINESE PEOPLE AND TO INSIST IN SUCH RECOGNITION 
1S GREATEST FARCE IN EYES PEOPLE WORLD. NEITHER PUPPET Pu YI 
OR TRAITOR WANG CHING-WE! IN PAST, NOR CHIANG KAI-SHEK REGIME 


OF TODAY, 
CONF IDENT 1 AL 











Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 











———_ ~~ —- +Oe. ame - 
- ——_ 
“~ 
/ 





CONF IDENT! AL 


-4- 1479, FEBRUARY 9, 11 P.M. (SECTION THREE OF SEVEN) FROM 
GENEVA 


OF TODAY, CAN EVER BE CONSIDERED AS A STATE. US ATTEMPT TO 
JUSTIFY OCCUPATION OF TAIWAN BY EXCUSES OF HAVING TREATY RELATIONS 


WITH CHIANG KAI-SHEK REGIME !S SOMETHING LIKE DROWNING MAN GRASP- 
ING AT STRAWS. 


42. WANG SAID | HAD STATED THAT MAKING OF DECLARATION WOULD 

LEAD TO ABANDONMENT OF US POSITION. AS HE HAD INDICATED ABOVE, 
SUCH POSITION OF US CANNOT BE CONSIDERED AS PROPER POSITION AT ALL. 
WANG ASKED IF WE COULD FIND ANY CLAUSE IN UN CHARTER AS JUSTIFYING 
ONE COUNTRY'S SEIZING TERRITORY OF ANOTHER COUNTRY? 


43. WANG SAID THEIR POSITION AS HE HAD SAID HAD ALWAYS 

BEEN THAT WE, IN ATMOSPHERE OF CALM AND PEACEFUL DISCUSSION, AND 
WITHOUT HOSTILITIES, AND WITH CONCILIATORY ATTITUDE, SHOULD BOTH 
SIDES TOGETHER TRY REACH SOLUTION. IF WE SHOULD DEMONSTRATE ILL 
FEELING THESE TALKS, DID NOT SEE HOW We COULD SUCCEED. 


44. =WANG SAID | MIGHT RECALL THAT PROPOSAL FOR MAKING SUCH 
DECLARATION MADE BY US, NOT BY THEIR SIDE. AND THEY ACCEPTED 
THIS PROPOSAL OF US AND AGREED WITH NECESSITY FOR MAKING SUCH 
DECLARATION. THEY ALSO RECOGNIZED THAT MAKING OF SUCH DECLARATION 
WOULD BE USEFUL. 1T WOULD BE USEFUL IN THAT IT WOULD DEMONSTRATE 
TO WORLD THAT TWO OF US, CHINA AND US, DETERMINED SETTLE DISPUTES 
PEACEFULLY WITHOUT RESORT HOSTILITIES; SUCH DECLARATION NOT ONLY 


CONFORMS TO INTERESTS BOTH PEOPLES BUT ALSO MEETS ASPIRATIONS OF 
PEOPLE WORLD. 


45. WANG SAIC WE HOWEVER FACED WITH TREMENDOUS DIFFICULTIES 
ON OUR WAY TO MAKING SUCH DECLARATION. THIS IS FACT WE HAVE BOTH 
RECOGNIZED. MIGHT BE ASKED, WHEREIN LIE OUR DIFFICULTIES? 


46. WANG SAID NOW DIFFICULTY WE FACING IS THAT OF US PER- 
SISTENCE INSISTING INCLUSION CLAUSE CALLED US RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE 
IN TAIWAN AREA IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. HIS VIEWS REGARD THIS 
MATTER SET FORTH OVER AND OVER AGAIN AND HE NOT ABLE ENUMERATE 
HOW OFTEN HE HAD SET FORTH SUCH VIEWS. MIGHT BE ASKED IF WE 
SHOULD NOT TRY OVERCOME THIS DIFFICULTY. ON THEIR PART, THEY 
ALWAYS MAINTAINED POSITION WE SHOULD OVERCOME THIS DIFFICULTY 

WE FACING AND MAKE PROGRESS IN TALKS. WE SHOULD NOT GIVE UP 


EFFORTS ADVANCE 
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EFFORTS ADVANCE TALKS IN FACE DIFFICULTY WE FACING. QUESTION 
REMAINS 1S HOW SHALL WE OVERCOME THIS DIFFICULTY? 


47. WANG SAID IN HIS OPINION, TWO ESSENTIAL POINTS WILL 

HELP US IN OUR EFFORTS. FIRST, EACH OF US SHOULD SHOW SPIRIT 

CONCILIATION; THAT 1S, MAKE JOINT EFFORTS. WITHOUT SPIRIT MUTUAL 

CONCLUSION AND MUTUAL CONCILIATION, NO AGREEMENT CAN BE REACHED. 
GOWEN 


VH 
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ss me _ 
» | SP 48, WANG SAID | WOULD RECALL THAT OCT 27 ORIGINAL DRAFT. ——— 
E C THEIR SIDE CONTAINED THREE PARAS, FIRST TWO QUOTING CLAUSES UN 
= L CHARTER AND LAST CLAUSE DEALING WITH FONMIN CONFERENCE BY TWO 
@ COUNTRIES, AFTERWARDS, | HAD ADVANCED OBJECTIONS TO CERTAIN 
> RESPECTS THIS DRAFT, AFTER | EXPRESSED OBJECTIONS, THEIR SIDE 
= | MADE TREMENDOUS EFFORTS AND CONCESSIONS AND FINALLY PUT FORWARD 
cu | AMENDED DRAFT OF DEC, 1, WHICH AMENDED SOME OF WORDING THEIR 
we a ORIGINAL DRAFT, THIS EFFORT WAS MADE TO MEET MY POINTS, 
Ho | HOWEVER, ALL US PROPOSALS -- WHETHER OUR PROPOSAL OCT 8, 
Sau OR DRAFT NOV 10, OR JAN 2 DRAFT AMENDMENTS == HAVE PERSISTED IN 
Se INCLUS|ON SO-CALLED SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE, 
oD > 
Ss : 4g, WANG SAID BY COMPARING OUR RESPECTIVE DRAFTS, CAN BE 
a SEEN WHICH SIDE MAKING CONCESSIONS AND WHICH SIDE NOT MAKING CON. 
5° CESSIONS, THAT WHY HE SAID WE SHOULD MAKE MUTUAL CONCESS!ONS, 
— IF ONLY ONE SIDE REQUIRED MAKE CONCESSIONS, WE CANNOT MAKE PROGRESS 
: TALKS, 
> 
2 50. WANG SAID SECOND POINT HE WANTED MAKE, IN ORDER OVER- 
° COME OUR DIFFICULTY, WAS THAT BOTH SIDES SHOULD FIRST TRY FIND 
a THOSE POINTS IN COMMON AND THEREBY THEN OVERCOME POINTS OF 
DIFFERENCE, IT TRUE ON THIS MATTER THAT THERE SOME POINTS COMMON 
BOTH SIDES AND SOME POINTS DIFFERENCE BETWEEN US, 
51~ WANG SAID FOR INSTANCE, DESIRABILITY MAKING DECLARATION 
RENUNCIATION FORCE 1S POINT COMMON BOTH US, THEN BOTH AGREED THAT 
IN MAKING SUCH DECLARATION NO PREREQUISITE SHOULD BE ADVANCED FOR 
EITHER SIDE, THEN IT AGREED WE SHOULD NOT CONFUSE STEP OF MAKING 
| DECLARATION WITH SUBSTANCE OUR DISPUTES, WE ALSO AGREED THAT 
MAKING OF 
CONF 1DENT AL cor wesc 
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BETWEEN US, WE HAVE NO DISPUTES BETWEEN US ON POINTS MENTIONED 
ABOVE, 


52. WANG SAID IF WE AGREED THAT TWO STEPS SHOULD NOT BE 
CONFUSED, HE REALLLY FOUND DIFFICULT SEE WHY US SHOULD INSIST 
INCLUS I ON SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE WHICH EXACTLY CONFUSING MAKING OF 
DECLARATION WITH SUBSTANCE OF DISPUTE, 





530 WANG SAID AS HE VIEWED SITUATION WE NOW CONFRONTING, WE 
HAVE MANY DIFFICULTIES CONFRONTING US, BUT WE SHOULD TRY SETTLE 
DIFFERENCES ONE BY ONE, IF WE DO SHARE THIS COMMON UNDERSTANDING 
OF TRYING SETTLE PROBLEM STEP BY STEP THEN AND ONLY THEN CAN 
THERE BE BETTER HOPE OUR SETTLING OUR DISPUTES, 


54, $1 SAID HE HAD LISTED FOUR POINTS ON WHICH HE HAD STATED 

WE WERE IN AGREEMENT, 1 AGREED WITH HIM THAT IF WE WERE IN GENUINE 
AGREEMENT ON THOSE FOUR POINTS, PLUS ONE MORE POINT | ABOUT TO 
MENTION, WE SHOULD BE ABLE ARRIVE AT AGREEMENT ON ANNOUNCEMENT, 


552 | SAID ADDITIONAL POINT | WOULD ADD WOULD BE WHETHER 

WE WERE IN AGREEMENT THAT ONLY PEACEFUL MEANS WILL BE USED SETTLE 
OUR DISPUTES, NOT THAT PEACEFUL MEANS WILL BE, AS HE PREVIOUSLY 
TERMED 1T, USED "IF POSSIBLE", "IF POSSIBLE" WOULD BE BY WHOSE 
STANDARDS? OR WHO WOULD JUDGE "IF POSSIBLE"? SETTLEMENT OF 
DISPUTES BY PEACEFUL MEANS CAN BE MEANINGFUL ONLY IF BOTH SIDES 
UNCONDITIONALLY SUBSCRIBE TO THIS DOCTRINE, 


56. | SAID HE HAD ALSO SAID THAT WE AGREED THAT THERE 
BE NO PREREQUISITES, HOWEVER, | WANTED ASK HOW IT POSSIBLE ME 


INTERPRET 
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( 4 CONFIDENTIAL Control 56515 
; * cei:ened to ——— 
act Rettont” -4- 1479, February 9, 11 p.m.(Section 4 of 7) from Geneva 
Acetic: Tako Le eee 
P interpret position he taken here and his government taken pub- 
info: licly with regard withdrawal self-defense clause, other than 
RMR conceding to them by us of most fundamental points our dispute 
os in_Taiwan area. 
G _ 57->9lEsaid other question I wanted ask, to see if we could 
SP edvance understanding between us, was what he thought should 
C Los ,» in violation of declaration, one side should initiate 
L hogtilities? 


58. Wang said he might point out there two aspects what I 
said in my statement: One, relationship between China and 
US, and other relationship between China and Chiang Ksi-shek 
regime. Seemed him we should not confuse these two aspects 
with each other. 


59. Wang said regarding relationship with Chiang Ksi-shek 
clique, as had stated previously, they will try to bring 
about peaceful settlement if circumstances allow. They not 
changed this position right up to now. 











60. Wang said, however regarding disputes with us, they always 
stated that they should settie disputes with us peacefully 
without use force between two countries. 











61. Wang said as he had often said, Chinese people and Amer- 
ican people friendly to each other and these two countries 
should try settle disputes by peaceful means without any 
fighting between two of them. 














62. Wang also said this intent was clearly included in their 
draft of statement December 1, in which they stated two coun- 
tries should settle disputes peacefully without resort to 
force and they want make this determination known whole world. 
This really declaration of peace. 





63. Wang said then they had said they would continue to seek 
necessary practical means for realization settlement of dis- 
putes. That idea also accepted by myself. He thought this 
statement which both sides should agree to and did not see how 
it could be objected to. 


64. Wang said on other hand, by withdrawing self-defense 

clause by US from proposal, US would sustain no loss or harm 

their drafts, in addition to declaration determination peace- 

ful settlement disputes between two countries, provided for furthe 


research into 
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RESEARCH INTO PEACEFUL MEANS FOR SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO, 


65. | SAID THIS NOT VERY DIRECTLY ANSWERING QUESTIONS | 

ASKED, AND WHICH | ASKED IN-HONEST EFFORT SEE WHETHER WE COULD 
NOT GET AHEAD ON THIS, 1! HOPED IF | COULD NOT HAVE MY ANSWERS 
TODAY, THAT HE WOULD CONSIDER THEM AND ANSWER ME AT NEXT MEETING, 


66. WANG SAID THEIR VIEWS BEEN SET FORTH VERY CLEARLY, 

COULD NOT BE ANY CLEARER THAN HE HAD STATED IT, THEIR VIEW IS 
WE SHOULD STRIVE FOR MAKING STATEMENT, HE HOPED | WOULD GIVE 
FURTHER CONSIDERATION DEC 1 DRAFT AND BE IN POSITION hi STATE 
MY VIEWS AT NEXT MEETING, 


67. | SAID | HAD NOTHING FURTHER BUT WOULD LIKE TURN TO 
ANOTHER QUESTION, 





68, WANG SAID GOOD, (AT THIS POINT THEY STARTED GATHER UP 
PAPERS THEN, NOTING | STILL SEATED, WANG CONTINUED; ) OH, YOU 
HAVE ANOTHER MATTER TO TAKE UP? 


69 | SAID IF IT WERE ALL RIGHT WITH HIM, | THEN READ FOLLOWING 
PREPARED STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION: 


A, AT OUR LAST MEETING YOU MADE SERIES CHARGES AGAINST MY 

GOVT CONCERNING CASE UNFORTUNATE MR, LIU YUNG-MING, THESE CHARGES 
WERE SO EXAGGERATED AND SO AT VARIANCE WITH PLAIN FACTS | FOUND 
IT HARD TO CREDIT YOU WERE SERIOUS IN STATING THEM, 


B, FACTS WITH REGARD MR, LIU ARE PERFECTLY PLAIN, iN MAY 
1949, MR, LIU, THEN STUDENT IN US, BECAME ILL, HIS SICKNESS WAS 
OF MIND; TYPE SICKNESS AGAINST WHICH, UNFORTUNATELY, SCHOLASTIC 


DEGREE IS NO MAGIC AMULET, 
C. MR, 
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C. MR, LIUS ILLNESS IS FACT, IT 1S ALSO FACT HAD MR, LIU 

NOT BEEN INCAPACITATED BY ILLNESS AND HAD HE DESIRED RETURN 

CHINA, HE WOULD HAVE BEEN ABLE DO SO, THERE WERE NO RESTRICTIONS 
ON DEPARTURE OF ANY CHINESE, STUDENTS OR OTHERWISE, FROM US AT THAT 
TIME, TO CONTRARY, IT IS FACT THAT APPROXIMATELY 1,000 CHINESE 
STUDENTS RETURNED YOUR COUNTRY IN 1949 AND 1950, THIS NUMBER 


NOT ONLY RETURNED BUT 637 OF THEM HAD THEIR PASSAGES PAID BY 
US GOVT, 


GOWEN 


(#) OMISSION, CORRECTION TO FOLLOW, 
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D. MR, LIUS NEED FOR CONTINUED TREATMENZ.SEYOND HIS INITIAL 
PERIOD IN HOSPITAL IS ALSO FACT, BETWEEN 1950° ANS Fos) 

MR, LIU HAD APPARENTLY REACHED STAGE Ai WHICH TRAVEL WOULD HAVE 
BEEN POSSIBLE. HOSP{TAL AUTHORITIES, DESIRING RETURN MR, 

LIU HIS HOME IF POSSIBLE, COMMUNICATED WITH MR, LIUS FATHER 

IN HONG KONG, ONLY ONE MR, LIUS RELATIVES WHO HAD TAKEN TROUBLE 
CORRESPOND WITH HOSPITAL ABOUT HIM, THEY DID NOT SAY MR, LIU HAD 
NO FURTHER NEED iREATMENT, ON CONTRARY, THAT WAS CLEARLY COM. 
MUNICATED TO MR, LIUS FATHER, AND FATHER EXPRESSLY REQUESTED 
HOSPITAL CONTINUE ITS TREATMENT, 


E, HOSPITALS TREATMENT MR, LIU WAS iN FACT CONTINUED AT 

PUBLIC £XPENSE SO LONG, AND ONLY SO LONG; AS THERE APPEARED BE 

NO RESPONSIBLE RELATIVE MR, LIUS READY AND ARLE ASSUME RESPONSIBILITY 
PROVIDING HIM CARE HE NEEDED, AS SOON AS MY GOVT, WAS 

INFORMED, AND WAS ABLE PASS INFO ON TO HOSPITAL THAT MR, LIUS 

WIFE HAD EXPRESSED WISH TO HAVE HIM RETURN, ARRANGEMENTS WERE 

MADE AND CARRIED OUT FOR MR, LIUS PROMPT DEPARTURE, MR, LIU 

SAILED FROM SAN FRANC!SCO JAN 8 ON SHIP PRESIDENT WILSON, AND ARRIVED 
HONG KONG FEB }, 


F., THESE ARRANGEMENTS MR, LIUS DEPARTURE WERE COMMUNI CATED 

TO INDIAN EMBASSY,, WHICH EXPRESSED ITS ENTIRE SATISFACTION, 
ARRANGEMENTS WERE ALSO MADE KNOWN TO RED CROSS SOCIETY YOUR COUNTRY, 
ARRANGEMENTS WERE MADE KNOWN YOU HERE, YOUR GOVT THUS KNEW 

MR, LIU WAS ARRIVING HONG KONG FEB 1, YOUR GOVT ALSO KNEW, AS 

| MADE IT CLEAR TO YOU HERE, MR, LIU WAS NOT FULLY RECOVERED, 





AND STILL REQUIRED CARE AND ATTENTION, . 
G. WHY, 
: | REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
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G, WHY, IF YOUR GOVT WAS GENUINELY CONCERNED ABOUT MR, LIUS 
WELFARE, WERE NO ARRANGEMENTS MADE BY YOUR AUTHORITIES FOR HIS 
RECEPTION AND CARE? WHY DID MR, LIUS WIFE NOT ARRIVE HONG KONG 
UNTIL FEB 5, FOUR DAYS AFTER MR, LIUS ARRIVAL? 


H, | AM AFRAID, MR AMBASSADOR, AND | SAY THIS WITH RELUCTANCE, 
THESE FACTS POINT TO CONCLUSION AS INESCAPABLE AS IT IS 
REPUGNANT, QUITE DELIBERATELY, YOUR GOVT CHOSE EXPLOIT FOR 
PROPAGANDA PURPOSES MR, LIUS UNFORTUNATE MENTAL CONDITION, 


er 


|, THIS CONCLUSION, REPUGNANT AS IT IS, 1S COMPLETELY 


CONSISTENT WITH THE RECENT EFFORTS ERECT PROPAGANDA SMOKE SCREEN 
BEHIND WHICH CONCEAL STARK FAILURE YOUR GOVT 

CARRY OUT PROVISIONS OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SEPT 10 WITH 
RESPECT RETURN AMERICANS YOUR COUNTRY, 


eae Aes 


of the United States 


“J, YOU STATED AT OUR LAST MEETING YOU EXPECTED TO HAVE YOUR 
ATTENTION CALLED TO NAMES OF ADDITIONAL CHINESE IN U,S,, 

TO 250, OR TO 2,500, AND WHY NOT? UNHAMPERED BY ANY REGARD FOR 
FACTS OR EVIDENCE, AND WITHOUT ANY CONSIDERATION FOR DESIRES IN 


DIVIDUALS OR THEIR FAMILIES, WHY COULD NOT YOUR GOVT MULTIPLY 
THESE NUMBERS ENDLESSLY? 
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K, MR, AMBASSADOR, THERE ARE 13 AMERICANS IN PRISON YOUR 
COUNTRY, YOU KNOW THEY ARE THERE, | KNOW IT, AND WORLD KNOWS IT, 
» WE ALL KNOW THEY WANT TO COME HOME, WE ALL KNOW THEY ARE BEING 


PREVENTED FROM DOING SO, IN SPITE OF CLEAR PROMISE MADE ON 
SEPT “10 LAST YEAR 





L. MR, 
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L, MR, AMBASSADOR, 250, 2,500, OR 5,000 EMPTY AND FANCIFUL 
CHARGES UNSUPPORTED BY FACTS, UNSUPPORTED BY ANY EVIDENCE, UN- 
SUPPORTED BY INDIAN EMBASSY, CANNOT BALANCE OFF THESE THIRTEET? 
AMERICANS, NOR CAN ANY NUMBER HYPOTHETICAL CASES OBSCURE OR 


JUSTIFY ATTEMPT YOUR GOVT USE THESE 13 AMERICANS EXTRACT POLITICAL 
CONCESSIONS, 


ee eS yee 


M, ‘Ff YOUR GOVT IS REALLY INTERESTED IMPROVING OUR RELATIONS, 
IT WILL NO LONGER DELAY IN CARRYING OUT ITS OBLIGATION 
WITH RESPECT THESE 13 AMERICANS, 


70. WANG REPLIED WITH PREPARED STATEMENT AMPLIFIED BY REF 

3 PENCILED NOTES SAYING THAT PREVIOUSLY IN COURSE ABOUT DOZEN MEETINGS 
HE HAD BEEN REPEATEDLY AND CONCRETELY CALLING MY ATTENTION 
TO SERIES OF ACTS TESTIFYING TO US VIOLATION SEPT 10 AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN BOTH SIDES AND HAD ASKED ME TO PROMPTLY STOP THOSE UNJUST 


ACTS, HOWEVER, SO FAR THEY HAD NOT WITNESSED ANY STEPS IMPROVE 
SITUATION, 


of the United States 


71e WANG SAID, INSTEAD THEIR ATTENTION REPTATEDLY BEEN 

CALLED TO FACT MY GOVT OBSTRUCTING DEPARTURE CHINESE FROM US, 
HE DID NOT SEE HOW OUR PERSISTENCE IN IGNORING AGREEMENT COULD 
POSSIBLY HELP IN FURTHER PROGRESS OUR TALKS, 
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72. WANG SAID INHUMAN TREATMENT RECEIVED BY CHINESE NATIONAL 
YAW U YUNG=MING SUFF ICED DEMONSTRATE HOW CRUEL US GOVT BEEN IN ITS 
* ILL TREATMENT CHINESE NATIONALS IN US WHO DESIRE COME BACK CHINA, 
HE WOULD MAKE FURTHER OBSERVATIONS CONCERNING CASE LIU IN FEW MINUTES, 


73e WANG SAID NEXT HE WOULD CALL MY ATTENTION CONCRETE 
FACT 
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FACT THAT US GOVT COMPELLING CHINESE STUDENTS OBTAIN ENTRANCE 
PERMITS TAIWAN AND APPLY FOR PERMANENT RESIDENCE ~~ , CHINESE 
STUDENT, MR, TSENG KUANG-CHIH, WROTE FAMILY 1952 THAT HE WOULD 

BE COMING HOME AFTER GRADUATION IN US, HOWEVER, RECENTLY NEW 

YEARS CARD REACHED FAMILY IN WHICH HE WROTE THAT HE BEEN OBSTRUCTED 
FROM RETURNING BY US GOVT MANY YEARS AND NOT BEEN ABLE RETURN 

UP TO PRESENT, AND THAT US GOVT WAS TRYING INDUCE HIM APPLY 
PERMANENT RESIDENCE, 


“74. WANG SAID ANOTHER CHINESE STUDENT, MR, CHAO CHUNG-YUN 


PREVIOUSLY OFTEN WROTE TO FAMILY AND HE ALSO INDICATED HE WOULD 
COME BACK AFTER COMPLETION STUDIES, HOWEVER LETTER FROM HIM 
MID-AUGUST 1955 STATED US GOVT INSISTING ON KEEPING CHINESE 
NATIONALS IN US AND THAT US GOVT WAS ANNOYED WITH THOSE CHINESE 
WHO INSIST ON RETURNING HOME, AND US GOVT GIVING THEM LOT OF 
TROUBLE AND TRYING TO COMPEL CHINESE STUDENTS WHO DID NOT APPLY 
PERMANENT RESIDENCE IN US TO APPLY TAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS INSTEAD, 


75¢ WANG ASKED WERE NOT DIFFICULT PLIGHTS ENCOUNTERED BY 
THESE TWO CHINESE TO WHOSE CASES OUR ATTENTION BEEN CALLED, WERE 
NOT THESE CASES CLEAR EVIDENCE OF US VIOLATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT‘ 


COULD ABOVE TACTICS EMPLOYED BY US GOVT BE EXPLAINED AWAY AS NOT 
INTENDED DEPRIVE CHINESE FOREVER OF ABILITY RETURN TO HOMELAND? 


76. WANG SAID | SHOULD LOOK INTO SITUATION THESE TWO CHINESE 
STUDENTS AND GIVE ACCOUNTING OF THEM AND IMMEDIATELY STOP THOSE 
UNJUST ACTS, OR ELSE BEAR ALL RESPONSIBILITY FOR BREAKING AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT, (HERE WANG HANDED ME LIST TWO NAMES, TRANSMITTED 
IN SEPARATE TEL), 


77+ WANG SAID SO FAR US HAS FAILED GIVE ACCOUNTING OF 
CHINESE PREVENTED 
CONF | DENT 1 AL 
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CHINESE PREVENTED FROM RETURNING AND WHOSE NAMES HE GAVE ME_ IN 
FIVE SEPARATE LISTS WITH REQUEST THAT | GIVE ACCOUNTING, 


i 


78. WANG SAID MOREOVER, EVEN IN CASES THOSE 103 CHINESE 

' STUDENTS WHOM US ADMITTED IT HAD PREVENTED FROM RETURNING, SO 

; FAR 32 THEM NOT YET RETURNED, THESE PEOPLE ALL BEEN SUBJECTED 
OBSTRUCTION BY US AND RETURN WAS PREVENTED, HE WANTED SAY MOST 
EMPHATICALLY ONCE AGAIN THAT US HAS ALL RESPONSIBILITY TO GIVE 
ACCOUNTING FOR EVERY ONE THESE PEOPLE, 


792 WANG SAID | HAD ASSERTED THAT INDIAN EMBASSY SO FAR 

NOT MADE REPRESENTATIONS WITH US GOVT CONCERNING ANY OBSTRUCTION 
IN DEPARTURE CHINESE AND THAT INDIAN EMBASSY SO FAR. HAD NOT IN- 
DICATED ITS ABILITY PERFORM ITS FUNCTIONS UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCE} 
MENT BEEN INTERFERED WITH, HE MUST POINT OUT THAT US SO FAR 
FAILED SUBMIT LIST CHINESE NATIONALS IN US SO THAT INDIAN EMBASSY 
FINDS IT DIFFICULT PERFORM ITS FUNCTIONS, US HAD EVEN REFUSED 
PERMIT INDIAN EMBASSY MAKE ANNOUNCEMENT ACCORDANCE WITH AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT SETTING FORTH INFORMATION THAT ALL CHINESE IN US 
INCLUDING THOSE WHO BEEN COMPELLED APPLY PERMANENT RESIDENCE OR 
BEEN COMPELLED SECURE ENTRY PERMITS TAIWAN ARE ALL ENTITLED RE- 

| TURN, WAS THIS NOT GRAVE ACT IN VIOLATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ? 


of the United States 
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| 80, WANG SAID HE WANTED RAISE QUESTION CHINESE IN PRISON 
: IN US IN ALL SERIOUSNESS, ALTHOUGH HE HAD MADE REPEATED REF 
REGARDING CHINESE IN PRISON, MY SIDE HAD SO FAR NOT TAKEN ANY 
. MEASURES REGARDING CHINESE IN PRISON US, THIS SITUATION NOT 
SATISFACTORY, 


8; WANG SAID | HAD ONCE ASSERTED THAT IN MY KNOWLEDGE THERE 
NO CHINESE IN US PRISONS, FACT 1S, IN ACCORDANCE WITH REPORTS 
FROM CHINESE WHO RETURNED RECENTLY THERE MANY INNOCENT CHINESE 


IN PRISON 
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IN PRISON US, AS TO EXACTLY HOW MANY CHINESE NATIONALS BEING 
IMPRISONED BY US AND EXACTLY WHAT THEIR STATUS AND CONDITION, - 


US SIDE MUST SPEEDILY GIVE ACCOUNTING FOR ALL OF THEM, 
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C _ 82, WANG SAID THERE MANY POINTS IN MY! STATEMENT REQLIU 
L ~~  YUNG-MING WHICH AT VARIANCE WITH FACTS, AS MATTER PACTS IU 

SENT US TO FURTHER HIS STUDIES AND WHEN HE WENT HE WAS IN NORMAL 
HEALTH, HE EVEN COMPLETED HIS STUDIES AND OBTAINED DEGREE, WHICH 
, ALSO INDICATES THAT DURING THAT PERIOD HE ENJOYING NORMAL HEALTH, 


83. WANG SAID LIU SUFFERED ILLNESS OF MIND SIMPLY BECAUSE 
US PREVENTED HIS RETURN WHICH CAUSED HIS NERVOUS BREAKDOWN, 
WANG MUST STRONGLY PROTEST TO US AGAINST SUCH ACTS OF PERSECUTION LIU, 


-_~ 


84. WANG SAID IN BRINGING UP CASE LIU US GOVT HAS MADE MANY 

FALSE AND DISHONEST STATEMENTS ABOUT LIU, FIRST, IT WAS STATED 

LIU IN HOSPITAL AND NOT FIT TRAVEL, THEN US STATED LIU COULD NOT 

; OBTAIN TRANSIT VISAS HONG KONG, ALL THIS FALSE, ALL THIS AT 
VARIANCE WITH FACTS, AND FABRICATIONS, 


of the United States 





85. WANG SAID WHEN LIU BEGAN JOURNEY HOME, STATE OF MIND 
) WAS NORMAL, HOWEVER, ON WAY HOME AND WHILE HE ON BOARD SHIP, 

) AMERICANS OFTEN CAME TO TALK WITH HIM AND TERRORIZE HIM, THIS 
RESULTED IN FRESH NERVOUS BREAKDOWN ON PART LIU, EVEN WHEN SHIP 
f ANCHORED YOKOHAMA, SOMEBODY CAME ABOARD WITH FAKE LETTERS FROM 
FAMILY WITH WHICH THEY TRIED DECEIVE LIU AND CHANGE HIS MIND, 


SIMILAR INCIDENTS ALSO TOOK PLACE WHILE LIU IN REFUGEE CAMP IN 
HONG KONG, 
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86. WANG SAID US AUTHORITIES AND US RED CROSS ORIGINALLY 
INFORMED PRC SIDE THAT LIU WOULD BE ESCORTED OR SENT TO BORDER 
TOWN OF SHUMCHUN ON FEB 1, CHINESE RED CROSS SPECIALLY SENT 
DOCTOR TO ACCOMPANY MRS LIU AND OTHER MEMBERS FAMILY TO PROCEED 
TO BORDER AND RECEIVE LIU, 





87, WANG 
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: 87. WANG SAID HOWEVER SOON AS LIU ARRIVED HONG KONG, FRESH 

FABRICATION AGAIN MADE TO EFFECT LIU DID NOT DESIRE RETURN CHINA 
AND ATTEMPTS MADE KEEP HIM IN HONG KONG, ATTEMPTS WERE THUS MADE 
DETAIN LIU AGAIN, IF ONE TO SPEAK ABOUT REPUGNANT OR INHUMAN 
ACTS THIS MOST REPUGNANT AND INHUMAN ACT OF ALL, MAN HAS ALREADY 


BEEN TERRORIZED INTO BECOMING CRAZY MAN AND STILL ATTEMPTS BEING 
MADE PERSECUTE THIS UNFORTUNATE PERSON, 


88, WANG SAID EXPERIENCE LIU SUFFICES SHOW HOW CHINESE WHO 
DESIRE RETURN SUBJECTED TO THAT SORT OF TREATMENT, THIS COULD 


NOT FAIL TO ADD ALL MORE TQ INCREASING CONCERN OF CHINESE PEOPLE 
OVER VAST NUMBER CHINESE REMAINING IN US, 


89, WANG SAID CHINESE HAD NOT YET SEEN ANY ACTION TAKEN 

BY US TO WITHDRAW REQUIREMENT FOR CHINESE IN US TO SECURE 

TAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS, AS INDICATED ON LIST HE HAD GIVEN ME, 

FRESH ATTEMPTS BEEN MADE CAUSE CHINESE IN US TO APPLY FOR 

PERMANENT RESIDENCE IN US, THIS UNHEARD OF IN HISTORY INTERNATIONAL 


AFFAIRS, VIOLATES HUMAN RIGHTS AND VIOLATES AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
BOTH SIDES, 


™ 
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90, WANG SAID FROM STORIES GIVEN BY CHINESE WHO RECENTLY 
RETURNED FROM US, PICTURE CAN BE DRAWN OF HOW USINS AUTHORITIES 
GONE WILD IN THEIR TREATMENT OF CHINESE,IN EYES OF CHINESE | 
NATLONALS, INS BECOME SYMBOL OF HELL, 
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“91. WANG SAID CHINESE NATIONALS HAVE FULL LAWFUL RIGHT ASK 

FOR RETURN THEIR COUNTRY, THIS BEEN MADE PROVISION IN AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF SEPT 10 LAST YEAR, WHAT RIGHT HAD US COMPEL 
THESE UNFORTUNATE PEOPLE OBTAIN AMERICAN CITIZENSHIP AND STAY IN 
US FOR SO LONG? IF US THOUGHT ITS POPULATION NOT BIG ENOUGH, 


EVEN IN THAT CASE !T COULD NOT RESORT TO THIS MEANS OF INCREASING 
ITS POPULATION, 





92. WANG 
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92. WANG SAID THIS CONTRASTS STRONGLY WITH TREATMENT OF 
AMERICANS IN CHINA BY CHINESE AUTHORITIES, EVEN IN CASE AMERICAN 
WHO REFUSED TO RETURN TO US FOR MOMENT AND EVEN IF IT HAPPENED 
THAT IN FUTURE -HE CHANGES MIND AND DESIRES RETURN TO US, CHINESE 
GOVT WOULD NOT ATTEMPT DETAIN HIM THIS ATTITUDE OF CHINESE GOVT 
BEYOND COMPARISON WITH ACTION OF US GOVT IN FORCIBLY DETAINING 
CHINESE IN US, 


93. WANG SAID | HAD SAID THAT NUMBER OF CHINESE WHO DESIRE 
RETURN AS GIVEN ME BY HIM WERE WHAT | TERMED EMPTY, FANCIFUL, 
UNSUPPORTED BY FACTS, MIGHT HE ASK ABOUT 103 CHINESE STUDENTS 
WHO US ADMITTED HAD BEEN PREVENTED FROM RETURNING, WAS IT NOT 
FACT THAT 32 OF THEM STILL NOT BEEN ABLE RETURN? WAS IT NOT FACT 
THAT 27 PERSONS INCLUDING THOSE NAMED ON TODAYS LIST NOT YET 
RETURNED? 


94, WANG SAID IT QUITE TRUE THERE ARE STILL 13 AMER | CANS 

IN CHINESE PRISONS, BUT HOW MANY CHINESE ARE LOCKED UP BEHIND 
BARS IN US PRISONS AND WHOSE NAMES US HAS FAILED SUBMIT TO WANGS 
SIDE? 


95. WANG SAID IF US REFUSES TAKE MEASURES IMPROVE TREATMENT 
CHINESE WHO DESIRE RETURN IN ACCORDANCE WITH AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
BETWEEN TWO SIDES, AND IF US REFUSES MAKE ACCOUNTING OF CHINESE 
OF WHOM HE HAD ASKED ACCOUNTING, THEN US HAS NO RIGHT ASK ABOUT 
THESE 13 AMERICANS, 


96, WANG SAID AGREEMENT MUST BE CARRIED OUT BY BOTH SIDES, 

IT IMPERMISSIBLE, WHILE ONE SIDE CARRYING OUT AGREEMENT, FOR OTHER 
SIDE TO BE VIOLATING IT, 

97. | SAID | HAD ONLY FEW SIMPLE THINGS SAY, FIRST IS, HE 
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STATED PEOPLE WRITING TO HIS COUNTRY ALLEGING THEY BEING 
OBSTRUCTED IN RETURNING, | NOT SEEN ANY CASE YET IN WHICH THERE 
ANY DEFINITE FACTS THEY BEING OBSTRUCTED, 

. e 
98, | SAID HOWEVER OVER AND BEYOND THAT | NOT SEE HOW HE COULD 
ALLEGE THAT PEOPLE FEEL FREE TO AND ARE WRITING HIS COUNTRY AND 
IF GENUINELY DESIRE RETURN HIS COUNTRY AND FEEL OBSTRUCTED, WHY 
THEY DO NOT COMMUNICATE WITH INDIAN EMBASSY, ON VERY FACT OF IT, 
THIS INCREDIBLE, 





996 | SAID NEXT LET ME SAY HIS ALLEGATIONS HERE ON ONE HAND 

SEEM TO RELATE TO CHINESE WHO DESIRE RETURN AND ON OTHER HAND 

TO THOSE WHO DESIRE REMAIN US OR DO NOT DESIRE RETURN HIS COUNTRY, 

| WANTED POINT OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT CONCERNED ONLY 

THOSE WHO WANTED RETURN HIS COUNTRY, THOSE WHO DESIRE STAY US 

OR GO OTHER DESTINATIONS ARE NOT PROPER SUBJECT OUR DISCUSSIONS HERE, 


100, | SAID HOWEVER WITH REGARD PERSONS WHO DO DESIRE STAY 
US, | WANTED POINT OUT FEW SIMPLE FACTS, | MENTIONED THESE: BEFORE, 
BUT APPARENTLY HE NOT UNDERSTOOD, 


101. | SAID UNDER US IMMIGRATION LAWS, PERSON COMING US 

FOR TEMPORARY VISIT IS ADMITTED FOR CERTAIN DEFINITE PERIOD 

TIME, IF ADMITTED AS STUDENT -- IN STUDENT STATUS, WITH WHAT WE CALL 
STUDENT VISA == HIS STAY THERE DEPENDENT ON MAINTAINING STUDENT 
STATUS, IN ANY EVENT, WHEN HE APPLIES FOR VISA, MUST BE ABLE 

SHOW THAT AT END TEMPORARY STAY HE ABLE PROCEED ANOTHER DESTINATION, 
IF TEMPORARY VISITOR, AND END APPROACHES OF TIME FOR WHICH 

HE ORIGINALLY ADMITTED AND HE DESIRES EXTEND STAY, HE MUST BE 

ABLE PROCEED ANOTHER DESTINATION AT END HIS EXTENDED STAY, IF 

HE DESIRES CHANGE STATUS FROM THAT OF TEMPORARY VISITOR OR THAT 

OF STUDENT AND WISHES REMAIN US TO ACCEPT EMPLOYMENT, HE MUST 
CHANGE STATUS TO THAT OF PERMANENT RESIDENT, 


102, | 
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102, $%-| SAID TH:S ALL MATTER PERFECTLY FREE CHOICE OF 
INDIVIDUAL, IN GENERAL, THESE LAWS BEEN IN EFFECT US OVER LONG 
PERIOD YEARS, APPLY EQUALLY ALL NON-AMERICANS, 


103. | SAID AS FAR AS BECOMING AMERICAN CITIZEN CONCERNED, 
PROCESS IS LONG AND SURROUNDED MANY SAFEGUARDS BOTH FOR INDIVIDUAL 
AND COUNTRY, US NEVER HAS, AND | SATISFIED NEVER WILL, FORCE 
ANYONE BECOME US CITIZEN, SUCH POLICY WOULD OBVIOUSLY BE AGAINST 
OUR SELF INTEREST, OUR INTEREST IS THAT PERSONS WHO DO BECOME 
CITIZENS BE ATTACHED TO PRINCIPLES OUR GOVT, WE CERTAINLY DO 

NOT WANT ANY RELUCTANT CITIZENS, 


104, | SAID TO RETURN TO SUBJECT ALIENS, REGARDLESS STATUS 
UNDER IMMIGRATION LAWS == WHETHER TEMPORARY VISITOR, STUDENT, 
PERMANENT RESIDENT, OR WHATEVER STATUS = HE AT ALL TIMES FREE 
DEPART US FOR ANY DESTINATION HIS CHOICE, THIS APPLIES ALL 
ALIENS IN US, CHINESE AS WELL AS OTHERS, 
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L | SAID HE ALSO CONTINUED SPEAK OF SUPPOSED 32, CHINESE 


OUT OF THE 103, WHO STILL NOT RETURNED, AS@Sa9D WaNY TIMES BEFORE, 
AND SEEMS NECESSARY SAY AGAIN: I NEVER SA$D.-THOSEtS OF/RAGATNST 
WHOM PREVENTIVE DEPARTURE ORDERS ISSUED, DESIRED RETURN HIS COUNTRY, 
SOME MAY HAVE, AS SHOWN FACT THEY RETURNED; SOME MAY NOT HAVE, 

THOSE PREVENTIVE DEPARTURE ORDERS, AS I HAD EXPLAINED, WERE 
ISSUED WITHOUT REGARD WHETHER INDIVIDUAL DESIRED RETURN. 
PREVENTIVE DEPARTURE ORDER WAS NO EVIDENCE ONE WAY OR OTHER 
INDIVIDUAL WANTED DEPART OR NOT. EACH PERSON CONCERNED THIS ORDER 
INDIVIDUALLY INFORMED WHEN ORDER WITHDRAWN THUS, APART 

FROM QUESTION THEIR KNOWLEDGE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, EACH KNOWS HE 

; ENTIRELY FREE DEPART. IF DOES NOT DO SO, IT MATTER OWN CHOICE, 


IF FEELS BEING OBSTRUCTED, CAN COMMUNICATE FREELY INDIAN EMBASSY 
AT ANY TIME, 





ISSUANCE 


of the United States 
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100. 1 SAID 1 WOULD NOT TAKE OUR TIME FURTHER DISCUSS CASE 

MRe LIU. HE AND | BOTH BEEN AT UNIVERSITIES, ILLNESS LIU 
SUFFERED FROM, AS WE BOTH KNEW, IS UNHAPPILY NOT ABSENT ANY GROUP 
STUDENTS, MY EXPERIENCE, EXPECT IN HIS ALSO, IT OFTEN MOST 
BRILLIANT STUDENTS WHO OFTEN SUSCEPTIBLE THIS ILLNESS, 

LIU EVIDENTLY VERY BRELLIANT PERSON OF THIS TYPE, 
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107. | SAIC LIU VERY UNFORTUNATE YOUNG MAN AND WE HAD DONE 
, OLX BEST CARE FOR HIM AND CURE HIM. REGRETTED HE NOT FULLY RE~ ! 
COVERED BEFORE HE RETURNED HIS COUNTRY, HOPED THAT RECOVERY 


WHICH HE HAS STARTED WILL BE COMPLETED AND HE WILL BE ENTIRELY RESTORED 
HIS FACULTIES, 


108, WANG SAID IN ANY CASE, COULD NOT FIND ACCEPTABLE EXPLANATION 
REGARDING LIU BY EXPLAINING ILLNESS AS FREQUENT OCCURANCE AMONG 


ORILLLANT STUDE..TS. ALL THIS IS DEVICE JNTENDED OBSCURE TRUE 
KeSPONSIBILITY, 
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109. WANG SAiD § HAD ASKED WHY, IF PERSONS DESIRE RETURN, 

THEY NOT COMMUNICATING INDIA’ EMBASSY. ANSWER IS BECAUSE THESE 
STUDENTS AND NATIONALS NOW fcSIDING IN US. CONFRONTED BY MEASURES 
TAKEN BY US GOVT, DIFFICULT FOR THESE PEOPLE EXPRESS OWN FREE WILL, \ 
FACT THAT INDIAN EMBASSY, AS FOREIGN MISSION IN US, IS PREVENTED 
FROM MAKING PUBLIC STATEMENT {T ASKED TO MAKE #- THIS HELPS MAKE 

THEM UNDERSTAND SITUATION CHINESE STUDENTS. 


110. WANG SAID 1! HAD ENUMERATED LAWS OF INS, | HAD SAID 

SOME LAWS AND REGULATIONS INS OF LONG STANDING, BUT SUCH 
IMMIGRATION LAWS AND REGULATIONS MUST NOT PREJUDICE AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN US, IF ANY SUCH JMMIGRATION LAWS CAN BE USED TO PREJUDICE 
AGREEMENT, WHAT IS USE OF SUCH AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN OUR TWO SIDES? 


111. WANG SAID I HAD REPEATED STATEMENT THAT CHINESE IN US 
FREE DEPART. HOWEVER AS FAR AS THEIR INFORMATION CONCERNED, 27 
CHINESE IN ADDITION TO 32 WHO DESIRED RETURN ARE STILL UNABLE DO SO, 


UNLESS THESE 32 AND 27 RETURN, THEY CANNOT BRING THEMSELVES BELIEVE 
ASSERTION THEY FREE RETURN, 


112. WANG SAID | HAD STATED US DOES NOT FORCE ANYONE 

ACQUIRE US CITIZENSHIP, HOWEVER CASES TWO STUDENTS WHOSE NAMES 
GIVEN ME THIS MORNING SHOW TO CONTRARY THAT PEOPLE BEING FORCED 
REMAIN IN US, UNTIL THESE TWO PERSONS ACCOUNTED FOR, THEY CANNOT 
BELIEVE US NOT FORCING PEOPLE ACQUIRE US CITIZENSHIP, 


1136 WANG SAID AS HE ALREADY SUGGESTED, iT NECESSARY 
BOTH SIDES FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENT AGREEMENT BETWEEN US, HE AGAIN 
ASKED US GOVT CHANGE AND IMPROVE TREATMENT CHINESE DESIRING RETURN, 


114, WANG SAID UNTIL REQUIREMENT FOR TAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS 
WITHDRAWN, UNTIL REQUIREMENT FORCED PERMANENT RESIDENCE WITHDRAWN, 
UNTIL ALL CHINESE DESIRING IT ARE RETURNED, UNTIL ACCOUNTING 
CHINESE IN US PRISONS IS GIVEN, THEY CANNOT SAY US 

IS FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENTING AGREEMENT, 





115 | SAID HE SEEMED BE TALKING AEOUT CHINESE WHO WISH 
REMAIN US, NOT THOSE DESIRING RETURN, 


116 WANG SAID BE HE GIVEN ME NAMES 27 PERSONS, ALL DESIRING 
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Info RETURN. HE REQUIRES ME LOOK INTO SITUATION THESE PEOPLE. 
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mon 4 
SS 117. I SAID 2 DID NOT UNDERSTAND HIM. HE SEEMED BE SAYING | © = S = 
_ G IN SOME MYSTERIOUS WAY, I DID NOT KNOW HOW, US WAS SELECTING] ®*¢° , 
- SP PEOPLE, PERMITTING SOME RETUR| SOME NOT. I DID NOT UNDERSTAND. ~ S 
F C TO BEST MY KNOWLEDGE, NO WAY KNOW EXACTLY WHERE THEY GO AFTER f- 
; L LEAVING US AT LEAST 189 TRAVELLED HIS COUNTRY SINCE JAN LAST YEAR. g 
5 | 118. I SAID IT MY UNDERSTANDING THAT 35, OR ABOUT 35, OF E 
> PERSONS WHO ARRIVED FEB 1, ON PRES WILSON AT HONG KONG HAD PROCEEDED 
b. HIS COUNTRY. I DID NOT KNOW HOW MANY OTHERS MAY HAVE GONE BY OTHER: 
2 ROUTES. md 
| @ 
> 119. WANT SAID WHAT HE HAD SAID QUITE CLEAR: US WAS OBSTRUCTING E 
e « RETURN. HE ASKED THAT US CHANGE SITUATION. WHAT HE SAYING ‘TO b 
23 ME CONCERNS THOSE DESIRING RETURN WHO NOT YET RETURNED. DID-I a 
23 MEAN SAY 32 OF 103 WHOSE NAMES HE HAD GIVEN ME, AFTER I HAD! ¢ 
_— MADE INVESTIGATION I ABLE\ESTABLISH ALL 25 DID NOT DESIRE RETURN ——t 
Sa "a NOW? HAVE THEY DECIDED T DO NOT WANT RETURN? 
4 } 7 
35 : 120. I SAID I HAD NEVER QAID 103 WANTED RETURN. THEY MAY HAVE, 
=» THEY MAY NOT HAVE. ONLY TEST IS WHETHER THEY DO RETURN. ALL 
$s FREE RETURN. 
Qe 
S - 121. WANG SAID WHAT ABOUT 25? DID ID SAY THEY FREE. 
@ 122. I SAID I DID. 
qe 
3 123. WANG ASKED DID I CARRY OUT INVESTIGATION? 
cs 
rr 
& 





124. I SAID I SAID THEY FREE RETURN. O 
125. WANG SAID WAS THIS FORMAL REPLY AFTER INVESTIGATIONS. 2. 

Coal 
126. I SAID I HAD NOTHING ADD. 


& 
127. WANG SAID IT CANNCT BE ESTABLISHED THESE ABLE RETURN. er. 
E 
\ 
ao 


HE RECALLED I HAD STATED I WOULD ACCOYNT FOR Uae ORB CHINESE 
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BUT HE HAD SEEN NO ACCOUNTING, 


128. 1 SAID 1 HAD NO REPORT AS YET BUT WOULD GIVE IT HIM 

WHEN AVAJLABLE. WANTED POINT OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT PROVIDED 
THERE BE NO OBSTRUCTION DEPARTURE PEOPLE, DID NOT SAY THERE 
WOULD BE SCREENING ALL NATIONALS TO DETERMINE WHAT THEY WANTED 


TO DOw | SAID THEY FREE DECIDE WHAT WANTED DO, EVERY CHINESE 
NATIONAL [S FREE DECIDE, 


129. WANG SAID AS MATTER FACT, IN SPITE WORDS OF US SAYING 
THEY FREE GO, ON OTHER HAND THERE ARE OBSTRUCTIONS, 1 HAD INDICATED 
| NOT YET OBTAINED INFORMATION REGARDING YUAN JUI=HSIANG AND NOT 


ABLE TODAY GIVE ANY ACCOUNTING, YET HOW COULD | HAVE INFORMATION 
THAT ALL THESE 25 FREE RETURN? 


130. $$ SAID | KNEW THAT UNDER LAWS AND REGULATIONS MY 
COUNTRY THERE NO OBSTRUCTIONS DEPARTURE, 


131-2 WANG SAID | SAID THERE NO OBSTRUCTIONS, BUT HE HAD 

LIST HERE 25 BEEN OBSTRUCTED AND NOT YET ABLE RETURN, HE 

ASKED US CEASE ALL OBSTRUCTIONS, BEFORE RETURN THESE CHINESE, 
CANNOT REAL!]ZE US HAS CEASED OBSTRUCTION, SAID HAD NOTHING MORE, 


132. { SAID | HAD NOTHING MORE, AND SUGGESTED MEETING ON THURSDAY, 
FEB 16, 


133. WANG REFERRED TO NEXT WEEK BEING A CHINESE HOLIDAY AND 
SUGGESTED FOLLOWING MONDAY, FEBRUARY 12. ON MY HESITATING AND 


CONSULTING CALENDER, WANG SUGGESTED ALTERNATE OF NEXT SATURDAY, 
FEB 18, 
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SUBJECT: Recent Reactions to Continuance of the Johnson-Wang Talks in Geneva. 





Summary 
Adverse reaction to continuation of the talks has been noted in 
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Es 1. Thailand Sa? re, es 
c 2 oa Corr — ae a 
< 3, Taiwan hs j} 
> 4. Japan _v Se 1 
c 5. Viet Nam , rary) ; 
‘ . Republic of Korea Dewar. of State 
= No reaction was noted in ; ' = | 
Sa cs a 
ae 1. Australia 6. Italy ya, ) 
4 S 2. Austria 7- Laos - = 
we 3. Belgium 8, New Zealand ° ' 
ss” lh. Cambodia 9. Philippines > 
as S. France 
< W 
£6 No survey of reactions was taken in countries that have recogniz r= 
£ Commmist China. fo et 
3 ~ ' E 
= : 
- Thailand \ roy 
Wn k= 
”) te 
< Quoted from Bangkok's telegram of January 12, 1956. 3 YY ¢ 
@ i. 
” ( \) "In recent conversation acting Foreign Minister Ran (repeat v\ - 
7 Ran) told me Thai Government concemed over fact that Thailand r 


Chinese becoming increasingly pro-Chinese commumist. He attributed 
this shift primarily to impact U. S.-Chinese Communist Geneva 


talks, suggested U. S. use all (repeat all) means possible counter- 
acte 


"Comment: Chinese Communist star has been rising here as 
result of Geneva talks as well as other developments of which 
Department is awareesee It is highly wnlikely that our explana- 
tions can offset impact of fact that U. S. is talking with Chinese 
Communists, Fven if talks should collapse, it would be most 


difficult 
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difficult erase effects of developments last six months on 
attitude local Chinese. So long as Chinese Communists cmtinue . 


play their propaganda cards as cleverly as they have been doing, 
they stand to hold if not increase gains already made." 





ee Hong Kong 





Letter dated January 23, 1956 from Consul General Everett F. 
Drumright. 


"Already the tide is running against us, partly because 
of our own hobnobbing with the Chinese Communists at Geneva and 
partly because of the weak-kneed attitudes being shown by our 
allies out here. I am afraid the trend of drift to the other 
side is likely to continue and even to be accelerated unless we 
and our allies dig in and truly convince the uncommitted people 
out here that we are not seeking accommodations with the 
Communists and that we really mean business in pushing back 
Communist expansionism wnich has become much more dangerous, 
subtle and varied during the past year," 


Letter dated January 30, 1956 from Consul General Everett F. 
Drumright. 


"e230 long as we continue negotiations with the Chinese 
Communists, it is going to be impossible ts convince people out 
here that we are not seeking some accommodation which will be at 
their expense. In such a climate, no matter how good our 
information program may be, it cannot be expected to achieve ay. , 
measurable success among those we want to influence," c fek mh 





of the United States 





Taiwan 
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1956. The Chinese Foreign Minister said in part: 


———— 


"The Chinese Government views with particular concern the 
offer made by the U. S. to enter into a bilateral declaration | } 
with the Chinese Commumist regime concerning the renunciation 
of the use of force. Such a declaration would be tantamount to 
an admission by the U. S. to equal responsibility for the existing 
situation in the Taiwan Strait, for which the Chinese Communists 
snould and must be held solely responsible, - In the form now ay re 
proposed by the U. S. it might be understood to imply a tacit de 
facto recognition of the Chinese Communist regime, It would be 





construed 
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construed by the free peoples in Asia and elsewhere as a further 
retreat of the U. S. position and would consequently weaken their 
determination of resisting Commmist inducement... 


"It hes been the consistent view of the Chinese Government 
that the Geneva talks, once permitted to go beyond the practical 
question of civilian repatriation, would inevitably degenerate 
into a favorable platform for Communist propaganda and provide 
opportunities for neutralist countries to further exert pressure 


on the U. S. toward appeasement. This view has unfortunately been 
borne out by recent events. 


"It is the considered opinion of the Chinese Government that, ~~ 
in the interests of the U. S. and the Republic of China as well as * 
the free world as a whole, the Geneva talks on the renunciation “eg 
of the use of force should be brought to an end as soon as possible." *. 


The point of view stated in this aide memoire was also expressed 


by several Taipei newspaper editorials and articles as reported in 
January Weekas from Taiwan, 


Japan ie ii 
Quoted from Tokyo's telegram of January 31, 1956. 


"ein spite of all which has been said publicly by the 
Secretary and others, there is still a large body of opinion in 
Japan which believes that American policy towards Red China is 
changing and there is considerable concern lest an abrupt 
change be made without Japan knowing in advance so that she can 
adjust her own policy accordingly. 


"I assured Mr. Kishi that I had seen no evidence of any 
coming chenge in our policy toward Red China and while 
obviously no one could say what would be the situation after | 
passage of several years, nevertheless I could assure him that 
our policy in fact was the same that it has been stated to be 
time after time by our public leaders. I emphasized that the 
Ambassadorial level talks in Geneva were purely for the purpose 
of obtaining release of Americans imprisoned in Red China and 
for the purpose of obtaining if at all possible a commitment 
on the part of Red China not to use force in the Formosa area 
but that these talks in no way implied any recognition of Red 
China or any intention to recognize Red China in the future," 


Viet Nam 











Viet Nam 


Newspaper editorial canment in Viet Nam has consistently criticised j 
the Geneva talks and has recently stepped up demands for breaking .~ ne 
off the negotiations. (Saigon's telegram of February h, 1956.) ~ nt 








Republic of Korea oe ee 
Light newspaper editorial camment in the Republic of Korea ie P 
has been skeptical of the value of the Geneva talks. ae 





Austria, France, Belgium, Italy, Philippines, Cambodia, Laos, Australia, 1. | 
and New Zealand — 








No canment indicating concern by these governments over continuance 


of the Geneva talks has been received recently by the respective 
desk officers. 
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In countries that have recognized Communist China no survey has 
been made of reactions to continuance of the Geneva talks. 
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Guidance for February 18 meeting. F ne 
5S 
= 1. Refer to your statement at October 27 meeting, repeating reasons a —— 
= b ‘ 
S US believes Communists have information concerning 450 missing servicemen. 
w b. 
> Wang stated at November 3 meeting he did not consider this proper subject 
3) 2 
@ - for discussion at Geneva. He said such information should be sought from S > hs 
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or which Ambassadorial talks were convened to consider. a > 
<8) . 
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force. They agree neither side should go to war over its differences with O . : 
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other. But it appears that if hostilities should break out, Chinese 





Communists would expect deprive US of natural right of self-defense. . 


: Would not Chinese Communists exercise their right of self-defense if US 





should go to war in violation its commitment? Then how can Chinese 
Communists seek deny US identical right? Would not Chinese Communists 


consider that their forces stationed outside their borders had right to 
defend themselves if attacked? 





3. Point out that Wang does not seem to understand US draft does 
not require either party to give up its position with respect to merits 
of its claims. Any draft declaration must be couched in such terms as act 
not to discredit or prejudice claims of other side. Therefore Wang's 


tirade at last meeting about alleged US occupation of Taiwan and lack of 


of the United States 


any US right defend itself individually or collectively in Taiwan area 


has no relevance to proper substance Agreed Announcement about renunciation 


of force. wang's tirade deals with merits of respective positions. It is 


premature to take up this issue of merits of respective positions before 
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Agreed Announcement on renunciation force is issued. A discussion of merits 





of issues can only come after renunciation force by both sides. 


4. FYI Our present draft is product of long and careful consideration 


bee. 
and we are not disposed to alter it. If, however, Wang proposes amend pe 
F 


renunciation force draft along lines suggested your 1476, state only that 


you - 
L aa 
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you will receive his proposed amendment, give it careful and serious study, 


and state US view of it later. Make certain Wang submits his formulation 


in precise and specific terms indicating where in draft his revised 





| language would appear, so we will have complete text in form Communists 
would be willing sign. END FYI. Bat 7, 
es 
5. Again protest vigorously continued Chinese Communist failure to se, 


live up to their obligations under Agreed Announcement. If Chinese Communists aS 


should release any of imprisoned Americans on occasion of Chinese New Year 
moderation of tone might be desirable. 
6. 





Inform Wang that Immigration Service has now received replies . ) 
from all its field offices and none is able to identify Yuan Jui-hsiang. eS a 
Request additional information from Wang to assist further investigation, 


including date and place Yuan allegedly taken into custody by Immigration 


of the United States 


and alternate spellings Yuan's name, 
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Dear Alex: Ae, 
We expect to be forenhanded with your guidance for the February 18 
meeting. We had a meeting with the Secr:tary on your instructions 
at his home on Saturday the llth on the eve of his deps-ture for his 
vacaticn in the Bahamas. Early in the week we had a meting with the 
4 
Secretary on the guidance for your February 9 meeting. Jcdge Phleger 
~ 
expedited his return from a visit to Puerto Rico in order to participate 
S 
in drafting the guidance for the February 9 meeting. os 
- 
U1 


You have received some very fine bouquets all along the line 
for your superior handling of the meetings. Gratification has been 
expressed Sy all who are in on this subject {at the way you have handled 
both your prepared presentations and the give and take of the impromptu 
exchanges. Your tactics have been superd and your approach precisely 
in line with the prevailing thinking here. 

We believe that you have Kang on a pretty weak wicket now. ide 
is close to being on the prongs of a dilemma if we hold steady. dis 
choices are (1) to accept ovr formulation; (2) te continue the talks 
The Honorable 

U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 


American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 


CMe npr 
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indefinitely with all the inhibitions which that places on a;sressive 
action ty them; or (3) assume the responsibility for breaking off the 
talks, which would be a considerable onus and one which they presumably 
are reZuctant to assume. The danger which the Secretary feels that 
we must avoid is the appearance of extrems inflexibility. If we 
appeared to adopt an absolutely rigid stance, the Commmists after a 
break off might be able to transfer a good part of the onus to us 
arguing that our wmyielding attitude on phraseology was delilerately 
designed to provoke a bfeak. We want to avoid giving any plausibility 
to this sort of allegation. I would characterize the Secretary's 
attitude toward the stance you should take as “firmess without 
rigidity". He does not feel that it is necessary or desirable for 
your to propose any smendzent or transposétion in our proposal, but 
you do not close the door to serious consideration of any amendmmts 
proposed by Wang which do not do violence to the basic principles on 
which we stand. 

You will be interested in a view which was expressed in the 
Saturday meeting and which did not encounter any challenge. This was 
to the effect that a renunciation of force declaration by the Chinese 


Communists which specifically included the general area of Tgiwan 
the impiration of 


“would tend to compound the seriousness of Any subsequent attack sy them 


on Kinmen or Matsu. 


You probably have beer impressed with the paucity of information 


in our telegrams on the issue of Chinese prisoners in Federal and State 
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penitentiaries in this countryl As you have probably gathered the 


guidance reflects ant a lack of awareness or concern, but & 
feeling that if we get into ante fooect “open a can of worms”. 
We have explored the problem in a cautious way with the Feccral Bureau 
of Prisons and the I.é N.S. We know there are at least 30 Chinese 
aliens in Federal penitentiaries. There is no estimate of the number 
in State institutions, although Judge Phleger is sure there are a lot 
of Chinese in? — wurder and other felonies,is=imm@tuamtix. If 
we énter into-correspondence on this subject with all the wardens and 
State Governors, there is ho wales where we will come out. A few of 
tne aioe om to go to the Meinland, or claim that they did, It is by no 
means certain that pardons or paroles for deportation could readily be 
obtained in all cases. It could be argued that any Chinese Sommmist 
agent in this country would in effect be given immmity if he cculd 
be sure of immediate deportation to his home m ,* commission 
of a crime in this country. The Indian Embassy would probably get 
into the act in a big way once we started polling Chinese prisoners. 
We fear that the issues would become confused, our compliace with the 
Agreed Announcement might become clouded, the right of the GRC to 
represent Chinese in this country might appear compromised, and a 
propaganda field day might be afforded the Communists. 50 all in all 
it seems better to play our cards close to our chest on this, relying 


on the fact that probably all Chinese inmates of jails have heard about 




















gn Relations 
States 


of the Unite: 


Declassified for Publication in Forei 











tS 


— n _acittrceceeneaia sta tataaaras Millia iii, 7 ‘is = 


in 
SECRET 


Oe me mapper 


the Agreed Announcement and could write to the Indian Embassy if they 

wanted to. We know that somes prisoners on their cm initiative stated 
to being 

they would prefer remaining in prison teemche sent to Commmist China. 


If the Indians receive. a request from a rrisoner, we will cross that 





bridge when we get to it. In the msantime we are not pressing any 
further inquiries into the subject. We hear there are SO know Chinese 
aliens in mental institutions in this country. We are keeping our 
fingers crossed on that. 

We will give you any interesting information we may receive in 
the course of ovr rrivate checks with the I.’ 1.S. om the names handed 
you by Wang. So far the information is mostly negative. Of course 
in cases where there is no allegation of obstruction, 
we are not going beyond the information already on hand in Weshington 
on these cases and the check is only for our owm background illumination. 

We are enclosing a mmber of documents which may be of interest 
to you as follows: 

. Le. Full reeord of ONeill's ecnversation of Jan. 12 

with Chang Hgn-fu. 
2. Bound up of reports from our Far Eastern Posts on the 
effects of the talks. 


3. &xchange cf correspondence vith the Indian Embassy on 
the Taiwan entry question. 





Doug Forman has sent Dave a copy of the study by Spielman of 
the Historical Division on the course of the talks to date. I wish 
you would tell Deve that we would like for him to check this over during 
his spare time, if any. We feel he is wmusually vell q-alified to do it. 
This work of course is on a contingency basis and is not intended for 
any current declassification unless there should be a break off, 
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We hear that DAF tas funds to keep Stanley in Geneva until 
the end of March when he is slated to co to Taipei. This is no 
oe immediate problem but I wanted you to be alerted to the fact that the 


> EG ee ee: oe eee eee 





' question will arise in about five weeks as to wheth=:r we should try to 
extend his detail with you, send another specialist or try to make 
do vith the part time services of a Geneva Vice Consul. I hope you 
have no stenographic problem with the tmfortunate departure of 
Helenka Osborn. let us know if you are in a jan. 

I was glad to get your letter No. 21. It wes passed around 
as usval od was read with interest. 
Congratulations on that successful Porgy and Bess party in 

4 Prague Saturday night. It was played up in the Hew York Times this 

morning as something pretty special and just about without precedant:: 

in Prague. You are juggling two pretty tricky balls with phenomaal 


of the United States 


Regards and good wishes, 
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" Iam writins this from Prasue as it ! 
if my plane is soins to be very late todav. Id 
not «now if I will set a chances to write to you 
tunis weex end from Geneva. 


I would hone tnrat cefore the Secretary derarts 
for his Sn4T°0 and Par Sastem triv you will raise 
the question ana let me know what I sniould do to 
‘reoo him informed concernins Geneva develonments. 

I also vores:me that Phiester anc Robertson will be 
accompanying him and that this may comnlicate the 
~roblem of instmictions for a meetine or two. I 
would think it misht be wise for ne divectly to 
reoeat to then a fairly full summary of whatever 
meetings take place duving t their trip The problem 


- 


oe 
will be how [| could best and most quickly reacn them. 


Stv dad Zl 707 


of the United States 


veciaSsiTricu iv! 
ee ateees 
po fF 
fy @ 
S 
9 
3 
co) 
@ 





I have nad almost a full week here in Prasue 
h has Seon most hnAeloful and useful and enasled 
5 


A 
9 handle the Porsy and Bess visit to the best 


7k ct 
(y 


A 

4 Ing as 

é the Monday : juestion 
% 


cr 
. be 
: 


pe | 
149) 
2 


it was clear to me that what he had in mind was a 
none ay meetincs as a substitute for this wee'rts 
sestinc and then another meetine durins the wes‘. 
This of course I did not want to accept or ~et in 
me to an arrument about and I therefore toox his 





ihieestdieai Walter >. “cConaughy, Esquire 

pre ee Director of Chinese Affairs 

gi. pita Devartment of State 
Washins TOM, De Ceo 


6e e ae 


ae CONFIDENTIAL 























g r 
Rega ie CONFIDENTIAL 
site 





Se suxtestion of a Saturday meeting. I hove that I 
é can now cet us back on the resular Thursday schedule. 





All the best, I remain 





AT6éxig Jonanson 
Ambassador 


of the United States 
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; Dear Alex: 

| This letter is mainly to trinsmit a number of documents for 
your background illumination, some of which I believe you will find 
of more than ordinary interest. If you don't go back to Prague after 





@ the February 18 meeting (assuming there will be no break-off), you 

cs 

a may have time to study these at some length before the following . 
o ct 
: : meeting. They are listed with brief identification below: 
se Americans Cisiitans. ye 
e 4 
oO UI 


This is the projected "white paper” on maltreatment of jailed 
Americans by the Chinese Communists from 1919 to date. It has been 
prepared on a contingency basis for possible release to the press in 
the event of a break-off at Geneva. fhe study is mainiy the work of 
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John Lindbeck of FE/P who has been working on it almost full time 

j for several weeks. The individual case summaries which are to be 
, - attached as a sort of appendix are not completed yet and they are not 
being sent to you. RP GEES & GP 6 RENE of Canes. We would 


Like the frank reaction of youre and Dave Osborn to the ceneral approach 





The Honorable 
Ue Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Veneva, 
American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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inh 6s Glliaia-e Ws ele 0 1 ee Ct. It is not firmed 
up yet and there is still tine for amendments, either broad or of the 
mit=picking variety. As you will see lindbeck has taken a fairly 
restrained line while still seeking te cet eonsiderable impect. I believe 
4t is objective and on a sound factual basis. Frank Harris the American 
from Hong Keng who used to run rediffusion there and has made hinself 
quite an authority on the subject of ixrrisoned Americans, is reading 
over the material and making some helpful sugrestions from the standpoint 
of informed private American citisen. His coments are all the more 
helpful because he has recently talked to Harriett Mills and Malcolm 
Bersohn and other ex4risoners. “e will welcome criticism of either 
the constructive cr the destructive variety, from you and Dave. 

26 DRF Intelligence Report entitled ""Commmist China's Interest 
in a Foreign Ministers' Conference with the United States’. 

This study by DRF is based on their full access to the Geneva reports 
and the presence of one of tieir men on your staff. Herran thinks 





it is a good job. He mentioned it to the Secretary at the necting on 
the lith. If you have any coments on this, both FE and R will be 
glad to have then. 

30 of ‘s discussion with Se on China 


matters on Jan. 31 during Eden visit. 





This is the record of the China portion of the discussion with 
the British at the Foreign Minister level on the morning of Jan. 31, 
It is an excerpt from the full record of the Eden visit to Washington. 
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It has not been officially cleared &. the Secretary yet. I had to get 
special permission to send this to you and of course it should be very 
closely held by you. ‘This meeting took place in the Department and 
practically all the chief participants on both sides vere present except 
the President and the Prime Minister. You will be particularly interested 
in the Secretary's discussion of the conversations on the first two 
nt, eat t Co Commas eeutttin @ Gs ememane tats 
China policy, stated in wery broad terms, from page eight through the 
middle of page eleven. The discussions of trade controls against 





Communist China and the off-shore islands issue were also of mre than 
ordinary interest. 
L. Comtiwqent Press Release in the Dvent of a Break-Off, 
Earlyclast. week we decided that we should have ea carefully drafted 
press release ready forinstant use if Wang should break off the Geneva 
talks. Our early draft vas considerably revised by the Secretary. 
The enclosed statement which was approved by the Secretary on February 9, 
is substantially his original draft with some very slight amendments: 
which he accepted. ‘this statement represents an effort to strike a just 
balance of strength and restraint. You uill see the various touches 
designed to fukiuncx show up the vestmees’ta the Communist position 
without burning all the bridges. If you have any suggestions on this, 
it will not be too late to consider them, again assumire that the 
talks will continue. 
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5S. Rebertson-Koo Conversation of February 1. 

You will be interested in reading the record of the long conversaticn 
of February 1 between Amb. Koo and Mr. Robertson. (Koo had returned the 
day before from consultations in Taipei and, stimlated by the strength 
of the sentiment he had encountered in Tgiwan, he gave the most vigorous 
presentation of the GRC objections to the Geneve talks that we have yet 
had from him. I believe you will find much of interest in the tact> 
that Mr. Robertson took in answering Koo's arguments and questions, 

In connection with the foregoing you will also vant to study the 
reassurances vhich we give to the Shinese Government in cur Aide Memocire 
of Feb. 13 in answer to their Aide Memoire of Jan. 25. The Chinese 
Aide Memoire was repeated to you from T,iped as their 159 to Geneva. Our 
Aide Mencire went to Taipei as the Department's 1,51 and has been 
repeated to you by pouch. It should arrive at the same time as this 
lester. Our Aide Memoire was personally approved by the Secretary on 
Fed. 11. 

We are vorking on a talking paper on the Seneva conversations to be 
used by our representative at a forthcoming session of the NATO Deputies 
omatian early in March. It seems that Amb. Perkins will have to make 
this presentation. Livy Merchant feels that it is important to give 
our NATO allies a fairly full confidential briefing on the current 
situation in the talks right away. He feels it camot wait until the next 
ministerial level NATO session in April which will be attended by the 
Secretary. It is unfortunate that the presentation to the Deputies 
will have to be made by the representative who has had no opportunity 


to acquire any particular background on the talks, especially since there 
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Se 
will be a discussion period during which some fairly tricky questions 
will be asked. We will arm Amb. Perkins as well as possible, but 
this may not te sufficient. It is possible that you will be asked to go 
to Paris to brief Amb. Perkins some tim before the Deputies mesting. 
We feel this would be invaluable to our spokesman. We are assuming 
that you could work this short trip into your schedvle without too mech 
difficulty unless the Prague demands on you are unusually heavy. Wo 
orders have been issued yet and there might be a change in the thinking. 
This is merely yamrx to alert you to the possibility and give you 
a@ chance to react in advance if you want to. 
I will be standing by for your first report of the meting on 
Saturday afternoon and earnestly hope that all oes well. 
Regards and good wishes, 


Walter P, McConaughy 
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8 1. THREE HOUR FORTY FIVE MINUTE MEETING TODAY. NO PROGRESS ep 
+ WHATEVER. =< 
=) = 
>) = =2. | DEVELOPED THEME OF PARAGRAPHS TWO, THREE, DEPARTMENT'S © 
55 1619, TAKING INCREASINGLY EXPLICIT POSITION THAT PROPER ON 
= @ INTERPRETATION SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE 1S SIMPLY THAT EACH SIDE ~ 
5+ IS, ON OWN BEHALF, MAKING CLEAR THAT DECLARATION IS MADE Nn 
- 5 © WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO WHAT IT CONSIDERS ITS INHERENT RIGHT ' 
: / INDIVIDUAL COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE, AND DOcS NOT IN ANY WAY O 
2 | REQUIRE OTHER SIDE RECOGNIZE OR ACCEPT MERITS OF CLAIMS. on 
, El de 
“= ~=—s- 3: WANG ENTIRELY FAILED MEET MY POINT THIS REGARD, CONFINED 
= | SELF TO REITERATING PREVIOUS POSITIONS, HOWEVER WITH IN- 
S — TIMATION OF PLEA WE OFFER REFORMULATION SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE. + 
) 4, WANG TOOK INITIATIVE ON IMPLEMENTATION, CONFINING SELF > 
} TO AND PRESSING HARD ON CHINESE IN UNITED’ STATES PRISONS, Z 
' THEIR ALLEGED LACK INFORMATION ABOUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 3 
ET CETERA. ALLEGED WE HAD REFUSED INDIAN REQUEST TRANSMIT : 
TEXT ANNOUNCEMENT TO IMPRISONED CHINESE. wd 
on 
5. | REPLIED BY REITERATING PREVIOUS POSITION ON NO CHINESE = 
BEING OBSTRUCTED IN RETURN AND CONTRASTED SITUATION 13 ~ 
at AMERICANS. > 
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2 ea 
COMMENTS TODAY'S MEETING, yjame of Officer 


pirection %® a, 
1. NOTHING PARTICULARLY NOTEWORTHY TO ADD ABOUT TODAY!S 
MEETING EXCEPT THAT ATMOSPHERE EVEN EASIER THAN LAST MEETING, 
FROM FULL RECORD DEPARTMENT WILL NOTE THAT WANG GAVE NO 
SIGNS OF ItMPATIENCE AND THAT | DID MY BEST TO CONTRIBUTE 
TO BUSINESS LIKE ATTITUDE AND KEEP DISCUSSION TO TEXT 
DECLARAT |ON, HOWEVER, THERE WAS NO SIGN OF ANY CHANGE WHATEVER 
IN THEIR ATTITUDE TOWARD SELF DEFENSE CLAUSE, 


_——_— 


of the United States 


2. WITH RESPECT IMPLEMENTATION HE SENSES HE MAY HAVE STRUCK 
SOFT SPOT WITH REGARD IMPRISONED CHINESE AND IS PRESSING IT 
TO MAXIMUM, WOULD APPRECIATE DEPARTMENT'S !NSTRUCTIONS AS 
TO WHAT If ANYTHING FURTHER IT -BEL!IEVES | COULD USEFULLY 
SAY THIS REGARD NEXT MEETING, 


9S81t-c/Ss6°Il9 
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3. DEPARTMENT WILL ALSO NOTE DETAILS OUR EXCHANGE RE LIU 
YUNG-MING MEDICAL RECORDS, WOULD APPRECIATE INSTRUCT IONS 
THIS REGARD FOR NEXT MEETING, SPITE THEIR ATTITUDE ON THIS 
CASE | FEEL WE HAVE NOTHING LOSE SOMETHING GAIN BY MAKING 
RESPONSE THEIR REQUEST TO EXTENT HOSPITAL ABLE AND WILLING, 


GidNOO 


Na 
Vd 


4, HIS RESPONSE ON MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL WAS AS EXPECTE 
BUT | HOPE OUR EXCHANGE WILL EXPEDITE SOME REPLY IN MAC, 
H1S THOUGHT THAT | WAS LINKING THIS WITH CHINESE PRISONERS 

= IN US WAS UNDERSTANDABLE IN CONTEXT MEETING AND | THOUGHT 

_ IT WELL IMMEDIATELY CORRECT ANY IMPLICATION WE PREPARED 


GIVE THEM Yd 

REPRODUCTIOTUFROM THIS| *- 
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GIVE THEM LIST IMPRISONED CHINESE IN EXCHANGE THEIR ACCOUNT~ 
ING FOR MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL, 
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FROM JOHNSON Direction to DC/R > 


1. WANG OPENED 37 MEETING WITH PREPARED STATEMENT SAYING 

HE WOULD LIKE MAKE FURTHER OBSERVATIONS REGARDING STATEMENT 

| MADE AT LAST MEETING. FIRST, IT WAS US USE FORCE AGAINST 
CHINA IN TAIWAN AREA WHICH CREATED SERIOUS DISPUTE BETWEEN 
CHINA AND US. NEVERTHELESS DURING AFRO-ASIAN CONFERENCE 

CH! A PROPOSED CHINA AND US SIT DOWN AND ENTER INTO NEGOTIA- 
TIONS ABOUT DISPUTE. THAT PROPOSAL GAVE EXPRESSION TO CHINA'S 
DESIRE FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTE BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES. 


2. WANG SAID IN COURSE THESE TALKS US SIDE ASKED THAT BOTH 
SIDES MAKE ANNOUNCEMENT RENOUNCING USE FORCE AND THREATS. 
PRC SIDE AGREED TO THIS IDEA OF MAKING ANNOUNCEMENT AND 
TOOK INITIATIVE IN PRESENTING DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT, WHICH 
PRC SIDE LATER AMENDED AFTER CONSIDERING US VIEWS. 


3. WANG SAID THUS PROBLEM CONFRONTING US EVIDENTLY NOTHING “" 
ELSE BUT HOW DESIRE FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES, 

AS SPECIFIED IN PROPOSED ANNOUNCEMENT, CAN BE REALIZED. 

AS US ALREADY USED FORCE AND THREATS AGAINST CHINA, DESIRE 
FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES CANNOT BE REALIZED UNLESS 
PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS ARE SOUGHT FOR. 


5 


696! £393 


4. WANG SAID IF US SIDE GENUINELY SINCERE IN DESIRING PEACE- 
FUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES, SHOULD MAKE 
HONEST EFFORT FOLLOW ANNOUNCEMENT OF DECLARATION BY SEEKING 
PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS REALIZE THIS. FOREIGN MINISTERS 
CONFERENCE IS PRECISELY SUCH PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE MEANS. 


5. WANG SAID 
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fo -2-, 1513) FEBRUARY 18, 9 PM, FROM GENEVA- (SECTION ONE OF FIVE) 
5. WANG SAID SECONDLY IT OUT OF QUESTION FOR US TO TALK 
ABOUT ANY SORT OF SELF-DEFENSE RIGHTS ON CHINA'S TERRITORY 
TAIWAN AND COASTAL ISLANDS. NO AMOUNT OF ARGUMENTS SUCH 
AS PUT FORWARD AT LAST MEETING, ALLEGING TAIWAN AND COASTAL 
ISLANDS NEVER BEEN THEIR TERRITORY COULD ALTER FACTS. 


6. WANG SAID AGGRESSIVE ACTS OF US IN SEIZURE OF TAIWAN 

AND INTERVENTION IN INTERNAL AFFAIRS OF CHINA COULD IN NO 
WAY BE TURNED INTO SELF-DEFENSIVE ACTS BY TREATIES BETWEEN 
US AND CHIANG CLIQUE, WHICH LONG BEEN OVERTHROWN BY CHINESE 
PEOPLE. CHINA ABSOLUTELY WOULD NOT RENOUNCE ITS SOVEREIGN 
RIGHT OVER TAIWAN AND COASTAL !SLANDS. TO REQUIRE THEIR 
SIDE IN MAKING THIS ANNOUNCEMENT TO GIVE RECOGNITION TO 

US RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE ON CHINA'S TERRITORY, TO GIVE RECOG- 


NITION TO CHIANG TREATY, TO GIVE RECOGNITION TO AMERICAN 
SE! ZURE TAIWAN, IS ASKING IMPOSSIBLE. 


OS aR 


~~ WANG SAID THIRDLY AS TO BY WHAT MEANS CHINA WOULD 
ACCOMPLISH LIBERATION TAIWAN, THAT ENTIRELY INTERNAL MATTER 
OF CHINA IN WHICH US HAS NO RIGHT WHATSOEVER INTERFERE. 
DESIRE EXPRESSED BY CHINA TO STRIVE FOR PEACEFUL LIBERATION 
TAIWAN IF CIRCUMSTANCES PERMIT HAS NOTHING TO DO WITH US. 


nooks RRR: 


of the United States 


8.WANG SAID AT LAST MEETING US SIDE ASKED THAT CHINA UNDER- 
TAKE TO USE PEACEFUL MEANS FOR LIBERATING TAIWAN. SUCH 

|S UNSCRUPULOUS INTERVENTION IN CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS 
WHICH CHINA ABSOLUTELY WiLL NOT TOLERATE. 








9. WANG SAID | HAD REPEATEDLY INDICATED THAT US HAD NO 
INTENTION PREJUDICING POSITION PRC SIDE REGARDING OUR DISPUTES. 
AS MATTER FACT EVER SINCE DISCUSSION ON MAKING THIS ANNOUNCE- 
MENT BEGAN US SIDE ALL ALONG HAS CLUNG TO DEMAND THAT CHINA 

“ RENOUNCE ITS CLAIMS. US SIDE HAS NEVER INDICATED SLIGHTEST 

| CHANGE IN ITS POSITION. US SIDE HAS EVEN DEMANDED PRC RECOGNI - 
TION SEIZURE TAIWAN BY US. HOW COULD | EXPLAIN THIS AS 
OTHER THAN DEMANDING THEIR SIDE RENOUNCE ITS POSITION? 
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10. WANG SAID, OUTSIDE CONFERENCE ROOM, MOREOVER, US CON- 
TINUOUSLY STEPPING UP MILITARY ACTIVITIES IN TAIWAN AREA. 
RECENTLY US OPENLY DECLARED IT WOULD STAGE LARGE SCALE 
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fr : CONF IDENT IAL 
-3-, 1513, FEBRUARY 18, 9 P M, FROM GENEVA (SECTION ONE OF FIVE) 


MILITARY MANEUVERS WITH CHIANG FORCES IN TAIWAN AREA. 
OBVIOUSLY THIS FURTHER ACT OF PROVOCATION. 


11. WANG SAID HE ASKED THAT US MAKE EXPLICIT ANSWER AS TO 
WHETHER IT INTENT OF US, AFTER ANNOUNCEMENT OF DECLARATION, 
TO MAINTAIN STATUS QUO OF ITS SEIZURE TAIWAN AND INTERVENTION 
CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS, AND ITS INTERFERENCE IN CHINA'S 

_ LIBERATION TAIWAN AND COASTAL ISLANDS, MEANWHILE REFUSING 
HOLD FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE. 


12. WANG SAID IF THAT IS INTENT OF US, THEN IS IT NOT LOT 
OF EMPTY WORDS TO TALK ABOUT "NOT PREJUDICING POSITION 
AND RIGHTS" OF PRC? WOULD THIS NOT BE MAKING IT IMPOSSIBLE 


TO REALIZE DESIRE FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN 
TWO COUNTRIES? 


13. | REPLIED THAT IT DIDN'T SEEM ME STATEMENT WANG HAD 

MADE HELPED ADVANCE US IN TASK WE FACING IN ATTEMPT REACH 
AGREEMENT ON DECLARATION ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE. !T SEEMED 
ME HIS STATEMENT TENDED AGAIN LEAD US DOWN SIDE ROAD OF 
DISCUSSING SUBSTANCE OUR DISPUTES. 


of the United States 


14. | SAID IN ATTEMPT TO SEE WHETHER OR NOT WE COULD NOT 
ADVANCE UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN US, | HAD ASKED HIM AT LAST 
MEETING TWO SIMPLE QUESTIONS WHICH | THOUGHT WOULD HELP 
CLARIFY SITUATION. AS | RECALLED IT, FIRST QUESTION WAS 


WHETHER WE WERE IN AGREEMENT THAT ONLY PEACEFUL MEANS WOULD 
BE USED SETTLE OUR DISPUTES. 
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15. | SAID OTHER QUESTION WAS WHAT HE THOUGHT SHOULD HAPPEN 


: IF IN VIOLATION DECLARATION ONE SIDE SHOULD INITIATE 
j HOSTILITIES. 


16. | SAID HE HAD AGAIN REFERRED THIS MORNING TO HIS INTER- 
PRETATION OF DRAFT WE DISCUSSING AS REQUIRING HIM TO RENOUNCE 
HIS POSITION AND RECOGNIZE POSITIONS WHICH HE DID NOT DESIRE 
RECOGNIZE. | HAD TRIED TO DEAL WITH THIS QUESTION AT LAST 


MEETING, JUST AS PLAINLY AS | COULD. | HAD HOPED | MADE 
MYSELF CLEAR, BUT APPARENTLY | HAD NOT. 


&> 












17. 1 SAID | 
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17. | SAID | HAD TRIED MAKE CLEAR DRAFT WE DISCUSSING IN- 
CLUDING SELF DEFENSE CLAUSE DID NOT REQUIRE EITHER SIDE 
GIVE UP POSITION WITH RESPECT MERITS ANY DISPUTES. WHAT 

| HAD BEEN TRYING DO WAS PLACE SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE IN THAT 
DECLARATION, TO WHICH WANG OBJECTED, IN ITS TRUE RELATION- 
SHIP TO REMAINDER OF DECLARATION AND SHOW THAT IT MEANT ONLY 
THIS: PROPOSITION | SET FORTH WAS THAT IF EITHER SiDE SHOULD 
VIOLATE DECLARATION AND INITIATE HOSTILITIES AS MEANS OF 
ATTEMPTING MAKE ITS VIEWS PREVAIL OVER OTHER, OR IF EITHER 
SIDE SHOULD BE ATTACKED FROM ANY OTHER QUARTER, IT: WOULD 


BE CLEAR THAT SIDE ATTACKED.WOULD..NOT BY DECLARATION HAVE: | 
RENOUNCED ITS RIGHT SELF DEFENSE. 


18. 1 SAID | HAD GIVEN MUCH THOUGHT TO THIS, AND HAD TRIED 
THINK OF SOME WAY IN WHICH | COULD MAKE THIS PERFECTLY CLEAR. 
THEREFORE, !T NOT WITH ANY INTENT OF GETTING INTO SUBSTANCE 
OUR DISPUTES, OR SAYING THINGS THAT WOULD LEAD US DOWN BY- 
ROADS, BUT WITH INTENT OF MAKING OUR INTERPRETATION AND 


UNDERSTANDING OF THIS JUST AS EXPLICIT AS POSSIBLE THAT 
| WANT TRY AGAIN EXPLAIN MY POSITION. 


19. | SAID LET ME PUT IT THIS WAY. WANG DISPUTED POSITION 
OF US WITH REGARD TO TAIWAN AREA, AND DID NOT RECOGNIZE 
MERITS, NOR DID HE WISH TO SAY ANYTHING THAT GAVE APPEARANCE 








Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


WE) RECOGNIZING MERITS OF POSITION OF US IN THAT REGARD. 


20. | CONTINUED FROM PREPARED STATEMENT THAT WANG SAID HE 
DID NOT DISPUTE MERITS OF ASSERTION BY US OF RIGHT OF IN- 
DIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE AT SOME PLACES BUT 
THAT HE DID DISPUTE MERITS OF US CLAIMS THIS REGARD WITH 
REGARD TA!WAN AREA. HE SAID US MUST ABANDON ITS CLAIM WITH 
RESPECT RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE WITH RESPECT TAIWAN AREA. | 


BELIEVED THAT THIS WAS HONEST SUMMARY HIS POSITION, AS | 
UNDERSTOOD IT. 


21. | SAID ON OTHER HAND THEY HAD CLAIMED AND STILL CLAIMED 
FOR THEMSELVES RIGHT INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE 
IN AREAS ADMITTEDLY BEYOND BORDERS THEIR COUNTRY AND WHERE 
US CONSIDERS THEY HAVE UTTERLY NO BASIS FOR CLAIMING THAT 
RIGHT. ! DIO NOT AND WOULD NOT SAY ANYTHING IN THIS DECLARA- 
TION THAT WOULD RECOGNIZE OR GIVE APPEARANCE OF RECOGNIZING 


MERITS THEIR CLAIMS THIS REGARD, AND | DID NOT BELIEVE DRAFT 
WE CONSIDERING DID THIS. 


| 22. 1 SAID 
; , CONFIDENTIAL . 
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22. | SAID SURELY HE DID NOT WISH ISSUE A DECLARATION IN 

A FORM THAT WOULD IMPLY THAT IF THEIR FORCES ATTACKED THEY 

WOULD NOT DEFEND SELVES. SURELY IF AFTER MAKING DECLARATION 
US SHOULD IN VIOLATION ITS COMMITMENT INITIATE HOSTILITIES, 
THEIR FORCES WOULD EXERCISE WHAT THEY WOULD CONSIDER THEIR 

RIGHT INDIVIDUAL COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE AND DEFEND SELVES. 
1T WAS DIFFICULT ME TO UNDERSTAND HOW THEN HE COULD ATTEMPT 
TO DENY TO FORCES OF MY COUNTRY VERY SAME RIGHT. 


23. | SAID WANG HAD SAiD HE WOULD NOT DENY OUR FORCES THAT 
RIGHT IN SOME PLACES BUT DID DENY THEM THAT RIGHT IN TAIWAN 
AREA. MY POINT WAS THAT DRAFT WE DISCUSSING DID NOT IN ANY 
WAY AND SHOULD NOT ATTEMPT DENY OTHER'S VIEWS OR EMBODY 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN US AS TO MERITS RESPECTIVE CLAIMS. CON~ 


FRONTATION OUR RESPECTIVE CLAiMS DOES NOT BELONG IN PRESENT 
STAGE OF DISCUSSION. 
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24. 1 SAID ALL | HAD SUGGESTED WAS THAT IN MAKING THIS DECLARA- 
TION NOT TO EMPLOY FORCE TO SETTLE OUR DISPUTES EACH OF US 
SIMPLY STATE THAT IN DOING SO WE WERE NEITHER OF US RENOUNC- 
ING WHAT WE CONSIDERED TO BE OUR INHERENT RIGHT OF INDIVIDUAL 
AND COLLECTIVE SELF DEFENSE. iN AGREEING JOIN WITH WANG IN 
MAKING SUCH STATEMENT | DID NOT CONSIDER |! WAS IN ANY WAY 
SACRIFICING OR PREJUDICING MY VIEWS WITH RESPECT TO MERITS 


THEIR CLAIMS WITH REGARD TO PLACES AT WHICH THEY ASSERTED 
THAT RIGHT. 


25. | SAID, SIMILARLY, | DID NOT THINK THAT IT SACRIFICED 


THEIR VIEWS WITH REGARD TO MERITS OF CLAIMS OF MY GOVERNMENT 
CONCERNING THAT RIGHT. 


of the United States 


26. 1! SAID | THOUGHT THIS ENTIRELY PROPER AND IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH ORIGINAL PURPOSE OF NOT ATTEMPTING IN THIS DECLARATION 
TO DISCRED!IT OR PREJUDICE VIEWS OF EITHER. DIERUSSION OF 
MERITS OF RESPECTIVE CLAIMS AND WORKING OUT BY PEACEFUL 
MEANS OF SOLUTIONS TO THOSE PROBLEMS WHERE OUR POLICIES 
CONFRONT EACH OTHER CAN ONLY BE ACCOMPLISHED AFTER WE HAVE 


MADE CLEAR THAT ONLY PEACEFUL MEANS WILL BE USED IN FINDING 
THOSE SOLUTIONS. 





27+ | SAID QUESTION WANG HAD ASKED THIS MORNING WAS ONE | 
COULD ONLY TERM AS PREJUDGING SOLUTIONS TO PROBLEMS FACING 
OUR TWO COUNTRIES. AS SUCH, | DIDN'T BELIEVE IT PROPER OR 
CONSTRUCTIVE QUESTION TO ASK AT THIS STAGE OUR DISCUSSIONS. 


28. | SAID THE US EARNESTLY HOPES FOR AND WILL DO EVERYTHING 
ITS POWER TO BRING ABOUT PEACEFUL SOLUTION THESE QUESTIONS. 


a) THE US HAD NO RESERVATIONS IN ITS DETERMINATION THAT ONLY 
~ 


“PEACEFUL MEANS WOULD BE USED IN THEIR SOLUTION. 
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29. | SAID IF WANG AGREED TO ISSUANCE OF DRAFT WE DISCUSSING, 
US WOULD HAVE NO RESERVATIONS IN ITS DETERMINATION THAT 
WE SEEK TOGETHER, AS SET FORTH IN DRAFT, "PRACTICAL AND 
FEASIBLE MEANS REALIZING THIS COMMON DESIRE." US CONTINUES 
= HOPE WE CAN REACH THAT STAGE. US CONTINUES HOPE WE WILL NOT 
BE LONGER DELAYED IN REACHING THAT STAGE BY USELESS ATTEMPTS 


GET US AGREE THAT IF ITS FORCES ATTACKED THEY WOULD NOT 
DEFEND SELVES. 


30. WANG SAID HE NOTED THAT I! HAD EXPRESSED HOPE WE WOULD 

BE ABLE TO REACH AGREEMENT ON ISSUANCE OF ANNOUNCEMENT 

QUICKLY SO THAT WE COULD ENTER INTO DISCUSSION OTHER MATTERS. 

HE SHARED THIS CONCERN THAT WE HAD SPENT MUCH TIME IN DISCUSSION 


THIS ANNOUNCEMENT WITHOUT REACHING AN AGREEMENT ON THIS UP 
TO PRESENT MOMENT. 


31. WANG SAID THAT IN HIS OPENING STATEMENT THIS MORNING 

HE HAD POINTED OUT REPEATED EFFORTS THEIR SIDE TO REACH 
AGREEMENT BY PUTTING FORTH VARIOUS DRAFTS WHICH EMBODIED 
POINTS OF VIEW COMMON TO BOTH SIDES AND WHICH ACCEPTABLE TO 
BOTH SIDES. IT INDEED MY VIEW THAT WE SHOULD QUICKLY REACH 
AGREEMENT ON AN ANNOUNCEMENT, IT HARD FOR HIM TO SEE WHY 

US STILL CONTINUES NOT TO ACCEPT THEIR DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT 
SO THAT WE CAN ADVANCE TO DISCUSSION OTHER MATTERS. 


of the United States 





32 - WANG SAID HE HAD REPEATEDLY MADE CLEAR THAT OUR DRAFT 
UNACCEPTABLE TO THEIR SIDE BECAUSE OUR DRAFT ONLY SERVES 

VIEW OF US SIDE. BECAUSE US DRAFT ONLY GIVES CONS!DERAT ION 

TO US INTERESTS AND PREJUDICES POSITION THEIR SIDE, THEREFORE 
1T UNACCEPTABLE TO THEIR SIDE. THIS VIEW OF THEIR SIDE HAD 
BEEN MADE CLEAR REPEATEDLY IN PREVIOUS MEETINGS. 
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33. WANG SAID IT ENTIRELY UNJUSTIFIABLE FOR US TO INCLUDE 
CLAUSE ON SELF-DEFENSE OF US IN TAIWAN, WHICH WAS WHAT THEIR 
SIDE WOULD NOT ACCEPT. OBSERVATIONS | HAD MADE THIS MORNING, 
\T SEEMED TO HIM, IN MAIN CONTINUED TO DEFEND POSITION OF 
US REGARDING US SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA. THAT, AS HE 
HAD SAID, WAS PRINCIPAL OBSTACLE IN WAY OF REACHING AGREEMENT 

“ON ISSUANCE OF ANNOUNCEMENT. HE DID NOT SEE HOW THIS REPE- 
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TITION OF THIS POSITION COULD ADVANCE IN ANY WAY DISCUSSION 
BY BOTH SIDES ON ISSUANCE OF ANNOUNCEMENT. 


34. WANG SAID WITH REGARD TO STATEMENT | MADE THIS MORNING, 
THERE SEEMED TO BE THREE POINTS ON WHICH WE MUST BE CLEAR. 
IN FIRST PLACE, MY STATEMENT TENDED TO CONFUSE AGGRESS!ON 
WITH SELF-DEFENSE. 


35- WANG SAID IT QUITE TRUE THAT THEY ENDORSE AND DO NOT 
DISPUTE RIGHT EVERY COUNTRY, IN ACCORDANCE UNITED NATIONS 
CHARTER, TO INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE, AND THAT | 
THIS INCLUDES UNITED STATES. HOWEVER, SUCH RIGHT OF SELF- 
DEFENSE CAN ONLY BE USED IN PROTECTING AND DEFENDING TERRI- 
TORY OF OWN COUNTRY AGAINST EXTERNAL AGGRESSION AND ATTACK. 
THIS RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE HAS NOTHING IN COMMON WITH ARMED 
AGGRESSION AGAINST OTHER COUNTRIES. SO THESE TWO THINGS MUST 
NOT BE CONFUSED WITH EACH OTHER. 


36. WANG SAID | HAD POINTED OUT THAT THEY HAD SELF-DEFENSE 
ARRANGEMENTS BEYOND THEIR BORDERS. !T TRUE THAT THEY HAVE 
EXERCISED THAT RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE. IF THERE HAD NOT BEEN 
FOREIGN FORCES THREATENING THEIR BORDER AND FOREIGN MILITARY 
AIRCRAFT VIOLATING THEIR AIRSPACE, THEY WOULD NOT HAVE 
EXERCISED THAT RIGHT. CHINESE EXERCISED THAT RIGHT OF SELF- 
DEFENSE SIMPLY IN ORDER PROTECT THEIR TERRITORY FROM BEING 
VIOLATED BY FOREIGN POWERS. HOWEVER, ACTION OF FOREIGN FORCES 
IN STARTING AGGRESSIVE ACTS ON FOREIGN TERRITORY CANNOT 

BE TERMED EXERCISE OF SELF-DEFENSE. 


37+ WANG SAID LET HIM PUT IT MORE CONCRETELY AND WITH RESPECT 
DISPUTES BETWEEN CHINA AND US IN TAIWAN AREA. PRESENT GRAVE 
HOSTILITIES BETWEEN CHINA AND US IN TAIWAN AREA CHIEFLY 
RESULT OF US ACTION IN FORCIBLE SEIZURE TAIWAN, WHICH CHINESE 
TERRITORY. NO AMOUNT TALK, ARGUMENT, OR SOPHISTRY CAN TURN 
TAIWAN INTO STATE OR TERRITORY OF AMERICA. THEREFORE ACTION 
OF US IN FORCIBLE SE!ZURE OF TAIWAN CAN ONLY BE TERMED 
AGGRESS!|VE ACTION AND CAN NEVER BE TERMED ACT OF SELF- 
DEFENSE. SAME IS TRUE OTHER WAY AROUND -- CHINESE FORCES 


WOULD HAVE NO RIGHT SPEAK ABOUT SELF-DEFENSE IF THEY SHOULD 


FORCIBLY OCCUPY AMERICAN TERRITORY OF SAN FRANCISCO. 
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38. WANG SAID | HAD STATED THIS MORNING THAT IF AMERICAN 
FORCES WERE ATTACKED THEY WOULD NOT FOREGO RIGHT TO SELF- 
DEFENSE. HOWEVER, PRESENT SITUATION IS NOT ONE IN WHICH US 
FORCES BEING ATTACKED, BUT !S ONE IN WHICH US FORCES HAVE 
USED FORCE AGAINST TAIWAN AND HAVE ATTACKED CHINA. FTNMY 
LOGIC SEEMED TO BE EQUALLY ABSURD AS THAT OF MAN WHO BEATS 
UP ANOTHER AND WHILE BEATING HIM STILL CLAIMS IT IS SELF- 
DEFENSE. HOW CAN THIS ACTION BE TERMED SELF-DEFENSE? 


39. WANG SAID FROM THIS IT SHOULD BE CLEAR THAT WE SHOULD NOT 
TRY CONFUSE AGGRESSIVE ACTS WITH SELF-DEFENSE. THESE TWO 

ACTS SHOULD BE CLEARLY SEPARATED FROM EACH OTHER. BY THIS 

HE MEANT WE SHOULD NOT TRY EXPLAIN AGGRESSIVE ACTION AS 
ACTION OF SELF-DEFENSE. 


4O. WANG SAID AS HE HAD SAID, THEY HAVE FULL RIGHT TO EXPEL 
PRESENT OCCUPATION OF TAIWAN BY US FORCES. NEVERTHELESS, 

THEY STILL ‘PROPOSE SETTLE THIS QUESTION BY MEANS PEACEFUL 
NEGOTIATIONS. THIS DEMONSTRATES PEACEFUL INTENTION OF CHINESE 
REGARDING SETTLEMENT INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES. 


41. WANG SAID SECOND POINT HE WANTED MAKE WAS THAT WE SHOULD 


NOT ATTEMPT CONFUSE INTERNATIONAL DISPUTE WITH INTERNAL MATTER. 


THIS QUESTION HAS ALWAYS REMAINED BEFORE US. 


42. WANG SAID | HAD ASKED WHETHER OR NOT CHINA WOULD ONLY 
USE PEACEFUL MEANS IN SETTLEMENT TAIWAN PROBLEM. IT SEEMED 
HiM THIS QUESTION WENT BEYOND TERMS OF REFERENCE PRESENT 
TALKS. IT ENTIRELY MATTER FOR CHINESE PEOPLE THEMSELVES 

AS TO BY WHAT MEANS THEY WOULD ACCOMPLISH LIBERATION TAIWAN. 
THIS MATTER IN WHICH US HAS NO RIGHT INTERFERE. THEY WOULD 
OPPOSE ANY ATTEMPT INTERFERE THIS MATTER. 

SAME IS TRUE IN OTHER RESPECT: THAT 1S, CHINA HAS NO RIGHT 
INTERFERE IN INTERNAL MATTER OF DISPUTES BETWEEN POLITICAL 
PARTIES IN US. THEY HAD MADE CLEAR IN PREVIOUS MEETINGS THIS 
POINT OF VIEW: THAT SUCH MATTERS, WHICH ESSENTIALLY INTERNAL 
MATTERS OF CHINA, BEYOND SCOPE THESE TALKS. 


43. WANG SAID THAT WE SHOULD DISCUSS IN THESE TALKS IS 


QUESTION OF GRAVE TENSION CREATED TAIWAN AREA AS RESULT 
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US OCCUPATION CHINESE AREA OF TAIWAN, AND WE SHOULD ATTEMPT 
FIND SOLUTION TO THIS SITUATION. 


44. WANG SAID THIRDLY HE WANTED DEAL WITH QUESTION OF 
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN ISSUANCE ANNOUNCEMENT AND SUBSTANCE 
OF OUR DISPUTES. THEY HAD ALWAYS PROPOSED THAT THESE TWO 
QUESTIONS SHOULD BE SEPARATED IN THIER ORDER OF SOLUTION, 
AND THIS IS GIVEN EXPRESSION IN DRAFT PUT FORWARD BY THEIR 
SIDE. IT IS A PRACTICAL WAY -- TO TRY TO SOLVE DISPUTES 
BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES STEP BY STEP. 


45. WANG SAID THAT WAS WHY THEY DID NOT IN THEIR DRAFT 
ANNOUNCEMENT RAISE ANY PREREQUISITES OR RAISE ANY MATTER 
WHICH US COULD NOT FIND ACCEPTABLE. WHEREAS IN US PROPOSAL, 
US HAS ATTEMPTED CONFUSE THESE TWO STEPS AND RAISE SELF- 
DEFENSE CLAUSE, WHICH TANTAMOUNT TO PREREQUISITE. THAT IS 
WHERE OBSTACLE IN WAY PROGRESS OUR TALKS LIES. 


SHILLOCK 
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46. WANG SAID THEREFORE PROBLEM CONFRONTING TWO OF US 

SEEMED TO HIM VERY CLEAR. IT QUITE CLEAR ALSO WHY WE NOT 
REACHED AGREEMENT ISSUANCE ANNOUNCEMENT UP TO PRESENT MOMENT. 
PRESENT FACT 1S THAT WE HAVE NOT REACHED AGREEMENT ON A 
PROPOSED ANNOUNCEMENT. THIS NOT WHAT THEIR SIDE DESIRED. 
QUESTION OF WHAT WOULD FOLLOW ISSUANCE ANNOUNCEMENT WAS 

NOT ONE | HAD ASKED -- WHAT WOULD HAPPEN IF DECLARATION 

WERE VIOLATED -- BUT THE PROBLEM WAS RATHER THAT 80TH SIDES 
WOULD ATTEMPT FIND WAYS AND MEANS FOR REALIZATION OF PRO- 
VISIONS WHICH STATED IN DECLARATION. 


i Y 


47. 1 SAID | WAS SORRY WE JUST DID NOT SEEM ABLE 

ARRIVE AT MEETING OF MINDS ON THIS. WE SEEHED BE 

ARGUING SOMEWHAT AT CROSS PURPOSES HERE. | BEEN TRYING VERY 

HARD KEEP SIMPLY TO SUBSTANCE OF OUR DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT. WHEREAS 
HE SAID HE AGREED WITH MY VIEW THAT WE HAD TO KEEP OUR SEPARATE 
STEPS APART FROM EACH OTHER, YET HE CONTINUALLY ATTEMPTING BRING 
US BACK TO MERITS OUR DISPUTES. HE KEPT REFERRING TO HIS VIEWS 
REGARDING OUR DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREAWN TERMING IT CONTI NUOUS- 

LY A MATTER OF US TCCUPATION OF TAIWAN. | HAD IN PAST AND 
CONTINUE RESOLUTELY TO REJECT VALIDITY ANY SUCH CHARACTER- 
IZATION OF QUESTION. HOWEVER, | DID NOT INTEND REPEAT THAT 

THIS MORNING. BECAUSE THAT, | FELT, AGAIN GETS US DOWN 


UNPRODUCTIVE SIDE ROAD OF DISCUSSION MERITS OUR RESPECTIVE 
POSITIONS. 


48. | SAID HOWEVER WHATEVER TERM IS USED CH,.RACTERIZE OUR 
DISPUTE THAT AREA, SEEMED ME THAT POSITION HE TAKING WAS 


THAT SOLUTION OF THAT SHOULD PRECEDE OR ANY ! SSUANCE 
OUR DECLARATION. 


4g. | SAID HE SPOKE AGAIN THIS MORNING OF WHAT HE TERMED 
THEIR 
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THEIR RIGHT EXPEL AMERICAN FORCES FROM TAIWAN AREA. HIS 
GOVERNMENT HAS IN ITS PUBLIC STATEMENTS ALSO OFTEN SPOKEN 
ALONG SAME LINE. THIS IS, AND CAN BE INTERPRETED AS, NOTHING 
ELSE THAN A THREAT TO INITIATE HOSTILITIES IN ORDER TO RESOLVE 
QUESTIONS AT DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA IN THEIR FAVOR. THIS 

IS PRINCIPLE REASON WE ARE HERE DISCUSSING WHETHER OR NOT 


. H!1S GOVERNMENT WILLING GIVE UP THREAT OR USE OF FORCE TO 
: RESOLVE OUR DIFFERENCES. 


50. | SAID THIS ONE OF REASONS | ASKED HIM AT LAST MEETING 
AND AGAIN ASKED THIS MORNING THE QUESTION AS TO WHETHER IN 
ISSUING THIS DECLARATION THEY CONSIDERED THAT ONLY PEACEFUL 
MEANS WERE TO BE USED TO SETTLE OUR DISPUTES. 


; 51. | SAID THERE NO CONFUSION MY MIND IN THIS REGARD. 
| RELATING MY QUESTION EXACTLY TO TEXT OUR DECLARATION. 
IN SPITE MY EXPLANATIONS THIS MORNING, HE STILL INSISTS 
IN INTERPRETING AMENDMENTS | HAD SUGGESTED AS ATTEMPT BY 
US TO TRICK HIM INTO PREJUDICING THEIR POSITION. THAT 
NEITHER MY INTENT NOR IS IT IN PLAIN LANGUAGE OF DRAFT WE 
DISCUSSING. LET ME READ THAT. “THE USA AND THE PRC ARE 
DETERMINED THAT THEY WILL SETTLE DISPUTES BETWEEN THEM 
THROUGH PEACEFUL MEANS == AND IF | MAY HERE LEAVE OUT THE 
SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE -- , AND THAT THEY WILL NOT RESORT 
TO THE THREAT OR USE OF FORCE IN THE TAIWAN AREA OR ELSE- 
WHERE." HOWEVER IN SAYING THIS, EACH OF US IS ALSO SAYING 
IN OWN BEHALF SIMPLY THAT WE DOING THIS AND SAYING THIS 
WITHOUT PREJUDIC ING WHAT EACH OF US CONSIDERS HIS INHERENT 
RIGHTS TO INDIVIDUAL COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE. AS | SAID 
MY STATEMENT THIS MORNING, NEITHER US BY SAYING THAT IS 
RECOGNIZING OR GIVING APPEARANCE RECOGNIZING MERITS POSITION 
OF OTHER IN THIS REGARD. (AT THIS POINT LAI HAD WHISPERED 
’ CONFERENCE WITH WANG OVER CHINESE DECEMBER | DRAFT.) BOTH } 
VS ARE!S!MBLY MAKING. CLEAR FACT THAT IF EITHER US |S ATTACKED 5 
WE INTEND DEFEND OURSELVES. IT SIMPLY SAYS, WHEN WE IN \ oe 
DECLARATION SAY WE NOT GOING USE FORCE, THAT WE NOT CARRYING ; 
iT TO POINT OF SAYING WE NOT INTEND DEFEND OURSELVES IF 
ATTACKED. IT APPLIES EQUALLY TO BOTH OF US AND, AS PREVIOUSLY 


POINTED OUT, | WOULD THINK THEY WOULD CONSIDER IT OF EQUAL 
IMPORTANCE . 
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WITHDRAWN CONSTITUTED, | EFFECT, DEMAND THAT US SAY THAT 
IF ITS FORCES ARE ATTACKED THEY WILL NOT DEFEND THEMSELVES. 
THAT OF COURSE IS ABSURD ON FACE OF IT. 


53. |! SAID | EARNESTLY HOPED THAT HE COULD RECONSIDER HIS 
POSITION ON THIS IN LIGHT OUR DISCUSSIONS AND MY EXPLANA- 
4 TIONS THIS MORNING SO THAT WE COULD SEE WHETHER IT POSSIBLE 
FOR US TO REACH AGREEMENT ON THIS AT OUR NEXT MEETING. 
| SINCERELY HOPED WE COULD DO SO. 


54. WANG SAID THEY COULD NOT BUT WANT MAKE CLEAR THEIR POINT 
VIEW REGARDING ISSUANCE OF AGREEMENT. THEY COULD NOT BUT 
EXPLAIN THEIR VIEWS REGARDING WHAT THEY CONSIDER TO BE 
INCORRECT VIEWS CONCERNING ANNOUNCEMENT. 


55. WANG SAID THEY SAY US IS OCCUPYING CHINESE TERRITORY OF 
TAIWAN TODAY. ONLY AFTER AMERICAN FORCES IN TAIWAN AREA -- 
SUCH AS SEVENTH FLEET AND SO ON -- ARE WITHDRAWN COULD | 
ARGUE THAT US NOT OCCUPYING TAIWAN. THAT WOULD BE MATTER 
WHICH EVERYBODY WOULD WELCOME AND BE GLAD SEE CARRIED OUT. 


Rt. a ee 


56. WANG SAID | HAD fALKED MUCH ABOUT ALLEGED THREATS. 
AS LONG AS US FORCES NOT WITHDRAWN FROM TAIWAN AREA, AMERICAN 
THREAT WILL ALWAYS EXIST IN THAT AREA. THIS NOT THREAT ON 


PART CHINESE AGAINST US, BUT ON CONTRARY IS US THREAT AGAINST 
CHINA. THIS PLAIN FACT. 


of the United States 


57. WANG SAID IN SPITE ALL THIS THEIR SIDE STILL WILLING 
NEGOTIATE WITH US IN PEACEFUL MANNER IN ATTEMPT ARRIVE 

AT SOLUTION THIS DISPUTE. 1S NOT THIS ATTITUDE CHINESE SIDE 
VERY CONCILIATORY ATTITUDE? CERTAINLY WE ARE STILL IN PRESENT 
STAGE OF DISCUSSING ISSUANCE OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
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58. WANG SAID | HAD STATED THAT WE SHOULD CONFINE OUR 
DISCUSSION AT PRESENT STAGE TO ISSUANCE OF THE ANNOUNCEMENT. 
IN COURSE OF DISCUSSION WE SHOULD CONTINUOUSLY OVERCOME 
OBSTACLES IN OUR WAY AND KEEP ADVANCING. IF. AS | HAD SAID 
WE SHOULD CONFINE DISCUSSION STRICTLY TO QUESTION OF 

ae ANNOUNCEMENT ITSELF, WAS | WILLING ACCEPT THEIR DECEMBER 

7 1 DRAFT, WHICH HE CONSIDERED VERY REASONABLE? HIS DRAFT 
SAYS THAT "PRC AND USA ARE DETERMINED THAT THEY SHOULD SETTLE 


DISPUTES 
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DISPUTES BETWEEN THEIR TWO COUNTRIES THROUGH PEACEFUL 
EGOT!IAT ONS WITHOUT RESORTING TO THREAT OR USE OF FORCE." 
THIS SAYS BOTH SHOULD USE PEACEFUL MEANS, RATHER THAN MEANS 
OF WAR, TO SETTLE DISPUTES BETWEEN THEM. 
I! 59. WANG SAID CERTAINLY HE WOULD BE PREPARED LISTEN TO ANY 
! SUGGESTIONS OR OPINIONS | MIGHT HAVE REGARD TO THIS DRAFT. 
; 60. WANG SAID HE HAD NOTED THAT WHEN | READ FROM MY JANUARY 12 
DRAFT | HAD LEFT OUT PHRASE REGARDING "WITHOUT PREJUDICE 
TO INHERENT RIGHT OF INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE." 
HE WONDERED IF | MEANT THAT | WOULD OMIT THIS CLAUSE FROM 


DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT. HE WOULD APPRECIATE IT IF 1! WOULD CLARIFY 
THESE TWO POINTS HE HAD JUST RAISED.. 


61. | SAID FIRST | WOULD NOT TAKE OUR TIME TO REVIEW MY 
PREVIOUS COMMENTS REGARDING HIS DECEMBER 1 DRAFT. | HAD 
PREVIOUSLY SET FORTH REASONS | FELT IT WAS DEFECTIVE AS 
MEAN!NGFUL DECLARATION. 


ie ox abe 


62. | SAID IN READING PARAGRAPH | HAD REFERRED TO THIS 
MORNING, ! HAD NOT LEFT OUT CLAUSE ON SELF DEFENSE. | WAS 
SIMPLY TRYING TO READ IT IN CONTEXT SO AS TO MAKE EXACTLY 
CLEAR MEANING AND INTERPRETATION THAT APPEARS THERE. 


eat SBR 
Dye we! 
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63. | SAID WHAT | WAS SAYING WAS THAT IN MAKING DECLARA- 

TION EACH OF US WAS SAYING ON OWN BEHALF SIMPLY THAT WE 

WERE DOING THIS AND SAYING THIS WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO WHAT 
EACH OF US CONSIDERED TO BE OUR INHERENT RIGHTS OF INDIVIDUAL 
AND COLLECTIVE SELF DEFENSE. BY THAT MEANS | WAS ATTEMPTING 
TO MAKE JUST AS CLEAR AS | COULD WHAT THIS IN FACT SAYS, 

AT LEAST !NSOFAR AS ENGLISH 1S CONCERNED. 
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64. | SAID | WAS DOING THIS IN ORDER TRY CLEAR UP APPARENT 
CONFUSION THAT STILL EXISTED AS TO EXACT MEANING AND OUR 
INTENTION IN INCLUDING IT. | HOPED THAT WANG WOULD RECONSIDER 


'T IN THIS LIGHT,BECAUSE | FELT WANG MIGHT .NOT HAVE FULLY 
UNDERSTOOD IT. 







| 65. WANG SAID(AFTER CONSULTATION WITH LAI) | HAD STATED 
THAT | DID NOT CONSIDER THEIR DECEMBER | DRAFT MEANINGFUL 


DECLARATION. 
CONFIDENTIAL 
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DECLARATION. HOWEVER, | WOULD RECALL THAT ON DECEMBER 1, 

WHEN HE PUT FORTH THAT DRAFT, |! HAD STATED THAT |! WELCOMED 
THE!R ACTION IN PUTTING THAT DRAFT FORWARD, AND SAID THAT 

|T REPRESENTED PROGRESS IN TALKS. MY REMARKS ON THAT OCCASION 


SERVED TO PROVE THAT DECEMBER 1 DRAFT OF THEIR SIDE WAS 
MEANINGFUL DECLARATION. 


SHILLOCK 
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66. WANG SAID IF | DID CONSIDER THEIR DECEMBER | DRAMT®4~—_— 
CONSIDERABLE ADVANCE IN OUR DISCUSSION ON ISSUANCE OF ANNOUNCE- 


MENT, HE DID NOT SEE WHY WE COULD NOT CONTINUE OUR PROGRESS 
ALONG THAT LINE. 


| 
7 
. 


67. WANG SAID WITH REGARD JANUARY 12 DRAFT OF USISIDE, 

HE HAD MADE IT CLEAR AT PREVIOUS MEETINGS THAT AS REGARDS 

SELF DEFENSE CLAUSE INCLUDED IN THAT DRAFT, IT OT QUESTION 
OF WHAT SORT OF WORDS TO USE TO EXPRESS THAT IDEA. HE HAD 


SAID THAT IT WAS SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION WITH WHICH WE MUST 
DEAL. 


68. WANG SAID IF | GENUINELY HOPED THAT WE SHOULD MAKE FURTHER 
PROGRESS IN TALKS, THEN HE WOULD HOPE |! WOULD BE ABLE SET 
FORTH MORE CONCRETE OPINIONS ON BASIS THEIR DECEMBER | 

DRAFT AT NEXT MEETING. 


of the United States 





>, 69. WANG SAID IF IT MY INTENTION TO INSIST ON THIS CLAUSE 

' | REGARDING SELF DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, AND KEEP HECKLING 

ABOUT THIS CLAUSE IN OUR DISCUSSIONS, HE JUST DIDN'T SEE 
HOW WE COULD MAKE ANY PROGRESS IN OUR DISCUSSIONS. 
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{O.~ | REPLIED THAT | HAD ONLY TWO BRIEF THINGS. FIRST, 
| DID SAY THAT | WELCOMED THEIR DRAFT OF DECEMBER 1 AND 


DID CONSIDER |!T ADVANCE OVER POSITION WANG HAD PREVIOUSLY 
BEEN MAINTAINING. 





{i.- | SAID | NOT ONLY SAID THIS, BUT | HAD SHOWN THAT | 
THOUGHT THIS WAS CASE BY MY TAKING HIS DRAFT AS BASIS 
FOR NEGOTIATION AND BY AGREEING ACCEPT IT AS DECLARATION 






Py WITH TWO SMALL AMEDMENTS THAT WE HAD SUGGESTED. IT FRANKLY 
ao JUST HAD NOT OCCURRED TO ME THAT WANG WOULD FIND THIS SELF 
REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
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DEFENSE CLAUSE OBJECTIONABLE OR THAT HE WOULD MAKE ISSUE 
OF IT. 


72. | SAID | CERTAINLY HAD NO INTENTION OR DESIRE TO BUILD 

IT UP INTO ISSUE, BUT WANG HAD INSISTED ON DOING SO. AGAIN, 
WANG HAD JUST SAID HE CONSIDERED THIS MATTER OF SUBSTANCE. 
HOW ELSE COULD | INTERPRET HIS STATEMENTS THAN AS SUBSTANTIVE 
DEMAND ON HIS PART THAT US RENOUNCE ITS VIEWS REGARDING 
MERITS OF OUR DISPUTES. | HAD NOTHING MORE TO SAY. 


73. WANG REPLIED THAT | HAD TERMED BY AMENDMENTS TO HIS 
DRAFT AS VERY SMALL CHANGES, BUT HE DID NOT THINK THEY WERE 
VERY SMALL CHANGES. HE CONSIDERED THEM TO BE STILL INSISTING 
ON MY ORIGINAL POSITION. HE DID NOT CONSIDER THEM AMENDMENTS 


IN TRUE SENSE OF WORD. THEY WERE RATHER A FORM OF INSISTENCE 
ON MY ORIGINAL POSITION. 


74. WANG SAID | HAD STATED THAT IN MAKING THESE CHANGES | 
DID NOT INTEND BUILD UP ISSUE OVER SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE. 
IF, AS | STATED, 1T NOT MY INTENT TO BUILD UP INTO ISSUE, 
THEN HE DIDN'T SEE WHY | HAD INSISTED ON THIS ISSUE. 


of the United States 


75+ WANG SAID | HAD ALSO SAID THAT IT NOT MY INTENT DEMAND 
OR REQUIRE PREREQUISITE. IN VIEW OF FACT THAT SELF DEFENSE 
CLAUSE HAD BECOME ISSUE BETWEEN US AND CONSTITUTES 


PREREQUISITE ON US PART, THIS SELF DEFENSE CLAUSE HAD BECOME 
OBSTACLE TO PROGRESS OF TALKS. 
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76. WANG SAID IT WAS TO BE HOPED THAT AT NEXT MEETING | 
WOULD BE ABLE PUT FORTH SUGGESTIONS AND OPINIONS THAT 
WOULD HELP PROGRESS OF TALKS. 





oes. 


{7+ WANG SAID IF | HAD NOTHING ELSE, HE WOULD LIKE BRING 

UP ANOTHER MATTER. ON MY ASSENT, HE READ PREPARED STATEMENT 

SAYING THAT CHINESE SIDE HAD AT VERY START THESE TALKS SUBMITT 

COMPLETE LIST OF ALL AMERICANS IN PRISON IN CHINA. THEY 

HAD ALL ALONG BEEN CONCERNED WITH STATUS OF CHINESE IN PRISON 

IN US. IN SPITE OF REPEATED REQUESTS THAT WE SUBMIT LIST 

CHINESE IN US PRISONS, US SIDE NOT ONLY FAILED SUBMIT SUCH 
fr LIST BUT DECLARED !T HAD NO KNOWLEDGE OF CHINESE IN PRISON. 
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78. WANG SAID HE HAD LONG AGO POINTED OUT THAT THAT ASSERTION 
DID NOT TALLY WITH FACTS. ACCORDING INFORMATION OFFERED BY 
RETURNED CHINESE THERE ACTUALLY MANY CHINESE UNJUSTIFIABLY 
KEPT US PRISONS. HE WOULD AGAIN CALL MY ATTENTION TO QUESTION 


OF CHINESE IN US PRISONS AND WOULD APPRECIATE EXPLICIT ANSWER 
FROM ME. 


79. WANG SAID HE FAILE™ SEE WHY MY SIDE HAD THUS FAR NOT 

TAKEN ANY APPROPRIATE MEASURES IN REGARD TO THESE IMPRISONED 
CHINESE, NOR COULD HE UNDERSTAND WHY US SO FAR REFUSED PROVIDE 
EITHER THEIR SIDE OR INDIAN EMBASSY WITH INFORMATION ABOUT 
THESE PEOPLE, OR WHY US WOULD NOT PERMIT INDIAN EMBASSY ADVISE 
THESE IMPRISONED PEOPLE OF CONTENTS OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN 

CHINA AND US OF SEPTEMBER 10, 1955. UNDER SUCH CIRCUMSTANCES, 
HOW COULD INDIAN EMBASSY BE EXPECTED FULLY CARRY OUT FUNCTIONS 


PROVIDED IN AGREEMENT. THIS WAS SITUATION HIGHLY DISSATIS- 
FACTORY THEIR SIDE. 


80. WANG SAID CHINESE GOVERNMENT AND PEOPLE VERY CONCERNED 
ABOUT SITUATION OF 27 CHINESE WHOSE NAMES HE GAVE ME IN 

SIX SEPARATE LISTS WITH REQUEST THAT | LOOK INTO CASES AND 
GIVE ACCOUNTING FOR THEM. LAST MEETING, WITHOUT MAKING ANY 
INVESTIGATION, | HAD MADE CASUAL REMARK THAT THEY ALL 

FREE DEPART. THAT REMARK NOT MADE WITH SENSE OF RESPONSI! - 
BILITY. ALL THESE PEOPLE BEING SUBJECTED OBSTRUCTION, 

NOT ABLE RETURN. US SIDE HAD EVERY RESPONSIBILITY LOOK INTO 
THEIR CASES IN EARNEST, AND GIVE ACCOUNTING FOR EACH INDIVIDUAL. 


81. WANG SAID THIS MORNING HE WOULD AGAIN HAND ME LIST OF 

FOUR CHINESE WHOSE RETURN BEING PREVENTED AND REQUEST ME 

LOOK INTO THEIR CASES AND GIVE ACCOUNTING OF THEM. PARTICULARS 
ABOUT THEIR SITUATION WERE SET FORTH IN PAPERS HE HANDING ME. 
(HANDED OVER LIST, TRANSMITTED BY SEPARATE TELEGRAM). 


82. | SAID | THOUGHT IT WAS NECESSARY TO RECALL THAT WE 

CAME HERE TO DISCUSS CIVILIANS WHO DESIRED RETURN. WANG WOULD 
RECALL THAT WE DISCUSSED SUBJECT OF LISTS, AND THAT WHEN 

WE BEGAN TALKS | HAD GIVEN HIM LIST OF AMERICANS WHO WE HAD 
POSITIVE EVIDENCE DESIRED RETURN AND WERE BEING PREVENTED 
FROM DOING SO, INCLUDING THOSE IMPRISONED IN WANG'S COUNTRY. 
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83. | SAID !1T NO PART OF TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR THESE TALKS 
OR OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO INVESTIGATE STATUS ALL CHINESE 
IN UNITED STATES. THERE WAS ONLY ONE QUESTION BETWEEN US, 
ONE QUESTION THAT IS CONCERN OF INDIAN EMBASSY IN US. 

THAT 1S, US HAS UNEQUIVOCALLY AND UNCONDITIONALLY STATED 
THAT CHINESE IN US WHO DESIRE RETURN PRC ENTITLED DO SO. 


SOLE QUESTION IS WHETHER US HAS AND !S CARRYING OUT THAT 
OBLIGATION. 


84. 1 SAID | HERE AND MY GOVERNMENT ALSO HAD CATEGORICALLY 
WITHOUT CONDITION STATED THAT WE HAVE CARRIED OUT. OBLIGATION. 
IN EVENT THAT ANY CHINESE IN US DESIRING RETURN FEELS HE 
BEING OBSTRUCTED, OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SETS UP DEFINITE 
CLEAR AND SIMPLE PROCEDURE. US HAD EVEN GONE BEYOND TERMS 

OF THAT ANNOUNCEMENT AND INVITED ANYONE WHO EVEN KNEW OF 

ANY CHINESE BEING OBSTRUCTED IN HIS DESIRE DEPART, OR WHO 


FELT HE BEING OBSTRUCTED TO COMMUNICATE WITH INDIAN EMBASSY 
OR STATE DEPARTMENT. 


85. 1 SAID THUS FAR, |N MORE THAN 5 MONTHS THAT HAD PASSED 
SINCE ANNOUNCEMENT |SSUED NEITHER THESE PROCEDURES NOR ANY 
OTHER SOURCE HAD GIVEN ANY SPECIFIC EVIDENCE OF ANY KIND 


THAT ANY CHINESE IN US WHO DESIRED RETURN BEING OBSTRUCTED 
FROM DOING SO. 


86. | SAID RAISING DEMANDS AND MAKING REQUESTS ENTIRELY 
OUTSIDE TERMS REFERENCE TALKS AND AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT DID 
NOT OBSCURE THIS FACT. NONE OF THIS COULD EXCUSE CONTINUED 
FAILURE WANG'S GOVERNMENT CARRY OUT |TS COMMITMENTS WITH 
REGARD PRECISE AMERICANS WE WERE DISCUSSING AT TIME THIS 
ANNOUNCEMENT ISSUED. THERE NOTHING HYPOTHETICAL OR THEORE- 
TICAL ABOUT THOSE AMERICANS. THERE NOTHING HYPOTHETICAL OR 
THEORETICAL ABOUT WHO |1S INTERFERING WITH THEIR RETURN. 


87. | SAID IN ONLY ONE CASE THAT HE HAD THUS FAR BROUGHT MY 
ATTENTION DID THERE APPEAR BE ANY SUBSTANTIAL ALLEGAT ON THAT 
US COULD BE OBSTRUCTING HIS RETURN. THAT WAS CASE OF MR. 

YUAN JUI-HS!ANG, WHICH | HAD TOLD HIM | WAS LOOKING INTO, 
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AND WHOSE NAME HE HAD GIVEN ME JANUARY 12. WANG'S STATEMENT 
REGARDING HIM WAS TO EFFECT HE BEEN SUMMONED BY !MMIGRATION 


AUTHORITIES, INTERROGATED IN JULY 1954, AND TAKEN INTO 
CUSTODY . 


88. | SAID | HAD HAD VERY THOROUGH CHECK MADE OF ALL OUR 
IMMIGRATION OFFICES AND HAD NOT BEEN ABLE CONFIRM HE BEEN 
TAKEN INTO CUSTODY AT ANY TIME, NOR BEEN ABLE POSITIVELY 
IDENTIFY THAT HE HAD HAD ANY BUSINESS WITH IMMIGRATION 
AUTHORITIES. HOWEVER, ! WOULD BE GLAD TRY TO GO FURTHER 
INTO THIS IF WANG WOULD FURNISH ME FURTHER DETAILS. WANG'S 


STATEMENT SAID HE SUMMONED IN JULY 1954. IF WANT wcU: > GIVE 
ME EXACT DATE IT WOULD BE HELPFUL. IT WOULD ALSO PE PaRTI- 
CULARLY HELPFUL IF WANG COULD GIVE ME Part ow 48 PLAC! 


SHOULD BE AVAILABLE FROM SOURCES WANG HAD USED. !7 WOULD ALSO BE 
HELPFUL IF WANG COULD GIVE ME ANY INFORMATION ON HOW HE 

SPELLED HIS NAME IN ENGLISH LETTERS. WE HAD LOOKED INTO 

POSSIBLE ALTERNATE SPELLINGS UNDER VARIOUS DIALECTS THAT 

MIGHT BE GIVEN TO HIS CHINESE CHARACTERS, BUT HAD BEEN UNABLE 

TO IDENTIFY HIM. AS WANG ALSO KNEW, IT ENTIRELY POSSIBLE 

HE MIGHT HAVE ADOPTED A PERSONALIZED SPELLING OF NAME -- 

A SPELLING OF HIS OWN FOR HIS NAME. OR HE MIGHT HAVE PAR- 

TIALLY ANGLIC!ZED HIS NAME. ANY INFORMATION WANG COULD 


GIVE ME IN THIS REGARD WOULD BE HELPFUL IN LOOKING INTO THIS 
MATTER. 
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90. WANG SAID | HAD SAID | CAME HERE TO DISCUSS AND RESOLVE 
QUESTION OF CIVILIANS BOTH SIDES WHO DESIRE RETURN. | HAD 
REFERRED TO DECLARATION BY US THAT ALL THOSE CHINESE WHO 
DES!RE RETURN FREE DO SO. | HAD SAID THERE NO OBSTRUCTION 
WHATEVER ON PART US AGAINST THEIR RETURN. IT ONE THING TO SAY 
THIS IN ANNOUNCEMENT, BUT IT IMPORTANT TO LOOK INTO FACTS. 
THEY HAD ALWAYS WELCOMED ANY NEWS GIVEN HIM REGARDING RETURN 
OF CERTAIN BATCH CHINESE AND WHENEVER THEY ALSO HAD KNOWLEDGE 
ANY RETURN CHINESE THEY ALWAYS EXPRESSED WELCOME. 


91. WANG SAID HOWEVER ON OTHER HAND, THEIR ATTENTION REPEAT- 
EDLY BEEN CALLED TO FACT MANY CHINESE DESIRE RETURN BUT 

IN FACT UNABLE DO SO. THAT CONCERNS NAMES THOSE PEOPLE HE 
HAD GIVEN ME AND REQUEST | LOOK INTO THOSE CASES. 


of the United States 


92. WANG SAID WITH REGARD YUAN, THEIR HOPE WAS US AUTHORITIES 
WOULD CONTINUE LOOK INTO THIS MATTER. WHEN HIS SIDE RECEIVED 
FURTHER INFORMATION, HE WOULD CERTAINLY BE GLAD INFORM ME.. 
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93» WANG SAID HE NEXT WANTED CALL MY ATTENTION TO QUESTION 

OF CHINESE IN US PR!ISONS. THESE PEOPLE WHO DESIRE RETURN HAVE 
NOT BEEN INFORMED OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT BETWEEN US AND THEIR 
SIDE VERY CONCERNED REGARD WELFARE THESE PEOPLE. NOW QUESTION 
OF THOSE CHINESE IN US PRISONS IS NOT QUESTION OF WHETHER 

OR NOT THERE ARE CHINESE IN US PRISONS, BUT IS QUESTION 

OF HOW MANY THEM IN US PRISONS. | HAD REPEATEDLY REFERRED 

TO IMPRISONED AMERICANS IN CHINA. HE SURE | ABLE UNDERSTAND 
SIMILAR CONCERN THEIR PART REGARDING CHINESE IN PRISON IN 

USe THEY WOULD LIKE LEARN ABOUT INFORMATION ON THEIR SITUATION. 


Se at oe 





a 94. 1 SAID | HAD NOTHING MORE ON THAT SUBJECT BUT DID HAVE 
ANOTHER BRIEF SUBJECT. 
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95. ! SAID HE WOULD RECALL THAT AT OUR 23RD MEETING ON 

OCTOBER 27 | HAD RAISED WITH HIM AND DISCUSSED AT THAT MEETING 
AS WELL AS AT 24TH MEETING CCTOBER 3, THE QUESTION OF AMERICAN 
PERSONNEL MISSING DURING KOREAN HOSTILITIES FOR WHOM NO 
ACCOUNTING BEEN MADE FROM HIS SIDE. | WOULD NOT REVIEW 

REASONS SET FORTH THAT TIME REGARDING REASONS WHY WE THOUGHT 
HIS SIDE HAD INFORMATION CONCERNING THEM. 


96. | SAID HE WOULD RECALL THAT HE HAD SAID HE FELT THAT 
MAC IN KOREA WAS PROPER PLACE FOR DISCUSSION THIS QUESTION 
AND | HAD ASKED WHETHER HE WOULD RECOMMEND HIS AUTHORITIES 
THAT THEY AGREE DISCUSS THIS QUESTION THERE. MY GOVERNMENT 
ACCEPTED THIS SUGGESTION IN GOOD FAITH AND IN MEETING OF 
MAC NOVEMBER 26TH RAISED THIS QUESTION. ALTHOUGH REPRESEN- 
TATIVES HIS SIDE MADE SOME STATEMENTS REGARDING INDIVIDUALS 
HELD OUTSIDE KOREA AS NOT COMING UNDER AUTHORITY OF MAC, 

| PLEASED NOTE THAT THEY DID ACCEPT LIST. | WANTED POINT 
OUT THAT ALTHOUGH ALMOST THREE MONTHS HAD PASSED SINCE 

LISTS RECEIVED AND DISCUSSED IN MAC, NO INFORMATION YET 
RECEIVED AND NO INDICATION OF INTENT HIS SIDE PROVIDE INFOR- 
MATION. | SIMPLY WANTED STATE AT THIS TIME THAT MY GOVERNMENT 
CONSIDERED ITSELF ENTITLED TO REPLY WITHER IN MAC OR HERE, 
BECAUSE MY GOVERNMENT CONSIDERS THIS STILL TO BE ONE 


OF PRACTICAL MATTERS BETWEEN US WHICH THESE TALKS WERE 
CONVENED TO CONSIDER. 


97. WANG SAID | DID NOT SEEM TO HAVE REPLIED TO QUESTIONS 
HE HAD PUT TO ME. 


98. WANG SAID AS TO US MILJTARY PERSONNEL MISSING IN KOREA, 
HE HAD AT BEGINNING POINTED OUT THIS NOT MATTER TO BE DISCUSSED 
THESE MEETINGS. 1T WAS PROPER FOR US TO RAISE QUESTION AT 


MAC IN KOREA. !T SHOULD EXPECT ANY REPLY IN SAME PLACE -- 
THAT IS, IN KOREA. 


99. WANG SAID HE WOULD LIKE REMIND ME NOT TO CONFUSE THOSE 
MATTERS !N KOREA WITH PRESENT TALKS BETWEEN CHINA AND US. 


HE DID NOT CONSIDER IT PROPER OR WISE RAISE THIS MATTER AT 
THIS CONFERENCE. 
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100. WANG SAID AS HE HAD SAID, IF US WAS CONCERNED OVER 
IMPRISONED AMERICANS IN CHINA, HIS SIDE ALSO ENTITLED KNOW 
ABOUT SITUATION OF CHINESE BEING IMPRISONED IN US. THEIR 
REQUEST FOR INFORMATION REGARDING IMPRISONED CHINESE IN US 
WAS EXACTLY WITHIN SCOPE OUR TALKS AND WAS MATTER WHICH 
CONCERNED IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


101. | SAID 1T NOT NECESSARY RAISE MATTER HERE IF HIS REP- 


RESENTATIVES iN KOREA WOULD BE INSTRUCTED GIVE REPLY. 
| HOPED THIS WOULD BE DONE. 


102. WANG SAID HE DID NOT SEE HOW ISSUES IN KOREAN WAR COULD 
HAVE CONNECTION WITH CHINESE IN PRISON IN US. 


103. | SAID | HAD NEVER SAID THERE WAS. 


104. WANG SAID IF | NOT MAKING SUCH A CONNECTION, THEN WHY 


DID | NOT REPLY HIS QUESTIONS REGARDING IMPRISONED CHINESE 
IN US? 


105. | SAID | DID NOT INTEND CONNECT TWO PROBLEMS. 

106. WANG SAID HE HAD NO SUCH INTENTION, BUT HE HAD RAISED 
QUESTION IMPRISONED CHINESE IN US BUT | IN REPLY WAS TRYING 
EXCUSE MYSELF BY BRINGING UP MATTER MISSING PERSONS IN 
KOREA. COULD ONLY GIVE IMPRESSION | WAS TRYING CONFUSE THESE 
TWO MATTERS. HE HAD NO INTENTION DOING THIS. 

107. | SAID | RECOGNIZED THAT BOTH QUESTIONS SEPARATE. 

108. WANG SAID HE AGREED WITH ME THAT THEY SEPARATE. 

109. | SAID WE WERE AGREED. 


110. WANG SAID BUT QUESTION OF CHINESE IMPRISONED US STILL 
REMAINS. . 


111. | SAID | HAD NOTHING MORE. 


112. WANG SAID IF | HAD NO ANSWER FOR HIM ON THIS QUESTIONR 


HE WOULD HOPE | WOULD DO SO NEXT MEETING. HE HAD STILL ANOTHER 
MATTER TAKE UP. 
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113. WANG SAID THIS CONCERNS MR. LIU YUNG-MING. AFTER HIS 
RETURN CHINA AND AFTER DIAGNOSIS, !T CONFIRMED LIU A VICTIM 
OF SCHIZOPHRENIA AND THIS HAD SOMETHING DO WITH ILL TREATMENT 
RECE!VED HANDS US. HIS GOVERNMENT NOW HAS DECIDED CURE HIM 

SO HE WILL BE RESTORED HIS HEALTH AT EARLY DATE. LIU WAS 

IN AMERICAN HOSPITAL FOR SIX YEARS, HOWEVER WHEN RETURNED 
HOSPITAL DID NOT GIVE HIM RECORDS AND INFORMATION REGARDING 
H!IS DISEASE -- THE DIAGNOSIS AND ETIOLOGICAL INFORMATION 
CONCERNING HiS DISEASE. IN ORDER GIVE LIU EFFECTIVE TREATMENT, 
NECESSARY FOR HOSPITAL THEIR SIDE GET AND REFER TO SUCH INFOR- 
MATION. HE WOULD HOPE OUR SIDE WOULD RENDER ASSISTANCE AND 
GIVE NECESSARY MATERIALS SO LIU COULD BE CURED EARLY DATE. 








ew eee 


114. | SAID | BE GLAD LOOK INTO MATTER. HAD REQUEST BEEN 
MADE THROUGH OTHER CHANNELS? 


115. WANG SAID NO. 


116. | ASKED IF DOCTOR HAD WRITTEN HOSPITAL? 


- 


117. WANG SAID NO. 
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118. | ASKED WHERE HE WANTED INFORMATION SENT, TO DOCTOR 
OR TO HOSPITAL? 


~~ yD 
[19. WANG SAED PERHAPS WE COULD MAKE FURTHER ARRANGEMENTS IN 
Due COURSE. 
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120. |_-SUGGESTED WE RETURN TO REGULAR SCHEDULE FOR NEXT 
MEETINGS 22 

o uw 


ce 
121. WANG SUGGESTED THAT IN ORDER MAINTAIN AN INTERVAL IT 
BE FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 24TH. | AGREED. 
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Dear Walter: 


A very cold Sunday afternoon and @ chance to write you 
as it wes not practical for me to go back to Prague this 
week. With the plane schedules and all it would have meant 
I would only have had Monday there. I hope I can get back 
onto the Thursday meeting schedule which works out best for 
me. However, I must confess I do not have much stomach for 
flying the kind of weather we hive been having here, Last 
week I went up in the teeth of whst can only be described as 
@ real howling blizzard and it took us three hours for the 
Zurich-Pregue leg which is normally about 1 3/) hours flying 
time. There is no GCA at the Prague airport, am while I 
have lots of faith in Swissair I just do not enjoy this 
roaming around in a snowstorm feeling for the airport between 
the hills 


As you can see, I am writing this myself, so please excuse 
the typing. We have heard nothing concerning Miss Howard's 
arrival except for the Department's message to Canberra, but 
I very much hope thet she will show up next week. Fortunetely 
both Dave and John type so that between them they managed to 
turn out yesterday's meeting. 


of the United States 
St’ dad Zi 30 


Thanks very much for your helpful and I fear all too 
generous letter of Feburary 13. Frankly, I am finding it 
: increasingly difficult to think up any new approaches, and 
I find it constitutionelly repellent to just say the same 
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a old things. Tactically I also think it is not good, As 
you have also noted the less that is done the longer the 
meeting, and these straight five hourg seasions are really 
wesring. Yesterday, I tried to keep it down to a reasonable 
length, and keep it to the point. There is a great temptation 


“a to try to answer everything every time, but it seems to me 
_ that it serves little purpose. At times I have feared I 

was somewhat ahead of the Department, but was particularly 

glad to note that your 1619 fully confirmed the line I have 

been building toward and which I fully developed yesterday, 


a I presume that everyone is very aware that we have now 
gone & long ways towards agreeing to talk with them about 
| tension in the Taiwan area” and much related thereto at 
—= such time as agreenent may be reached on & declaration, 
e It will be very difficult later to say that we cannot talk 
~ about it because it involves third parties. You will recall 
_—— I raised this in para 4 of my 121 back in December. It 


worries me a greet deal as I just do not see what we say or 
do when, or perhaps, if we reach that stage. 














I was a little puzzled by your remark concerning the 
effect of any renunciation of force on the offshore islands. 
I have always assumed thet when we said "Taiwan area" we were. ? 
including the offshore islands and I believe that Wang thinks ~ 
we do. It never occurred to me that we thought otherwise, 
and I do not believe I have ever given Wang any grounds for 
any other interpretation. 








As you can see from yesterday's meeting I fear the "can 
of worms of Chinese prisoners in the U.S. is finally opening 
up. I sure hope you have some good answers to suggest to 
me for the next meeting. 


-. 


As a few minor matters, They are obviously keeping Wang 
very well informed here, and he has often been ahead of me 
in such matters as the details 66 the correspondence Brom 
the hospital concerning Liu Yung-ming, your conversations 
back there with the Indians etc, I certainly do not want 
the load the wires with any more telegraph traffic, but I 
believe on some of these matters it would be better to give 
me fairly complete sumneries by telegram rather than rely 
.on the pouch which is again very slow. On Liu Yung-Ming 
for exemple I had to build much of my argument around 
inference and deduction, and at the preceding meeting he 
knew all about Robertson's exchange with Mehta when I had 
no information at the time of the meeting. Nothing serious 
in the way of harm has happened thus far, but I would be in 
a much better position in such exchanges if I wés sure I 
knew everything there wes to be known on the subject, and 
there is always the chance I may some cay stub my toe very 
badly, if I do not have fully current information, | 


of the United States 
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I have been thinking about the question of Stanley's 
detail and have discussed it with him also. First, he is 
entirely willing to do anything the Department desires, 
although we is naturally loath to stay here for a prolonged 
period separated from his family. Next, I would, of course, | 
be loath to lose him, but if I can be assured of keeping 
Dave would be willing to make a change. Next, the Consulate 
here is very hard pressed and I doubt very much they could 
Spare a man for the approximately two full days a week that 
he would be occupied with the meetings. Stanley's knowledge | 
of Chinese is also a very valuable asset and as an FSO he . 
| should get started in his career, All this brings me to 
7 @ thought I throw out for you to work on, Why not assign 

( him here to the Consulate over-complement? This would mean 
in that he could start learning the consular ropes three days 
— ; a week while working for me two days a week. He could bring 


3 over his family. Whatever happens to my talks there is Pr 
likely to be some continuing contact here and it would be = 
very useful to have some one stationed here with his beck- 
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ground and knowledge of Chinese, 


much to recommend it, 





» Se 


It seems to me that it has 


He could take his FSI training whenever 


the situation here permitted. V hat net told tp Net ole the, 


Regards to all 


P.S. Is there any basis for my 
attitude toward continuation of 
something passed from New Delhi 
anticipating his talks with the 
is, Nehru has told Peiping that 
applecart by breaking off these 


fw 


theory that shift in Wang's 
the meetings has resulted from 
to Peiping, and Nehru 
Secretary next month? that 

if they do not upset the 
talks. he will bring pressure 





iv on the Secretary wnen he sees him to agree to the Fomin meeting, 
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1. Continue to affirm established US position both on renunciat ! 


bet 
n - 
r. 
o~ 
uw 


force and implementation Agreed Announcement of September 10. Furthe 
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repetition is necessary in present situation and you need not hesitate 


=~ 


YORUBA su 8 


Y 
employ it. It is incumbent pon Chinese Communists to act both on our 


qsngt quercoec STUL 


draft proposal on renunciation of force and on implementation Agreed 


i ™ 
: « 


Se 
my 
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Announcement. In absence new move by Wang, we must continue press our 


- 
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wiser ~~. ¢ 


as 
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strong case for immediate affirmative action by Chinese Communists in 


‘ae 


both fields, 
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< 2. Draw attention to frequent Communist statements last meeting ~ 
which dealt with substance disagteement between US and Communists in sf *” J 
Taiwan area, such as "US has used force against Taiwan and has attacked i ‘s 


Chine," and Communists “have full right to expel present occupation of 


veciaSSiTricu tv 


QO : 
Taiwan by US forces.* Point out all these are one-sided Communist 5" 





contentions which demonstrably false and involve the very points at 





nieger issue between us. Problem at this _Stage-is a to debate these contentions, 
| atm | ee ! 
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but simply for each side to declare that it will not use force to impose 






its will. 
3. Remind Communists that latest revision renunciation of force 
| declaration was presented by US in effort arrive at acceptable formulation. bit = 


4. Kemind Communists that we presented list detained Americans at F 
outset of talks and that thirteen these Americans still held in Communist ae ise 
jails, despite Communist pledge September 10 take appropriate measures so ) 
they could return expeditiously. We did not demand or use any Chinese shit 
Communist list of Americans nor did we at any time agree to provide any os 


in US. apts Ry 
list Chineseyimxdifix Such demands are beyond scope Agreed Announcement,” © +23 +! 
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Latter provided that civilians both sides entitled return and that 


individual who believed he was being obstructed might appeal to representative — - 


of the United States 


of third power. US has scrupulously carried out all its commitments 
contained in Agreed Announcement including provision for wide publicity 


in US. No case of individual claiming obstruction has been brought to 





US Government's attention by Indian Embassy or anyone else, despite 


VeciaSSsSiTi@e@d TOF FuUuvitvaviun tf ryrerygn Ieee” 


publicity given Announcement. Specific US obstruction alleged by Wang 
regarding only one of thirty~one Chinese {iandia) named in recent Communist 
lists and information given this case so meager that US government unable 
trace or identify. Other names obviously supplied as part of propaganda 
effort to gloss over Communist failure carry out their part Agreed 


Announcement and to hide from world unpalatable fact that most Chinese in 


a . US 
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US do not wish to return Communist China. (FYI Believe position outlined - 
above will be sufficient reply to Communist pressure for information 


regarding Chinese in prisons and names Wang has submitted. No Chinese tits + 





alien in prison has applied for repatriation and we do not wish to open ; 
up any hypothetical question in this regard. - Discussion could prejudice “2% 


release imprisoned Americans, even though latter held on political rather 





‘a ett “aie "7 ie 
END FYI) ee 


\ 
> 
; ce 


5. Inform Communists US Government will inquire whether Liu Yung-" e : 
ming hospital records available and supply if possible. Request Communists ee 
supply similar records for Wilma Bradshaw and Dilmus Kanedy» who both ef r 7 
suffering from mental illness at time release. 9 


6. This guidance not yet seen by Secretary who returns to 


Washington 22nd. In absence supplementary instructions on 23rd you vy 


assume his concurrence, 
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Dear Walter: 4 ‘~ 
fit 
i LS , 
I tremendously appreciated your letter No. 31 transmitti g 
various documents which I have found most useful and helpful, and 
this letter is primarily for the purpose of replying thereto. 
I was greatly disappointed to receive a telegram from Bonn + 
this morning, saying that Miss King could not errive here until 2 
next Monday, so that means we will go through another ueeting os 
session without a secretary. Miss Ferguson, who formerly worked ND 
for me and is now Mr. Gowen's secretary, has most generously U 
volunteered to forego her holiday today in order that I could zet pa 
this revly off to you. i 
w 


1. We all feel that Lindbeck's Paner on Treatment of 
Imprisoned American Civilians is a most admirable piece of work. 
Tt strixes an excellent note and, except for the last pase where 
I have fairly substantial suggestions for rewriting conclusions, 
we only have nit picks. For your convenience in handling, I sam 
enclosing a seperate sheet giving our suggestions and I am 
retaining here the copy of the Paper whica you transmitted to us. 








_ ml 


2. The DRF Intellizence Report on the Foreign Ministers’ 
Conference. This is also an excellent piece of work and except 
for tue following I concur with it. 








In the abstract and again on page 3 the paper gives the 
impression that the United States supports the GRC "legal" closure 
of the mainland ports. I had always understood, and Dave confirms 
that it was also his understanding up to the time he left the 
Department, that we had never taken a position in suvport of this 
port closure. In fact it is my recollection that we protested it 


at the 
Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington, D. C. 
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at the time it was imposed and I do not recall that we have ever 
withdrawn our protest. In any event I feel certain that Chou 
would never raise with us the question of GRC termination of 
this measure which he would regard as a “domestic”, that is 
GRC-PRC matter. He might raise the question of U.S. material 
aid to the GRC in maintaining this policy and, thus, the U.S. 
“interference” in a Chinese “domestic” matter. 





| With respect to the general thesis of Section IV, particularly 
~ the bottom of page 7 and page 8, it seems to me most unlikely 

that the Chinese Communists would attempt an invasion of Taiwan 
(as opposed to the Offshore Islands) as a means of coercing the 
United States into a Foreign Ministers’ conference. If the 
Chicoms had reached the point of being able to mount such an 
invasion, they would be shooting for the complete elimination 
of the GRC and the possession of Taiwan. They would certainly 
not be prepared to suspend any such invasion for a Foreign 
Ministers' conference or nave any interest in such a conference 
until the battle had been decided. 


—_s 


— 





While not disagreeing with any of the listed motives under 
Section III of the Chinese Communists pressing for a Foreizn 
Ministers’ conference, it seems that this Section slights a very 
major element. One of the reasons Chou made his bid for 
negotiations at Bandung was his appreciation of the strong world 
ani neutralist sentiment for peaceful negotiations and tae 
avoidance of var. On the positive side, the Chicoms want to 
enlist this sentiment behind their claims and policies. On the 
negative side, the Chicoms aporeciate that it would be politically 
most unwise for them to initiate military action, even against tie 
Offshores, without first having established the impression that 
tney had exhausted all avenues of peaceful negotiation. By 
pressing for a Foreign Ministers’ meeting they are able to 
capitalize on tnis sentiment whether or not we agree to such a 
meeting. If we do not agree, they consider they will be able to 
reinforce their pose of willingness to negotiate being rebuffed 
4 by the United States. If we do agree to such a meeting and no 

; "reduction of tensions in the Taiwan area” is accomplished, they 
will similarly hope to reinforce their pose of “reasonableness” 
being frustrated by U.S. “umreasonableness”. In each of these 
situations they will hope to capitalize on the aliost general 
absence of international support for the GRC position on the 
Offshore Islands and the deteriorating international position of 
the GRC as the de jure government of China, further to isolate ' 
the United States in its position with respect to the GRC. 
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oa 3. Contingent Press Release in Event of Break-Off. I think 
that the Department's statement is excellent and it well avoids 
{ the danger of slamming doors and accentuating any crisis 
“ atmosphere that may be created. I have no suggestions. 
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In this regard I am enclosing 2 copy of the contingent 
break-off statement which I drafted prior to the February 9 
meeting on the basis of the Department's 1591. I am keeping 
this in the brief case for use, if necessary, and would appreciate 
any comments or suggestions the Department may have. Of course, 
both of these statements may require some modification to fit 
them to the situation. As far as my statement is concerned, for 
maximum effectiveness, it would have to be given out as I left 
the meeting room and would have to appear largely extemporaneous. 
In any event I suggest that you keep the text handy on meeting 

daysso that if a break does unexpectedly come, it can be used 
| as a basis for a telephone call from me letting you know exactly 
what I have said. 
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4, White Paver Summarizing Talks. Both Dave and I have 
carefully gone over the Aistorical Division's draft paper 
summarizing the talks to date. Our intention was to transmit 
our detailed suggestions as with Lindbeck's paver. However, we 
both found that this was not practical as, frankly, we feel the 
paper is in need of complicte rewriting. I de not feel that it 
effectively presents our case, and its snifting dack and forth 
between the chronological and subdjectg¢ approach can only leave the 
reader very confused. I certainly would not want it to represent 
the official summary of our talks. Dave is starting to work on 
an entirely new draft which we will go over together and try to 
get to you as quickly as possible. 


a 
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I particularly appreciated the memorandum on the China 
portion of the discussions with the British as well as Robertson's 
conversation with Koo. I especially felt that Rodertson's 
comments to Koo on Chiang‘'s recent statements were very well 

3 taxen and I was glad to see this said. 
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I will, of course, be glad to go over to Paris if it is 
thought that it would be useful and I would none to hear one way 
Q Or another as soon as possible in order that I may make my pians. 
- I have made an engazement in Prague for Sunday, March 4, which 
I would be loath to break but could fit in almost any other time. 


I should have previously called your attention to the 
“question” Wang asked me at the last meeting (paragraph 11 mytel 
1513). This is the best and frankest tiumbnail summary of their 
position that ne has given to date. 


I expect to go back to Prague Saturday morning and return 
ie here on Tuesday. 


All the best to everyone. 


Enclosures: 


pe 1.Comments on Draft 1/30/55 
: 2.Break-Off Statement 
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COMMENTS ON DRAFT (1/30/55) WHITE PAPER “AMERICAN CIVILIANS IMPRISONED 
BY CHINESE COMMUNISTS *~949 - 1956". 


Page 1 <= Introduction 





The following is suggested as possibly somewhat pvreferable wording 
for paragraph 5: "The two purposes of this policy that have emerged 
most clearly are: first, to utilize these defenseless Americans as 
hostages to attempt to obtain political ¢oncessions from the United 
States; and, secondly, to force these Americans to make spurious 
confessions designed to discredit the United States." 


Paze 5 


Omit “apparently on the contention that he was a prisoner of war” 
in penultimate *-ntence of first full paragraph. I am not clear that 
this was in fact vhicom’s contention and its inclusion tends to give 
an impression of some justification for Buol's detention when in fact 








” there was none. 
i) 

* 

s Page $ 

3 Typographicai error in footnote - should be spelled Shin instead 
— F of Chih. 

c & 

=> 

= Page 14 

Pe) 

— 

° 


Delete “civilians” in last line of paragraph ending at top of page. 
My talks at that time actually also dealt with military personnel. 


Suggest that last sentence beginning at bottom of page would read 
clearer if worded “They were, in other words, expected to build a case 


egainst their own country out of their own lives and actions in support 
of Communist charges, etc." 
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‘ Page 22 

F Suggest second sentence, second paragraph, would be somewhat 

: strengthened by insertion "pudlic" preceding “information o° local 
_. political and economic conditions, etc.". 


Page 25 


Suggest last sentence, penultimate paragraph, be reworded so as 

to make it clear it refers to rights of communication with U.K. Charge, 
etc., covered by Agreed Announcement and not right of release which is 
au» not “trivial”. Suggest some wording along following lines: "Most of 

' them have even been denied the meager privilege of communicatizg with 

, the United Kingdom Charge at Peiping and receiving visits from hin 

—— ( = pending their release as was provided for in the Communist pledge of 
: September 10, 1955." 
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Page 30 


It seems to me we need to find some better conclusion than giving 
currency to the ostensibly plausible Communist proposition that there 
is a difference between those who have “committed offences against the 
law and those who have abided by the lew". As it stands I do not think 
that we make a convincing case for the valid conclusion of the last 
paragraph. My suggestion would be something along the following lines 
as a substitution for the last three perazgraphs: 





"This commitment clearly applies to all Americans, and particularly 
to those in prison. As the Chinese Communists had finally on 
September 6, 1955 agreed to grant exit permits to those Americans who, 
although not in prison, had up to that time also been denied permission 
to leave the country, only the cases of Americans in prison were under 
discussion at the time the Chinese Communists made this public commitment. 
It will be noted that the Announcement states and it was ciearly 
understood that the Chinese Communists hadi committed themselves ‘further 
to adopt appropriate measures’ so that these remaining imprisoned Americans 
could ‘expeditiousl;' return. 


"Nevertheless the pattern of continued Chinese Communist efforts 
to use these innocent and unfortunate victims of Chinese Communist 
y ‘justice’ for political purposes is clear. On the date of the Announce- 
ment, Sept.amcoer 10, 1955, and four days before making their demand for a 
meeting with the Secretary of State, the Chinese Cormunists announced the 
release of ten of these imprisoned Americans. On October 27, 1955, the 
¥ date of the opening of the 4-Power Foreign Ministers' meeting in Geneva, 
and also the date the Chinese Communists embodied their demand for a 
meeting with the- Secretary of State in a formal document, the Chinese 
Communists announced the release of two more imprisoned Americans. On 
November 17, 1955, the day following the close of the 4-Power Foreign 
Ministers' meeting, the release of three imprisoned Americans was 
announced by Peipinz. Since that time only one American, Dr. Homer 
4 Bradshaw, has been released, it being clear even to Peiping that in his 
d case Mrs. Bradshaw would shortly pass away in China as a result of the 
i treatment she had received in prison unless Dr. Bradshaw, who is a 
physician, could accompany her from the country. 


of the United States 
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"In the meanwhile the Chinese Communists have ried hard to assert 
that the remaining thirteen Americans imprisoned, feeaisr, covered by 
their September 10 commitment, are somehow not entitled to return because 
they have ‘committed offences against the law’, and, on the other hand, 
~ to intimate that their return depends on ‘improvement in relations’, 
\ that is, the granting to Communist China of political concessions by 

the United States. 


| "Thus the Chinese Communist failure to honor its pledge of 
X September 10, 1955 to release all imprisoned Americans, and its pattern 
of action with regard to those prisoners who have been released, again 


= conclusively establish the continued efforts of Peiping to use innocent 
F| Americans as political hostages and propazanda pawns.” 
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Geneva 
» 1956 
PRESS RELEASE 





I regret to announce that Ambassador Wang has rebuffed my efforts 


to continue to seek with him agreement on a declaration which would 





renounce the threat or use of force generally and particularly in the 
Taiwan area, and which would unqualifiedly provide that differences 
between the United States and Communist China be settled only by 
peaceful means. 
Ambassador Wang made it clear that his refusal further to meet 
with me was based upon the Chinese Communists’ unwillingness to drop 
the demand that the U.S. give up its right to self-defense against 


armed attack in the Taivan area, and in fact concede to them the very 


iO iS SS 


\ goals for which they would use armed force. 


* Ambassador Wang also informed me of the Chinese Communists’ 


of the United States 


intent to denounce our Agreed Announcement of September 10 with 
respect to the return of civilians. Such unilateral action cannot 


relieve the Chinese Comiunists from the obligation which they 


assumed in that Agreement expeditiously to release all detained 


tea CP 


Americans, and the U.S. continues to expect them to fulfill that 
' obligation and promptly to release the thirteen Americans still 
detained in Communist Chinese prisons. 


*This paragraph to be used and penultimate paragraph 
deleted if Wang denounces Agreed Announcement. 


Chinese in the United States continue to be entirely free to return 
4 to mainland China and the U.S. offers no obstruction whatever to their 


we Sa See departure. The Indian Embassy in the U.S. has not brought to the 


on attention of my Government any case of a Chinese who claims he is being 
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prevented from leaving, nor has Ambassador Wang here presented any 
factual evidence of obstruction. 
* In spite of the Chinese Communist commitment of September 10 
last year expeditiously to release all detained Americans, 
thirteen Americans still remain in Chinese Communist prisons. 
The US continues to expect the Chinese Communists to fulfill 
that commitment and promptly release those unfortunate people. 


*This paracraph to be used and second paragrap: deleted 
unless Wang denounces Agreed Announcement. 





r+ I have informed Ambassador Wanz that any further communications 
~ 
o 
+ between the two sides can be transmitted through our respective 
- ov 
2. consular offices here in Geneva. 
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FROM JOHNSON 


FOUR AND ONE HALF HOUR MEETING THIS MORNING. NO PROGRESS 
WHATSOEVER. 


RENUNCIATION TOOK FAMILIAR LINES FOR THREE AND HALF 

HOURS WITH DISCUSSION BECOMING VERY DIFFUSE WANG REITERATING 
USUAL LINES OF FOREIGN VERSUS DOMESTIC NATURE DISPUTE TAIWAN 
AREA. ALSO TRIED HARD TO SOUNE ME OUT 1) ON U.Se- WILLINGNESS 
HOLD FONMIN MEETING AS "PRACTICABLE AND FEASIBLE MEANS" 
MENTIONED IN DECLARATION AND 2) ON LINKED QUESTION WHETHER ANY 
FLEXIBILITY OUR POSITION RE STATUS QUO TAIWAN. CONTEXT THIS 
LINE CARRIED IMPLICATION THEY CONCERNED OUR INTENT IS TO 
REGARD DECLARATION END IN ITSELF IN MAINTAINING STATUS QUO AND © 
RELIEVING US ANY OBLIGATION CONTINUE SEEK “RELAXATION TENSIONS 
TAIWAN AREA". 
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| REPLIED ALONG LINES OUR FIRM INTENT FULLY CARRY OUT 
ALL TERMS DECLARATION AND THAT UNDER LAST PARA DRAFT DID NOT ; 
EXCLUDE ANY "MEANS" BUT AT SAME TIME ENTIRELY UNWILLING AGREE 
FONMIN MEETING ONLY SUCH MEANS. IN ANY EVENT SUCH DISCUSSION 
WAS PREMATURE AND CHICOM ATTEMPT ESTADLISH UNACCEPTABLE 


CONDITION,,PRECEDENT TO DECLARATION. 
at 


vas uw Aa 


“ DIDTNOT MBET MY REITERATED CHARACTERIZATION SELF- 
DEFENSE CLAUSE AS UNILATERAL RESERVATION BY EACH RIGHT  , 
“%, SELF-DEFENSE ALONG LINES IT TOOK AT LAST MEETING. HE ALSO 
= REFUSED MY. REPEATEDLY PROFFERED OPPORTUNITIES DENY THEIR INTENT 
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IN DEMANDING WITHDRAWAL SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE WAS MOTIVATED BY 
DESIRE REPRESENT THIS AS RENUNCIATION BY US !TS POSITION 
WITH RESPECT TAIWAN, STICKING TO LINE THIS REQUIRED THEM 
RECOGNIZE OUR POSITION THERE. CHARACTERIZED OUR INSISTENCE 
ON SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE AS RAISING QUESTION WHETHER U.S. 
REALLY WANTED ANY DECLARATION. SOME SUGGESTION THEY NOW ~ 
UNWILLING INCLUDE SPECIFIC REFERENCE TO TAIWAN. 


HE LED OFF ON IMPLEMENTATION WITH BRIEF STATEMENT GIVING 

ME THREE MORE NAMES AND | REPLIED WITH LONG STATEMENT ALONG 
USUAL LINES STRESSING NOT SINGLE FACT OR SOLID EVIDENCE SHOWING 
ANY CHINESE OBSTRUCTED IN DEPARTURE FROM UeSe HE AGAIN PUSHED 


PRISONER QUESTION IMPLYING KNOWLEDGE "MORE THAN HUNDRED” 
CHINESE IN U.S. PRISONS. 


NEXT MEETING THURSDAY MARCH 1. 
DEPARTING FOR PRAGUE SATURDAY MORNING, RETURNING TUESDAY. 


GOWEN 
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Direction to DC/R 
) 
FROM JOHNSON 


1. | OPENED 38 MEETING WITH FOLLOWING PREPARED STATEMENT ON 
RENUNCIATION FORCE: 


A, MR, AMBASSADOR, WE HAVE NOW SPENT MUCH TIME IN DISCUSSING 
AND ATTEMPTING TO’ARRIVE AT AN AGREEMENT TO A DECLARATION ON 

THE RENUNCIATION OF FORCE THAT WOULD ENABLE US TO PROCEED TO 

THE NEXT STAGE OF OUR TALKS IN AN ATMOSPHERE FREE FROM THE 
THREAT OF WAR, AS | UNDERSTAND THE SITUATION THE ONLY OBJECTION 
YOU HAVE HAD TO THE DRAFT WE HAVE BEEN DISCUSSING WAS TO THE 
CLAUSE RELATING TO SELF-DEFENSE, YOUR STATED OBJECTIONS TO 
THIS CLAUSE HAVE BEEN BASED ON THE ASSERTION THAT IT PREJUDICED 
THE VIEWS OF YOUR GOVERNMENT WITH REGARD TO THE MERITS OF OUR 
DISPUTE IN THE TAIWAN AREA, REQUIRING YOUR GOVERNMENT TO 
RECOGNIZE THE VALIDITY OF THE U.S, POSITION THERE AND THUS 
PREVENTING YOUR GOVERNMENT FROM PEACEFULLY MAINTAINING AND ~ 
ASSERTING ITS POSITION IN THIS REGARD, IF THIS WERE A FACT © 
YOUR OBJECTIONS WOULD CERTAINLY HAVE VALIDITY AND | WOULD BE 
ENTIRELY PREPARED TO RECOGNIZE THEM, 
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B, HOWEVER, AS | HAVE REPEATEDLY POINTED OUT, | HAVE NO SUCRD e 
INTENT, AND THE PLAIN LANGUAGE OF AT LEAST THE ENGLISH TEXT ™“ 
HAS NO SUCH MEANING OR CONNOTATION, | HAVE REPEATEDLY POINTED 
OUT THAT ALL THAT THE TEXT SAYS IS THAT IN MAKING THIS DECLARATI 
EACH OF US STATES THAT HE 1S DOING SO WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO WHAT 
qn EACH OF US CONSIDER OUR INHERENT RIGHTS OF INDIVIDUAL AND 
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COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE, AS | PO!NTED OUT AT OUR LAST MEETING, 
THIS DOES NOT MEAN THAT YOUR GOVERNMENT IS RECOGNIZING THE 
MERITS OF ANY AND ALL U.S, CLAIMS IN THIS REGARD ANY MORE THAN 
MY GOVERNMENT IS RECOGNIZING THE MERITS OF ANY AND ALL CLAIMS 
OF YOUR GOVERNMENT IN THIS REGARD, |! HAVE TRIED TO MAKE THIS 
JUST AS CLEAR AS | COULD AND PARTICULARLY AT OUR LAST MEETING 
EXPLAINED IT IN VERY SIMPLE TERMS, THEREFORE, IF THIS WAS IN 
FACT THE BASIS OF THE OBJECTION OF YOUR GOVERNMENT TO THIS 


CLAUSE, | HOPE THAT !T HAS RECONSIDERED ITS POSITION IN THE 
LIGHT OF MY EXPLANATIONS, 


C, | HOPE THAT IT IS NOT THE INTENTION OF YOUR GOVERNMENT TO 
DEMAND AS PRIOR TR CONCOMITANT CONDITION FOR THE ISSUANCE OF 
OUR DECLARATION THAT MY GOVERNMENT AGREE TO A RESOLUTION ON 
YOUR TERMS OF ANY OF THE DISPUTES BETWEEN US, IF THIS IS NOI 
THE INTENT OF YOUR GOVERNMENT | SEE NO REASON YOU CANNOT 
PROMPTLY AGREE TO THE TEXT OF THE DRAFT DECLARATION WE HAVE BEEN 
DISCUSSING AND PASS ON TO THE DISCUSSION OF OTHER MATTERS IN 


ACCORDANCE WITH THE TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR THESE TALKS AND THE 
TEXT OF THAT DECLARATION, 


2. WANG, READING FROM HIS NOTES, SAID | HAD PROPERLY STATED 
THAT WE INDEED HAVE SPENT SO MUCH TIME ON DISCUSSION OF 
DECLARATION RENOUNCING USE OF FORCE, IT ALL THE MORE 


UNSATISFACTORY THAT !N SPENDING SO MUCH TIME WE HAVE NOT YET BEEN 
ABLE REACH AGREEMENT, 





3. CHIEF REASON FOR THiS DELAY HAS BEEN FACT THAT THERE STILL 
EXISTS DIFFERENCE OF PRINCIPLE BETWEEN TWO OF US ON THIS 
QUESTION, IT NOW FOR BOTH US TRY OVERCOME AND RESOLVE 
DIFFERENCES EXISTING BETWEEN US, IT ALSO NECESSARY FOR US TO 


CLARIFY SOME OF POINTS WE ENCOUNTERING IN DISCUSSION SUCH 
A DECLARATION, 


4, WANG, TURNING TO PREPARED STATEMENT, SAID | HAD REPEATEDLY 
STATED AT LAST MEETING THAT IN MAKING DECLARATION IT NOT THE 
INTENTION 1G DISPUTE OR PREJUDICE VIEWS OF EITHER SIDE NOR TO 
ABANDON EITHUR'S POSITION IN ANY OUR DISPUTES, | HAD AGAIN 
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REQUIRE ANY SIDE TO PREJUDICE ITS POSITION OR TO GIVE UP ITS 
VIEWS IN REGARD OUR DISPUTES, AT LAST MEETING | HAD ALSO 
STATED THAT MY SiDE ALREADY HAD ACCEPTED DECEMBER 1 DRAFT HIS 
SIDE AS BASIS FOR DISCUSSION WITH ONLY TWO SMALL AMENDMENTS, 


5. WANG SAID HOWEVER THE TWO AMENDMENTS SUGGESTED BY ME 
ACTUALLY CONTAINED THE ENTIRE DEMANDS OF MY SIDE WITHOUT ANY. 
MODIFICATION, WHICH REQUIRES HIS SIDE TO ABANDON ITS POSITION 
AND WHICH MY SIDE HAD INSISTED UPON ALL ALONG SINCE BEGINNING 
TALKS, AS HIS SIDE HAS LONG AGO CATEGORICALLY STATED, THAT 
WAS WHAT HIS SIDE ABSOLUTELY CAN NEVER ACCEPT, 


6. WANG SAID IN FIRST PLACE, MY JANUARY 12 DRAFT REQUIRES 

HIS SIDE TO RECOGNIZE U.S, CLAIM TO RIGHT INDIVIDUAL COLLECTIVe 
SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, | HAD STATED THAT U.S, IS IN 
TAIWAN AREA PURELY FOR SELF-DEFENSE AND THAT PRESENCE OF U,S, 
FORCES ON TAIWAN ALLEGEDLY WAS IN ACCORDANCE WITH COLLECTIVE 
SELF-DEFENSE ARRANGEMENTS, IN OTHER WORDS, INTENTION MY 

SIDE IN INCLUDING SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE IN DRAFT WAS TO REQUIRE 
HIS SIDE TO RECOGNIZE VALIDITY OF CONTINUED U.S, SEIZURE TAIWAN 
AND TO RECOGNIZE U,S,-CHIANG KAI-SHEK TREATY, HOW CAN THIS 

BE EXPLAINED AS OTHER THAN DEMAND THAT THEIR SIDE ABANDON 

ITS POSITION ON OUR DISPUTE? 
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of the United States 
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7+ WANG SAID SECONDLY, MY DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT PROPOSED AND 

HE WOULD QUOTE "THEY WILL NOT RESORT TO THREAT OR USE FORCE 

IN TAIWAN AREA OR ELSEWHERE". THAT IS ATTEMPT TO CONFUSE 
INTERNATIONAL DISPUTE OF CHINA AND U.S.» WITH A CHINESE INTERNAL 
MATTER. AS HIS SIDENHAD LONG POINTED OUT, IT WAS ENTIRELY 
MATTER CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIR AS TO WHATEVER MEANS CHINA USED 
TO LIBERATE TAIWAN, A MATTER IN WHICH U.S HAD NO RIGHT 
INTERFERE. | HAD ONCE AND AGAIN INDICATED THAT DECLARATION 
BETWEEN US SHOULD NOT INVOLVE ANY THIRD PARTIES, YET VERY 
DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT PUT FORWARD MY SIDE PRECISELY TRIED INVOLVE 
INTERNAL MATTER OF CHINA ANi) CHIANG KAI-SHEK CLIQUE. HOW 

CAN THIS BE EXPLAINED AS OTHER THAN DEMANDING HIS SIDE 

ABANDON !TS POSITION? 
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8. WANG SAID HIS SIDE HELD THAT PURPOSE FOR MAKING DECLARATION 
COULD ONLY BE ONE OF GIVING EXPRESSION TO DESIRE BOTH SIDES 

FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES OF CHINA AND U.S-, AS WELL 

AS TO GIVE EXPRESSION TO DETERMINATION BOTH SIDES SEEK MEANS 
REALIZATION THIS DESIRE. IT WAS PRECISELY WITH THIS PURPOSE 
THAT HIS SIDE'S DECEMBER 1 DRAFT WAS PRESENTED. IT CONTAINED 
NO PREREQUISITES NOR DID !T CONTAIN ANY POINTS WHICH MIGHT 

NOT BE ACCEPTABLE. HIS SIDE DID NOT !NTEND TO MAKE USE OF 


DECLARATION TO ACCOMPLISH ANY ULTERIOR ENDS WHICH CANNOT STAND 
PUBLIC SCRUTINY. 
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“fy 9. WANG SAID HIS SIDE HAD PROPOSED AND WILL CONTINUE TO 
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STAND FOR HOLDING FOREIGN MINISTERS' CONFERENCE BETWEEN CHINA 
AND U.S. !N ORDER TO DISCUSS AND SETTLE QUESTION OF EASING AND 
ELIMINATING TENSION TAIWAN AREAS, BECAUSE THIS |S PRACTICAL AND 
FEASIBLE MEANS FOR REALIZATION DESIRE FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT 
DISPUTES BETWEEN CHINA AND UeSe IN TAIWAN AREA. 


10. WANG SAID AT LAST MEETING HE HAD ASKED ME WHETHER IT 
INTENTION MY SIDE FOLLOWING MAUING OF OUR DECLARATION TO 
PRESERVE STATUS QUO OUR OCCUPATION TAIWAN AND OUR INTERFERENCE 
CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS WHILE REFUSING A FOREIGN MINISTERS' 
CONFERENCE. HE HAD NOT YET RECEIVED CLEARCUT REPLY THIS REGARI. 
HIS SIDE CONSIDERS THIS QUESTION VERY IMPORTANT TO PRESENT 
STAGE OUR TALKS. FOR IF IT SHOULD TURN OUT THAT MY !NTENTION 
WAS INDEED SO, THEN HIS SIDE SEES NO POINT IN CONTINUING 

THESE TALKS. IF HOWEVER THIS NOT MY INTENTION THEN MY SIDE 
HAS NO JUSTIFICATION WHATSOEVER TO KEEP INSISTING HIS SIDE 
ABANDON ITS POSITION, THUS PREVENTING US FROM MAK!NG PROGRESS. 


}1. WANG, TURNING BACK TO HIS NOTES, SAID IN STATEMENT | HAD 
MADE THIS MORNING | HAD STATED THAT IF THEIR OBJECTIONS 

TO SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE WERE BASED ON BELIEF THAT THIS SELF- 
DEFENSE CLAUSE PREJUDICED THEIR POSITION AND THEIR VIEWS WITH 
RESPECT THE DISPUTES AND IF THIS THE FACT, THEN THEIR OBJECTIONS 
COULD CERTAINLY HAVE VALIDITY AND |! WOULD BE ENTIRELY PREPARED 
RECOGNIZE THEM. IN OTHER WORDS, DID | MEAN THAT IN RECOGNIZING 
VALIDITY THEIR OBJECTIONS THAT | PREPARED WITHDRAW SELF- 

DEFENSE CLAUSE FROM DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT? 
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12. | SAID HIS STATEMENT THIS MORNING HERE, INCLUDING HIS 
QUESTION WHICH HE HAD ASKED AT LAST MEETING AND AGAIN REPEATED 
THIS MORNING, SEEMED TO ME TO BE STILL CONFUSING THE SITUATION. 
| HAD TRIED AT PREVIOUS MEETINGS AND HAD TRIED AGAIN THIS 
MORNING TO KEEP VERY STRICTLY TO IMMEDIATE AND FIRST TASK IN 
FRONT OF US. HE HAD SAID | HAD NOT CHANGED MY POSITION WITH 
RESPECT TO OUR DECLARATION. THAT WAS TRUE, INSOFAR AS 
PRINCIPLES WHICH | HAD ENUNCIATED FIRST HERE “ON OCTOBER 8, 

WERE CONCERNED. THAT PRINCIPLE WAS SOUND AND COULD NOT BE 
CHANGED. | #AD THOUGHT AND HE HAD OFTEN STATED HERE, THAT HE 


Cc CONF IDENT! AL 











CONF I DENT IAL 
- 3 - 1554, FEBRUARY 24, 9 PM (SECTION 2 OF 8) FROM GENEVA. 


HAD ACCEPTED THAT PRINCIPLE. THAT PRINCIPLE WAS THAT WE EACH 
MAKE CLEAR THAT WE RENOUNCED USE FORCE TO MAKE POLICIES OF 
EITHER PREVAIL OVER OTHER. 1! HAD CHARACTERIZED THAT AS AN 
ESSENTIAL FOUNDATION AND PRELIMINARY “OF SUCCESS IN DISCUSSION 
OTHER ITEMS. 


13. | SAID WE BOTH RECOGNIZED THAT AREA !N WHICH OUR POLICIES 
CONFRONTED EACH OTHER MOST SERIOUSLY WAS THE TAIWAN AREA. 

| HAD ALSO MADE IT CLEAR THAT THE ENUNCIATION THIS PRINCIPLE 

DID NOT MEAN EITHER US WERE GIVING UP WHAT WE CONSIDERED TO 

BE OUR LEGITIMATE RIGHTS SELF-DEFENSE. THAT IS, IF WE WERE 
ATTACKED WE WOULD DEFEND OURSELVES. ALL THIS COMES DOWN TO 
SIMPLY SAYING IN A CLEAR AND UNEQUIVOCAL FORM THAT WE WERE 
DETERMINED TO USE ONLY PEACEFUL MEANS IN SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES. 


) 14. | SAID RECOGNIZING THAT THERE WAS A DIFFERENCE BETWEEN 
US REGARDING CHARACTER OF DISPUTE BETWEEN US IN TAIWAN AREA, 
AND RECOGNIZING THE INTERPRETATION PLACED BY HIS GOVERNMENT 
ON CHARACTER THAT DISPUTE, IN ORDER TO LEAVE NO POSSIBILITY 
DOUBT CONCERNING THAT AREA, IT WAS CONSIDERED ESSENTIAL THAT 
WE BOTH MAKE CLEAR THAT SUCH DECLARATION WOULD APPLY THAT AREA. 
AS | HAD OFTEN POINTED OUT, QUESTION IS NOT ONE OF OBTAINING 
SOME FORM OF WORDS THAT WOULD GIVE IMPRESSION OF AGREEMENT 


BETWEEN US, BUT ONE OF GENUINE UNDERSTANDING AND AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN US. 
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15. | SAID HIS DECEMBER 1! DRAFT, THE EXPLANATIONS WITH WHICH 

HE ACCOMPANIED IT, AND PUBLIC STATEMENTS ISSUED BY HIS GOVERNMENT 
DID NOT MAKE CLEAR THAT THERE WAS FULL UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN 

US THAT HE WOULD NOT, BY INTERPRETING SITUATION IN TAIWAN 

AREA IN MANNER THAT HE DID, SUBSEQUENTLY ALLEGE THAT DECLARATION 
DID NOT APPLY THERE AND THAT HE FREE USE FORCE. HOWEVER THE | 
DISPUTE THERE WAS CHARACTERIZED, A DECLARATION WHICH DID NOT 
CLEARLY COVER THAT SITUATITN WAS CERTAINLY OF LITTLE VALUE. 

IF WE GENUINELY RENOUNCE FORCE IN SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES, 

THAT RENUNCIATION CERTAINLY MUST COVER THE PRINCIPAL AND MOST 
URGENT DISPUTE BETWEEN US. SAYING THAT FORCE WOULD NOT BE 

USED CERTAINLY DID NOT REQUIRE ABANDONMENT BY EITHER SIDE 

ITS VIEW REGARDING CHARACTER DISPUTE. 


of the United States 


16. | SAID HE HAD SAID THAT PURPOSE HIS DRAFT DECEMBER 1 

WAS TO SET FORTH DESIRE BOTH SIDES FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF 
DISPUTES. POINT | BEEN TRYING MAKE WAS THAT THERE WAS VAST 
DIFFERENCE BETWEEN, ON ONE HAND, SETTING FORTH PIOUS HOPE 

FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT AND SAYING THAT IF SETTLEMENT IS NOT 
SATISFACTORY FORCE WOULD BE EMPLOYED, AND ON OTHER HAND 
UNEQUIVOCALLY SAYING THAT FORCE WILL NOT BE USED AS MEANS 
SETTLEMENT AND ONLY PEACEFUL MEANS WILL BE USED. AMENDMENTS 
WHICH | HAD SUGGESTED TO HIS DRAFT DECEMBER 1, | BELIEVED, 
WERE ESSENTIAL TO MAKE THIS CLEAR. 
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GOVERNMENT IN INCLUDING CLAUSE REGARDING SELF-DEFENSE WAS 
TO REQUIRE HIS GOVERNMENT RECOGNIZE U.S. CLAIMS REGARD OUR 
DISPUTE THAT AREA. HE HAD STATED THIS IN FACE MY REPEATED 
AND VERY CATEGORICAL STATEMENTS THIS NOT OUR INTENT. | HAD 
STATED THIS NOT ONLY IN MEETINGS HERE, | HAD STATED TO IN MY 
ORIGINAL STATEMENT THIS SUBJECT OCTOBER 8, AND | STATED IT 
VERY CLEARLY MY DRAFT NOVEMBER 10, WHICH HE HAD REJECTED. 


18. | SAID QUESTION WAS WHO WAS TO BE MASTER IN THIS SITUATION? 
DID PLAIN WORDS HAVE SOME HIDDEN INTENT OF THEIR OWN? WERE 

WORDS TO BE MASTER IN SITUATION? OR DID 'ORDS SIMPLY SAY 

WHAT WE SAID THAT THEY SAY? 


19. |! SAID | HAD SAID THIS MORNING THAT IF HIS OBJECTIONS 

TO WORDS HAD VALIDITY |! WOULD CERTAINLY BE PREPARED RECOGNIZE 
HIS OBJECTIONS. HOWEVER | DID NOT FEEL THAT HIS OBJECTIONS 
DID HAVE VALIDITY. | ENTIRELY FAILED UNDERSTAND WHY HIS 
GOVERNMENT INSISTED ON PUTTING THIS DISTORTED INTERPRETATION 
ON THESE WORDS, IF IN FACT IT THE INTENT HIS GOVERNMENT 
UNCONDITIONALLY TO RENO.NCE FORCE IN SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES. 


20. | SAID QUESTION HE HAD ASKED AGAIN THIS MORNING SEEMED 

TO ME IN EFFECT TO BE WHETHER, WHEN WE CAME TO DISCUSSION 
OTHER MATTERS BETWEEN US, MY GOVERNMENT INTENDED TO CAPITULATE 
TO POSITION HIS GOVERNMENT WITH REGARD POINTS IN DISPUTE 
BETWEEN US. IF | UNDERSTOOD HIM RIGHTLY, HE SAYING THAT 

IN EFFECT THERE NO POINT IN CONTINUING THESE TALKS UNLESS | 
WOULD ASSURE HIM HERE AND NOW THAT WHEN WE CAME TO DISCUSSION 
THESE OTHER MATTERS | WOULD ENTIRELY CONCEDE TO HIS POSITION. 
THIS WAS HARDLY IN THE SPIRIT OF NEGOTIATION AND SEEKING 
PEACEFUL MEANS FOR SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES, SEEMED TO ME IT 
CAMENVERY CLOSE SAYING THAT HE NOT WILLING RENOUNCE USE FORCE 
IN SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES UNLESS HE FIRST ASSURED THAT 

OTHER SIDE WOULD CAPITULATE TO HIS VIEWS IN SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTE. 


el. || SAID THIS WAS AGAIN JUMPING OVER QUESTION OF OUR 


DECLARATION TO QUESTION OF MERITS OF OUR DISPUTES. AS SUCH | 
DID NOT CONSIDER QUESTION TO BE A PROPER ONE. IF HE HAD ASKED 
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ME THE QUESTION IN RELATION TO OUR DECLARATION WHETHER IT MY 
INTENT IN ISSUANCE THIS DECLARATION THAT HE ABANDON HIS VIEWS 
WITH REGARD STATUS TAIWAN, OR RESPECTIVE MERITS OUR POSITIONS 
WITH REGARD THERETO, AND HIS VIEWS WITH REGARD TO MEETINL OF 
FOREIGN MINISTERS, MY ANSWER WOULD HAVE CERTAINLY BEEN A 
CATEGORICAL "NO." 


22. WANG SAID STATEMENTS HE HAD MADE THIS MORNING WERE 
INTENDED TO CLARIFY OUR RESPECTIVE POINTS VIEW ON QUESTION 
ISSUANCE DECLARATION BETWEEN US. AS HE HAD PREVIOUSLY 

STATED REPEATEDLY, IN MAKING SUCH DECLARATION IT NECESSARY 

BOTH SIDES INDICATE WILLINGNESS MAKE MUTUAL CONCESSIONS. 

AS HE HAD OFTEN POINTED OUT, AMENDMENTS PUT FORWARD MY SIDE 

TO DECEMBER 1 DRAFT TURNED OUT TO BE MERELY FURTHER PERSISTING 
IN MY ORIGINAL POINT ON WITHOUT DISPLAYING ANY DESIRE MAKE 
FURTHER PROGRESS OUR TALKS. STATEMENT | HAD JUST MADE HAD 
CONFIRMED THAT THIS ONE CASE -=- THAT IS, AMENDMENTS PUT 

FORWARD BY MY SIDE DID NOT INDICATE ANY MODIFICATION PRINCIPLES 
MY SIDE PUT FORWARD AND THIS SHOWED U.S. SIDE HAD NOT MADE 

ANY CONCESSIONS WITH REGARD TO DECLARATION. IF ONE SIDE 

SHOULD HOLD ITS OWN VIEWS WHILE INSISTING INCESSANTLY 

THAT OTHER SIDE SHOULD GIVE WAY ON OWN VIEWS, THEN NO AGREEMENT 
COULD POSSIBLY BE REACHED BETWEEN TWO SIEDS. 


23. WANG SAID HE WOULD POINT OUT PARTICULARLY THAT IT NOT 
TRUE AS | ALLEGED THAT HIS SIDE HAD ACCEPTED WHAT | TERMED 
PRINCIPLES MY OCTOBER 8 STATEMENT. COULD THERE HAVE BEEN 
ANY OCCASION IN WHICH IT COULD BE CLAIMED HIS SIDE HAD GIVEN 
RECOGNITION TO U.S. RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA? WAS 
IT NOT FACT THAT POINT ON SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE IN TAIWAN AREA 


HAD ALWAYS BEEN POINT OF CONTROVERSY AND POINT OF OPPOSITION 
IN COURSE TALKS? 
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24. WANG SAID FROM OPENING THESE DISCUSSIONS HE REPEATEDLY 
HAD TRIED MAKE CLEAR THAT INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO 
COUNTRIES CHINA AND U.S. MUST BE SEPARATED FROM INTERNAL ISSUES 
OF CHINA. WAS IT NOT OUTRIGHT INTERFERENCE IN INTERNAL AFFAIRS 
OF SOVEREIGN COUNTRY IN TRYING TO MAKE HIS SIDE DO SOMETHING 

, OR TO REFRAIN FROM DOING SOMETHING IN REGARD TO TAIWAN? 


WAS IT NOT FACT HIS SIDE HAD ALWAYS RESOLUTELY REJECTED SUCH 
A PROPOSITION? 


25. WANG SAID QUESTION WE NOW DISCUSSING WAS QUESTION OF 

MAKING DECLARATION RENOUNCING USE FORCE. IN MAKING SUCH A 
DECLARATION, WE SHOULD MAKE CLEAR THAT ISSUANCE SUCH DECLARATION 
AND ACTUAL SOLUTION OF PRACTICAL MATTERS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES 
CHINA AND U.S. WERE TWO SEPARATE MATTERS. IT DID NOT SEEM 

TO HIM PRACTICAL FOR US TO THINK THAT ISSUANCE DECLARATION 
ITSELF RESOLVED PRACTICAL MATTERS BETWEEN US. HE BELIEVED 

| ALSO IN AGREEMENT WITH HIM THIS POINT. SUCH BEING CASE, 

WE SHOULD ATTEMPT RESOLVE ISSUES BETWEEN US STEP BY STEP. 
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26. WANG SAID SUCH DECLARATION BETWEEN US MUST NOT CONTAIN 
ANY PREREQUISITES. SUCH DECLARATION MUST NOT INVOLVE DOMESTIC 
MATTERS EITHER SIDE. AND POINTS SET FORTH IN SUCH DECLARATION 
MUST BE SUCH AS ARE ACCEPTABLE BOTH SIDES. IF WE HAD SUCH A 
COMMON UNDERSTANDING THEN WE WOULD BE ABLE SETTLE THIS QUESTION 
OF ISSUANCE OF DECLARATION. IT ESPECIALLY IMPORTANT THAT WE 
SHOULD RECOGNIZE THAT ISSUANCE SUCH A DECLARATION MERELY 

3 GAVE EXPRESSION DESIRE TWO OF US TO RESOLVE DISPUTES BETWEEN 

> TWO COUNTRIES IN PEACEFUL MANNER AND DECLARATION DID NOT PREJUDGE 
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OUTCOME OF SETTLEMENT OF ISSUES BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES OR 
HOW IT FINALLY WOULD BE ACCOMPLISHED. 


27. WANG SAID !F AS | HAD SAID SUCH DECLARATION SHOULD 
INCLUDE THE MOST IMPORTANT DISPUTE BETWEEN OUR TWO SIDES IT 
WOULD TEND GIVE IMPRESSION OF CONFUSING EXPRESS!ON OF THE 
DESIRE WITH THE RESULT OF THE FINAL SETTLEMENT. IF MY POINT 
VIEW ADOPTED, IT DIFFICULT AVOID SITUATION IN WHICH ONE SIDE 
WOULD ATTEMPT MAKE ITS POLICIES PREVAIL OVER THAT OF OTHER 
OR, IN OTHER WORDS, IMPOSE ITS VIEWS ON OTHER. IT DID NOT 
SEEM TO HIM THAT IF WE PUT MATTER IN THIS MANNER IT WOULD 
HELP BRING US CLOSER TO SOQULTION THIS MATTER. THEREFORE, 

AS HE HAD SAID, PURPOSE :IN MAKING SUCH DECLARATION MUST BE 
ONE OF MERELY GIVING EXPRESSION DESIRE BOTH SIDES FOR PEACEFUL 
SETTLEMENT INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES BETWEEN CHINA AND U.S. 

IN TAIWAN AREA. AT SAME TIME, SUCH DECLARATION SHOULD GIVE 


EXPRESSION DETERMINATION OF TWO SIDES TO RELAX THE CRISIS IN 
TA: WAN AREA. 


' 28. WANG SAID | HAD CATEGORICALLY STATED THAT IT NOT INTENTION 
MY SIDE REQUIRE THEM ABANDON THEIR POSITION REGARDING DISPUTES 
TAIWAN AREA, OR TO GIVE UP THEIR VIEWS RESPECT RESPECTIVE 
MERITS POSITIONS BOTH SIDES THERETO, AND HAD CATEGORICALLY 
STATED IT NOT MY {NTENTION DEMAND THEY GIVE UP OR ABANDON 
THEIR VIEWS REGARDING HOLDING FOREIGN MINISTERS' CONFERENCE. 
BY MAKING SUCH CATEGORICAL STATEMENT, DID | MEAN SAY | 
PREPARED WITHDRAW SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE FROM DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT ? 
COULD THIS STATEMENT BE INTERPRETED AS SAYING | WOULD NOT 
REQUIRE HIS SIBE, FOLLOWING ISSUANCE DECLARATION, TO PREJUDICE 
THEIR RIGHT OF LIBERATING TAIWAN IN EXERCISE THEIR SOVEREIGNTY 
IN THIS INTERNAL AFFAIR OF CHINA? COULD THIS STATEMENT BE 
INTERPRETED AS AGREEMENT ON MY PART TO SEEKING OF WHAT THEY 
TERMED PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE MEANS FOR SETTLEMENT OF ISSUES 


BETWEEN OUR TWO STATES -- THAT IS, TO SEEK HOLDING OF FOREIGN 
MINISTERS' CONFERENCE" 


of the United States 
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29. | SAID FIRST, IF | UNDERSTOOD HIM RIGHTLY, HE HAD SAID 
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1F WE WERE TO INCLUDE IN OUR DECLARATCON THE MOST IMPORTANT 
MATTER BETWEEN US IT WOULD GIVE IMPRESSION OF PREJUDGING 
RESULTS ANY SETTLEMENT. SHOULD | INTERVRET THAT AS MEANING 
THAT HE NOT WILLING MAKE CLEAR THAT OUR DECLARATION DID 
COVER THE MOST IMPORTANT DISPUTE BETWEEN US --. THAT IS, 

THE DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA? 


30. | SAID NEXT HE SAID THAT OUR DECLARATION SHOULD NOT 

INVOLVE DOMESTIC MATTERS. OF COURSE WE BOTH RECOGNIZED, 

| BELIEVED, THAT QUESTION OF WHETHER OUR DISPUTE IN TAIWAN 

AREA DID INVOLVE A DOMESTIC MATTER FROM STANDPOINT HIS GOVERNMENT 


OR AN INTERNATIONAL MATTER DID GO TO VERY HEART OUR DISPUTE 
THERE . 


31. §| SAID | HAD TOLD HIM THAT IT NOT MY INTENT TO PREJUDICE 
OR PREJUDGE HIS VIEW REGARD THAT MATTER. HOWEVER IF IT HIS 
INTENT THAT IN THiS DECLARATION THE U.S. RECOGNIZE AND ACCEPT 
HIS VIEW OF ITS BEING SOLELY A DOMESTIC MATTER, WAS THAT 

NOT AGAIN JUMPING AHEAD OF OURSELVES AND ASKING U.S. TO 
ONCEDE TO HIS VIEWS ON THIS MATTER AT THIS STAGE? 


32. | SAID WITH REGARD SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE, | HAD AGAIN 
POINTED OUT THIS MORNING THAT ALL IT SAID WAS THAT, IN MAKING 
THIS DECLARATION, EACH OF US WAS DOING SO WITHOUT PREJUDICE 
TO WHAT EACH US CONSIDERS INHERENT RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE. 


33. | SAID NOW FOR MY OWN GOVERNMENT TO STATE THAT IN CONTEXT 
THIS DECLARATION DID NOT, AS | POINTED OUT THIS MORNING, 

MEAN THAT HE WAS ACCEPTING MERITS ANY. AND ALL MY CLAIMS IN» 
THIS REGARD ANY MORE THAN IT MEANT MY GOVERNMENT ACCEPTING. 
MERITS ANY AND ALL HIS CLAIMS THAT REGARD. | THOUGHT THAT 

WAS KEEPING VERY STRICTLY TO PRINCIPLE OF NOT PREJUDGING MERITS 
OF ANY OUR DISPUTES IN ISSUING THIS DECLARATION. 


34. 1 SAID HOWEVER IN LIGHT HIS STATEMENTS HERE AS WELL AS 
PUBLIC STATEMENTS MADE BY HIS GOVERNMENT | COULD ONLY INTERPRET 
HIS DEMAND FOR WITHDRAWAL THAT CLAUSE TO MEAN RECOGNITION BY 
U.S. THAT ITS CLAIMS THIS REGARD IN TAIWAN AREA DID NOT HAVE 
MERIT. THAT WAS PREJUDGING QUESTION. IT WAS SOMETHING IT 
OBVIOUS MY GOVERNMENT COULD NOT ACCEPT. 
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35. | SAID HE HAD QUOTED ME AS SAYING THAT IT NOT MY INTENT 
REQUIRE HIM ABANDON HIS VIEWS WITH REGARD DISPUTES IN TAIWAN... 
AREA, REGARDING HOLDING OF FOREIGN MINISTERS' CONFERENCE, 
ETCETERA. WHAT | HAD SAID, AND | REPEATING, WAS THAT IT NOT 
MY INTENT IN THIS DECLARATION TO REQUIRE HIM ABANDON HIS 
VIEWS OR TO PREJUDICE THEM IN ANY WAY IN THESE REGARDS. 


36. | SAID IT NOT MY INTENT INTERPRET DECLARATION, OR USE IT 

AS PRETEXT FOR INTERPRETING IT, THAT HE HAD ABANDONED HIS VIEWS 
IN ANY THESE REGARDS. | WAS SURE THAT NOBODY WOULD SO INTERPRET 
IT. DECLARATION WOULD BE INTERPRETED BY US; AND | SURE BY 
WORLD, TO MEAN ONLY EXACTLY WHAT IT SAID. AND WHAT IT SAID 

DID NOT PREJUDICE HIS VIEWS. | THEREFORE STILL FOUND IT 
EXTREMELY DIFFICULT SEE WHY HE NOT ABLE AGREE TO IT UNLESS 

HIS INTENT WAS THAT U.S. IN THIS DECLARATION ABANDON ITS VIEWS. 
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37. WANG SAID FIRST THING HE WOULD LIKE SAY WAS THAT WE STILL 

IN STAGE OF DISCUSSING PROPOSED DECLARATION. TODAY HE HAD 

MADE EFFORT TRY MAKE CLEAR PURPOSE MAKING SUCH DECLARATION, 

AND THAT IN MAKING SUCH DECLARATION DOES NOT MEAN THAT ISSUANCE 
DECLARATION ITSELF WILL RESOLVE OUR DISPUTES, NOR WILL ISSUANCE 
DECLARATION ITSELF CONSTITUTE FINAL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES. 


38. WANG SAID IT MIGHT BE RECALLED THAT JOINT COMMUNIQUE 
BETWEEN OUR TWO GOVERNMENTS ON JULY 25 LAST YEAR ONLY SET 
ie) FORTH THAT WE WOULD DISCUSS SUCH OTHER MATTERS AT ISSUE BETWEEN 
REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
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TWO SIDES. IT DID NOT SINGLE OUT EXACT MATTERS TO BE DISCUSSED. 


39. WANG SAID WHAT WE DISCUSSING TODAY IS QUESTION OF MAK!NG 
DECLARATION IN VIEW OF EXISTENCE OF CONFRONTATION OF POLICIES 
TWO COUNTRIES IN TAIWAN AREA. DISPUTE BETWEEN US VERY GRAVE 
INDEED. THIS DISPUTE CAUSED SOLELY BY U.S. OCCUPATION 
TAIWAN. PROBLEM WE FACING IS TO INDICATE BY WHAT MEANS 

THIS DISPUTE MIGHT BE RESOLVED. 


4Q. WANG SAID DECLARATION WE NOW DISCUSSING JUST SUCH A 
DECLARATION IN ORDER TO INDICATE DESIRE OF TWO SIDES FOR 
PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF D!SPUTES BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES. 
SUCH DESIRE VERY IMPORTANT THING. IMPORTANT THOUGH IT IS, 
YET 1T NOT FINAL SOLUTION. WITH REGARD OUTCOME DISPUTE, 
WE HAD SET FORTH IN DECLARATION DETERMINATION OF TWO SIDES 
TO STRIVE SEEK MEANS FOR REALIZING SOLUTION. 


41. WANG SAID PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE MEANS THEY HAD IN MIND 
WAS EXACTLY MEETING OF FOREIGN MINISTERS US. AND CHINA. 





42, WANG SAID HE BELIEVED BY SEPARATING THESE TWO MATTERS, Ps. 
COULD GREATLY FACILITATE CARRYING OUT OF TASK BEFORE US. 


43. WANG SAID INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES BETWEEN CHINA, U.S. 

MUST BE SEPARATED FROM DOMESTIC ISSUES BETWEEN CHINA AND 
CHIANG. THESE TWO MATTERS WHICH DISTINCTLY DIFFERENT CAN BE 
SEPARATED. COULD IT BE SAID THAT U.S. INTENDS DISCUSS CHINA'S 
DOMESTIC AFFAIRS IN TALKS BETWEEN CHINA U.S? THEY HAD 
CATEGORICALLY STATED IN PAST AND REPEATED OVER AND OVER AGAIN 
THAT THEY WOULD RESOLUTELY OPPOSE SUCH PROPOSITION. 


44. WANG SAID TURNING NOW TO QUESTION OF SELF-DEFENSE, 

HE HAD STATED THAT EVERY COUNTRY ENTITLED TO RIGHT SELF- 
DEFENSE IN ACCORDANCE WITH SPIRIT OF U.N. CHARTER. BUT HE HAD 
ALSO POINTED OUT AT SAME TIME U.S. NOT JUSTIFIED !N CLAIMING 
RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA. 





45. WANG SAID | HAD ALSO STATED IN PAST THAT THEY DID NOT 
OBJECT IN PRINCIPLE TO RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE. SHOULD HE INTERPRET 
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THIS AS AGREEMENT ON MY PART, INSTEAD OF THIS CLAUSE, TO REWRITE 
DRAFT IN ACCORDANCE WITH U.N. CHARTER IN SAME MANNER AS THEIR 
FIRST DRAFT OF OCTOBER 27? 


46. WANG SAID SITUATION CONFRONTING US ONE IN WHICH U.S. 
FORCE ALREADY BEING USED IN TAIWAN AREA. 1! HAD SAID THAT 
IN MAKING SUCH DECLARATION IT DID NOT PREJUDICE THEIR VIEWS 
OR REQUIRE THEIR SIDE ABANDON ITS VIEWS. HOWEVER, BY 
CONTINUED INSISTENCE MY SIDE ON SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE, WAS IT 
NOT OUR INTENT TO REQUIRE THEM ABANDON THEIR POSITION WITH 
REGARD DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA? 


47. | ASKED WANG TO LET ME IMMEDIATELY ANSWER HIS LAST QUESTION. 
TO LET ME SAY AGAIN WHAT | HAD SAID OVER AND OVER AGAIN, 

THAT IT NOT OUR INTENT REQUIRE HIM ABANDON HIS POSITION 
REGARDING MERITS OUR DISPUTES THERE. 


48. | ASKED WANG LET ME TURN QUESTION AROUND AND ASK IF IT 

NOT HIS INTENT IN REQUIRING ABANDONMENT THIS CLAUSE TO OBTAIN 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT FROM U.S. THAT IT DOES NOT HAVE RIGHT INDIVIDUAL 
COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, AND THEREBY TO ACCEPT 

IN THIS DECLARATION HIS ONE=SIDED CONTENTIONS WITH REGARD 

OUR DISPUTE THERE, WHICH INVOLVE VERY POINTS AT ISSUE BETWEEN US. 


hg. | SAID ONLY OTHER POINT | WANTED MAKE WAS THAT HE HAD 

SAID THIS DECLARATION SHOULD INDICATE DESIRE OF TWO SIDES FOR 
PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT. MY CONTENTION FROM BEGINNING HAD BEEN 

AND STILL CONTINUED TO BE THAT IF THAT DESIRE HONEST AND UNEQUIVOCAL 
|'T MUST GO BEYOND THAT AND SAY THAT WE DETERMINED SETTLE DISPUTES 
ONLY (REPEAT ONLY) BY PEACEFUL MEANS. IT SHOULD NOT BE POSSIBLE 

FOR EITHER OF US BY GIVING ONE INTERPRETATION OR ANOTHER TO 


SITUATION WITH RESPECT THOSE DISPUTES IN FACT TO RESORT TO 
FORCE TO SETTLE THEM. 


50. 1 SAID | THOROUGHLY AGREED THAT THIS DECLARATION WAS NOT 
THE FINAL RESULT. IT IN ITSELF SETTLED NOTHING, EXCEPT THAT 
WE DETERMINED OUR DISPUTES SHOULD NOT LEAD TO WAR, AND IN 

THAT ATMOSPHERE TO SEEK THEIR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT. FROM VERY 
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BEGINNING | HAD CHARACTERIZED DECLARATION AS PRELIMINARY TO 
DISCUSSION OUR DISPUTES. 


51. | SAID AS | HAD SAID AT LAST MEETING AND AGAIN THIS 
MORNING, ONCE DECLARATION ISSUED, tT WAS INTENT U.Ss TO CARRY 
'T OUT IN FULL AND IN GOOD FAITH. WE SAID IN DECLARATION 
THAT WE. DETERMINED WE WILL SETTLE DISPUTES BETWEEN US THROUGH 
PEACEFUL MEANS. WE SAID THAT TWO OF US SHOULD CONTINUE OUR 
TALKS TO SEEK FEASIBLE AND PRACTICAL MEANS FOR REALIZATION 
THAT DESIRE. WANG COULD BE CERTAIN THAT U.S. WOULD CARRY 
THIS OUT TO FULL. HE COULD ALSO BE CERTAIN WHEN U.S. SAID 

IN DECLARATION IT WOULD NOT RESORT TO THREAT USE FORCE IN 
TAIWAN AREA OR ELSEWHERE, IT MEANT EXACTLY WHAT IT SAID AND 


THAT WE WOULD NOT BY SOME TWISTED INTERPRETATION OF SITUATION 
ATTEMPT TO GET AROUND IT. 
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52. WANG SAID IF THERE IS WILLINGNESS TO MAKE SUCH DECLARATION 
AND TO INDICATE THAT NEITHER SIDE WOULD BE REQUIRED ABANDON 

ITS POSITION THEN THEY FAILED SEE WHY U.S. WOULD NOT WITHDRAW 
'TS DEMAND WITH RESPECT SELF-DEFENSE. CLAUSE. 


53. WANG SAID | HAD INDICATED | ACCEPTED PRINCIPLE THAT 
DECLARATION SHOULD BE ONE WHICH ACCEPTABLE BOTH SIDES. 

HOW COULD | EXPECT THEM TO ACCEPT CLAUSE IN DECLARATION WHICH - 
ONLY IN ONE=-SIDED INTERESTS OF U.S? DID THIS CONTINUED 
INSISTENCE ON UNREASONABLE CLAUSE MEAN THAT U.S. UNWILLING 

PUT OUT THIS DECLARATION AT ALL? 
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54. WANG SAID IF IN FACT | HAD SUCH A WILLINGNESS MAKE SUCH 
DECLARATION GIVING EXPRESSION TO DESIRE FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT 
AND GIVING EXPRESSION DETERMINATION OF TWO SIDES SEEK PRACTICAL 
AND FEASIBLE MEANS FOR SOLUTION TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA, (AND BY 
THIS LAST PARAGRAPH OF DRAFT THEY HAD IN MIND HOLDING OF FOREIGN 
MINISTERS' CONFERENCE )--IF | HAD THIS WILLINGNESS, DID IT MEAN 
ALSO | HAD SAME WILLINGNESS WITH REGARD TO PRACT! ]AL AND FEASIBLE 
MEANS SPECIFIED IN DRAFT, AS THEY UNDERSTOOD IT? 
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55. | REPLIED | THOUGHT WE AGAIN GETTING AHEAD SELVES. 

IF HE BY HIS QUESTION MEANT DID | AGREE HERE AND NOW BEFORE 
DECLARATION ISSUED THAT ONLY PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE MEANS FOR 
SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BY PEACEFUL MEANS WAS THROUGH FOREIGN 
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© -2- 1554, FEBRUARY 24, 9 PM, FROM GENEVA (SECTION SIX OF EIGHT) 


PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE MEANS | WAS NOT EXCLUDING ANY MEANS, 
NOR WAS | AGREEING THAT THERE ONLY ONE MEANS. 
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56. | SAID IT SEEMED ME AT PRESENT STAGE QUESTION IS 
FUNDAMENTALLY DIFFERENT. QUESTION WAS WHETHER WE REALLY, 

: HONESTLY AND UNCONDITIONALLY IN THIS DECLARATION SAY WE WILL 

: USE ONLY PEACEFUL MEANS IN SETTLING DISPUTES AND THAT WE WILL 
NOT RESORT THREAT OR USE FORCE AND IN THAT ATMOSPHERE SEEK, 
AS DECLARATION SAYS, PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS REALIZE THAT 
DESIRE. | HAD TO CONFESS | STILL NOT CLEAR AS TO WHETHER OR 
NOT HE REALLY DID UNCONDITIONALLY RENOUNCE THREAT OR USE FORCE 
IN SEEKING THIS SETTLEMENT. 
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5/- | SAID AS FAR AS PREJUDICING HIS POSITION CONCERNED, 

HE WOULD RECALL THAT BACK IN MY DRAFT OF NOVEMBER 10 IT WAS MY 

SUGGESTION WE MAKE SPECIFIC AND CATEGORICAL STATEMENT TO EFFECT 
WE NOT PREJUDICING OUR POSITIONS. IF THIS STILL GENUINELY HIS 

CONCERN, |! DID NOT SEE WHY HE REJECTED THAT DRAFT. 


58. | SAID AS | HAD SAID | STILL COULD ONLY INTERPRET HIS 
POSITION AS DEMANDING MY GOVERNMENT NOT ONLY PREJUDICE BUT IN 
FACT RENOUNCE ITS POSITION WITH RESPECT OUR DISPUTE. THAT 
STILL MY INTERPRETATION. 


of the United States 


59- WANG SAID MY REMARKS DID NOT SEEM TO HAVE GIVEN REPLY 

HIS QUESTION. |! HAD STATED THAT HE HAD ASKED ME TO AGREE 

BEFORE DECLARATION ISSUED THAT ONLY PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE 

MEANS WAS FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE, AND | HAD SAID | WOULD 
ANSWER NO. BUT HE HAD NOT ASKED ME TO SAY SO BEFORE DECLARATION 
ISSUED. HE WAS TALKING ABOUT WHAT SHOULD HAPPEN AFTER DECLARATION. 
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60. WANG ASKED IF BY REPLYING NO | MEANT THAT | WAS NOT 


AGREEING THAT HOLDING OF FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE IS PRACTICAL 
AND FEASIBLE MEANS. 


61. WANG SAID HIS NEXT POINT WAS THAT | HAD ASKED WHETHER IN 
MAKING DECLARATION IT MEANT WE WOULD ONLY USE PEACEFUL MEANS 
SETTLE DISPUTES BETWEEN US. TEXT OF HIS DECEMBER 1 DRAFT HAD } 
GIVEN ME VERY PRECISE AND CLEAR ANSWER TO THIS QUESTION. 
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62. WANG SAID | HAD STATED |! STILL NOT CLEAR ABOUT HIS 
INTENT THIS REGARD. IN TURN, HE WOULD LIKE SAY HE STILL NOT 
CLEAR WHETHER iT INTENT U.S. FOLLOWING ISSUANCE DECLARATION 
CONTINUE {TS SEIZURE TAIWAN. 


63. | REPLIED IT SEEMED ME WANG STILL GETTING US DOWN 

BYROAD OF DISCUSSING WHAT HAPPENS WITH REGARD SETTLEMENT OUR 
DISPUTES AFTER DECLARATION ISSUED. | DID NOT SEE THAT THERE 
WOULD BE MUCH PURPOSE IN REPEATING ANSWERS |! HAD CONSISTENTLY 
GIVEN THIS REGARD. | WISHED WE COULD GET AGREEMENT ON DECLARATION 
AND THEN WE COULD CARRY ON IN ACCORDANCE ITS SPECIFIC TERMS. 

| HAD NOTHING MORE SAY ON THIS THIS MORNING. 


64. WANG SAID IT WAS BECAUSE HE HAD SOME QUESTIONS IN DOUBT 
THAT HE HAD PUT THEM FORWARD TO ME. BEFORE THESE POINTS MADE 
CLEAR, ISSUANCE DECLARATION WOULD BE OF NO MEANING. 


65. WANG ASKED WHETHER | MEANT, AS | HAD JUST STATED, | 
WOULD NOT AGREE TO HOLDING FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE 
FOLLOWING DECLARATION? DID 1! HAVE THIS IN MIND, OR PERHAPS 
HIS UNDERSTANDING NOT CORRECT. 


66. | SAID IF HIS QUESTIONS WERE WHETHER U.S. WOULD, FOLLOWING 
ISSUANCE DECLARATION, CONCEDE TO ALL HIS VIEWS, THERE COULD 
ONLY BE ONE ANSWER. | COULD ONLY CHARACTERIZE THIS AS MOST 
REMARKABLE PREREQUISITE FOR ISSUANCE OF DECLARATION. 1! HAD 
SAID WITH REGARD TO HIS SPECIFIC QUESTION ON FOREIGN MINISTERS 
MEETING THAT | DID NOT EXCLUDE ANY FEASIBLE MEANS FOR 
REALIZATION OUR COMMON DESIRE FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OUR 
DISPUTES, NOR DID | AGREE THAT THERE ONLY ONE MEANS FOR 
REALIZATION THIS DESIRE. | DID NOT AND WOULD NOT GO BEYOND 
WORDS OF DECLARATION ITSELF, WORDS WHICH HE HAD SUGGESTED. 


67. WANG ASKED IF WE THEN WERE AGREED THAT WE COULD ACCEPT 
THIS DRAFT THEY HAD PROPOSED. 


68. { SAID | HAD ALREADY ACCEPTED LANGUAGE OF LAST PARAGRAPH 
THEIR ORAFT. 
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WANG SAID BY THAT PARAGRAPH THEY PRECISELY HAD REFERENCE 
TO FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE. DID 4 ALSO ACCEPT THAT? 
DID | MEAN WE HAD SAME UNDERSTANDING WITH REGARD THAT PARAGRAPH? 


CONF IDENT! AL 


GOWEN 








CONF IDENT IAL 

















PWING TELEGRAM Department of State 








CONF JDENTJ AL ya 
1-L —___ CONF J DEN /| 
ction Control: 14160 ob 
FE Rec'd: FEBRUARY 25, _ 1956 < 
FROM: GENEVA FORM, * 
nto 
RMR 10: Secretary of State taken ee 
‘SS NO: 1554, FEBRUARY 24, 9 P.M. (SECTION 1 —— 
| a » povios ——_— 
PRIORITY se ‘on orzice gymboh 
nT 
T 30 of OF 4 
LIMIT DISTRIBUTION — 


FROM JOHNSON > 


70. | SAJD } COULDN'T SEE HOW |] COULD GO BEYOND WHAT | HAD 
ALREADY SAID. 1] FULLY UNDERSTOOD THAT WANG HAD JIN PAST AND 
PROBABLY WOULD IN FUTURE CONTEND THAT THERE SHOULD BE FORE]GN 

} MINISTERS MEETING. 1] DID NOT SEE THAT ANYTHING HE SAID IN 
DECLARATION PREJUDICED HIS POSITION THAT REGARD. 


7i- | SAID WANG PERFECTLY AWARE OF MY POSITION THAT 1] CONSIDER 
SUCH DISCUSSION PREMATURE AT THIS TIME. J DID NOT SEE THAT 
ANYTHING SAID IN DECLARATION PREJUDICED MY POSITION. 


of the United States 


(@~« WANG SAID REASON WH’ HE HAD PUT FORWARD THAT QUESTION WAS 
BECAUSE THEY CONSIDERED DECLARATION THEY DISCUSSING CLOSELY 
RELATED TO PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE MEANS SPECIFIED IN DECLARATION. 
(HEY HAD NEVER SAID FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE SHOULD TAKE 
PLACE BEFORE JSSUANCE DECLARATION NOR HAD THEY CONTENDED 
THAT we S4OULD NOT DISCUSS DECLARATION AT THJS TIME BUT RATHER 
| DISCUSS FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE AT THIS TIME. HE HAD 
— ONLY SAID THAT ISSUANCE DECLARATION SHOULD BE CONNECTED WITH 
HOLDING FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE. ONLY IN THIS WAY 
COULD WE EXPRESS DESIRE STATED IN DECLARATION AND AT SAME TIME 
HAVE PRACTICAL MEANS FOR PEACEFUL SOLUTION OUR DISPUTES. 
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QUESTION !S ISSUING OF DECLARATION. THEY HAD MADE PERFECTLY 
CLEAR THEIR VIEWS THIS REGARD. THEY HAD ALSO POINTED OUT 
WHAT THEY CONSIDERED UNACCEPTABLE. THEY WOULD HOPE THAT |] 
WOULD RECONSIDER THIS WHOLE MATTER IN LIGHT OF WHAT WANG HAD 
SAID THIS MORNING AND THEY WOULD HOPE WE WOULD BE ABLE GET 
CLOSER IN THIS REGARD NEXT MEETING. 


74. WANG SAID IF 1! HAD NOTHING FURTHER THIS MORNING, HE WANTED 
RAISE ANOTHER MATTER. HE WANTED DISCUSS WITH ME QUESTION OF CHINESE 
NATIONALS IN UeSe WHO DES]RED RETURN BUT BEING PREVENTED. 

HE RECALLED THAT IN PREVIOUS MEETINGS HE HANDED ME NAMES 31 

CHINESE IN THIS CATEGORY. THEIR ATTENTION AGAIN BEEN CALLED 

TO FACT THERE THREE MORE CHINESE THIS CATEGORY WHO DESIRE RETURN 


BUT NOT ABLE DO SO. HE WOULD HAND ME LIST OF NAMES AND OTHER 
JNFORMATION. (DID SO) 


75+ WANG SAID NEXT THING WAS HE WOULD APPRECIATE IF JI HAD 
ANYTHING TO SAY OR ANY INFORMATION GIVE HIM REGARDING 31 

WHOSE NAMES HE GAVE ME AND WHO DESIRE RETURN BUT UNABLE DO SO, 
AS WELL AS SITUATION THOSE CHINESE WHO IMPRISONED BY U.S. 


76. WANG SAID WITH REGARD QUESTION OF MED]CAL INFORMATION 
ABOUT DISEASE OF LIU YUNG-MING WHICH HE DISCUSSED WITH ME 
LAST MEETING, HE WOULD APPRECIATE IT IF 1 WOULD KINDLY INFORM 
HOSPITAL SEND SUCH MATERIJAL TO CHINESE RED CROSS IN PEKING. 


{- SAID LET US BE VERY CLEAR ABOUT THIS MATTER. NEITHER 
IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT NOR ELSEWHERE HAD U.S. ACCEPTED ANY 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR INVESTIGATING EVERY JNDIVIDUAL CHINESE IN 
JeSe 'eSe SAID IT HAD NOT AND WOULD NOT OFFER ANY OBSTRUCTION 
TO DEPARTURE ANY CH]NESE FROM U.S-e TO WANG'S COUNTRY. VERY 
SIMPLE, CLEAR AND DEFINITE PROCEDURES TO WHICH WANG AGREED 
HAD BEEN SET UP TO INSURE THIS WAS CASE. UeSe HAS FULLY AND 
FAITHFULLY CARRIED OUT ALL JTS OBLIGATIONS UNDER AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. | HAD SAID OVER AND OVER AGAIN NO CHINESE 


WHO DESIRES RETURN WANG'S COUNTRY BEING OBSTRUCTED IN HIS 
DEPARTURE. ' 
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78. | SAID | HAD EXPLAINED TO WANG PROCEDURES FOR ASSURING 

THAT THIS 1S CASE. JF CHINESE HAVE NOT LEFT U.S. FOR HIS 
COUNTRY, !T PURELY BECAUSE THEY DO NOT DESIRE DO SO. 1} COULD 

NOT ACCEPT ANY OBLIGATION TO POLL OR SCREEN EACH CHINESE TO 
DETERMINE WHY HE DIDN'T WANT RETURN. NEJTHER WOULD | BE | 
PARTY TO BRINGING ANY PRESSURE ON CHINESE TO DO SO. HE ENTIRELY 
FREE DO WHATEVER HE WANTS. JF HE FEELS HE JN ANY WAY OBSTRUCTED 
FROM LEAVING HE ENTIRELY FREE COMMUNICATE WITH INDIAN EMBASSY. 


79« | SA)D ANYBODY WHO AT ALL FAMILIAR WITH SITUATION iN 
UeSe KNOWS THAT THERE 1S SUCH FREEDOM OF COMMUNICATION. 
THERE ARE NO EXCEPTIONS. 


80, | SAID | HAD PREVIOUSLY INDICATED AND STILL WOULD 

INDICATE TO WANG MY WILLINGNESS TO TAKE UP HERE, IF IT NOT 
TAKEN UP THROUGH PROPER CHANNEL OF INDIAN EMBASSY IN WASHINGTON 
CASES OF ANYBODY WHO IN FACT BEING OBSTRUCTED. ALMOST WITHOUT 
EXCEPTION, CASES THAT WANG HAD BROUGHT UP HERE APPEARED TO 

BE SIMPLY THOSE OF PERSONS WHO HAD NOT WRITTEN HOME FOR SOME 
TIME OR MIGHT HAVE CHANGED MINDS ABOUT RETURNING, IF THEY 

EVER HAD GENUINE DESJRE RETURN. 


81. | SAID VAGUE STATEMENTS SUCH AS THOSE CONTAINED JN 

LIST WANG HAD G;VEN ME TODAY, FOR EXAMPLE "CONTINUES DESIRE 
COME BACK BUT UNABLE DO SO DUE U.S. OBSTRUCTION", CONSTITUTE 
NOT SLIGHTEST SHRED OF EVJDENCE THAT THERE ANY OBSTRUCTION 
DEPARTURE . 
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Nama, ¢ 
8. | SAID IT TRULY REMARKABLE THAT IF ALL THOSE WHOSE NAMES yaa 
WANG GIVEN ME DESIRED COME BACK AND WERE IN FACT BE)NG AS. 
OBSTRUCTED, NOT EVEN ONE OF THEM, OR EVEN A FRIEND OF ANY OF U2 
THEM, HAD BROUGHT CASE TO ATTENTION INDIAN EMBASSY, OR THAT, ies 
IF INDIAN EMBASSY HAD THOUGHT THERE ANY MERIT TO THEIR ae 
COMPLAINTS, THAT IT HAD NOT BROUGHT THEM TO ATTENTION MY A 


: 
et 


GOVERNMENT. 
83. | SAID 1 COULD OWLY CHARACTERISE ALL THIS AS VERY 
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-4- 1554, FEBRUARY 24, 9 P.M. (SECTION 7 OF 8), FROM GENEVA 


TRANSPARENT AND DESPERATE ATTEMPT FIND SOME JUSTIFICATION 


FOR NOT PERMITTING RETURN. OF AMERICANS STILL HELD BY WANG'S 
GOVERNMENT. 


84. =| SAID THERE NOTHING VAGUE ABOUT DESIRE THESE AMERICANS 
RETURN, OR ABOUT WHAT |1S PREVENT]NG THEM. 


85. | SAID | HAD VERY DEEPLY AND SINCERELY HOPED AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT WOULD BE CARRIED OUT BY HIS GOVERNMENT. IF IT 
HAD BEEN, !T COULD HAVE CONTRIBUTED MUCH TO OUR RELATIONS. 

NO MATTER HOW IT REGARDED, BY NO STRETCH OF JMAGINATION COULD 
1T BE SAID THAT THAT AGREEMENT HAS BEEN CARRIED OUT. 


86. | SAID WANG WOULD RECALL THAT WHEN WE WERE DISCUSS]NG 
TH!S MATTER HE HAD SAID THERE WOULD BE NO COMPARISON BETWEEN 
TIME }T HAD TAKEN TO RETURN AMERICANS LET OUT EARLIER AND 
TIME 'T WOULD TAKE TO RETURN THIS GROUP. 


57. 1 SAID INSOFAR AS PRISONERS CONCERNED, WANG HAD TALKED 
ABOUT TIME REQUIRED TO REVIEW CASES AND OTHER SUCH MATTERS. 
APPARENTLY IN SIX WEEKS FROM BEGINNING TALKS UNTIL ANNOUNCEMENT 
SEPTEMBER 10, HIS AUTHORITIES ABLE COMPLETE REVIEWS AND RELEASE 
10 THESE PEOPLE. TWENTY THREE WEEKS NOW PASSED TODAY SINCE 

WE MADE THAT AGREEMENT AND WANG ENTERED INTO THAT COMM] TMENT. 


IN THOSE 23 WEEKS, SIX PERSONS BEEN ENABLED TO RETURN. 1 
THOUGHT FACTS SPOKE FOR SELVES. 


88, 1 SAID | WAS, AS 1 HAD PROMISED AT LAST MEETING, LOOKING 
INTO AVAILABILITY HOSP!TAL RECORDS ON L]U YUNG-MING AND WOULD. 
SUPPLY THEM IF POSSIBLE. |! HAD TAKEN NOTE AND WOULD TRANSMIT 
TO Mf GOVERNMENT WANG'S REQUEST THAT THEY BE TRANSMITTED 


TO RED CROSS IN PEKING. |] PRESUMED THAT NO FURTHER ADDRESS 
THAN THAT WAS NEEDED. 


89. WANG SAID THAT CORRECT; ONLY "CHINESE RED CROSS SOCIETY, 
PEK | Nag" an 
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FROM JOHNSON 


90. | SAID DOCTORS WHO ATTENDING MRS. BRADSHAW AND KANADY, 

WHO BOTH SUFFERING MENTAL ILLNESS AT TIME DEPARTURE WANG'S 

COUNTRY WOULD APPRECIATE RECEIVING SIMILAR MEDICAL RECORDS 

WITH REGARD ILLNESS AND TREATMENT. RECORDS COULD BE DELIVERED 
' HERE TO ME AND | WOULD SEE THEY FORWARDED TO PROPER PEOPLE. 


91. WANG SAID | HAD NOT YET GIVEN CLEAR REPLY TO QUESTIONS..c v7! 
HE PUT REGARDING CHINESE WHOSE DEPARTURE PREVENTED AND WITH 
RESPECT CHINESE WHO IMPRISONED BY U.S. HE COULD NOT ACCEPT 

MY EXPLANATIONS AND REMARKS REGARDING SITUATION CHINESE IN 

U.S. AS SATISFACTORY. 


of the United States 


92. WANG SAID THEY HAD NOT ASKED ME MAKE INVESTIGATION OF 
ALL CHINESE IN U.S. THEY HAD ONLY RAISED QUESTION OF THOSE 
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mets 
WHO HAVE DEFINITE NAMES AND DEFINITE FACTS AND WHERE DEPARTURE ae 
BEING PREVENTED. ae 

2 ‘ 
93. WANG SAID | CLAIMED U.S. CARRYING OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT oe 
AND CARRYING OUT OBLIGATION UNDER IT. THIS ONLY ONE ASPECT > 


OF QUESTION. OTHER ASPECT THIS MATTER SHOWN BY MEASURES TAKEN 

BY U.S. IN FORCING CHINESE OBTAIN ENTRY PERMITS TAIWAN AND 

APPLY FOR PERMANENT RESIDENCE IN U.S., AND SUCH OTHER MEASURES 

WHICH PREVENT CHINESE WHO DESIRE RETURN FROM DOING SO. | 

HAD ASKED WHETHER IT INTENT THEIR SIDE FOR U.S. EXERT PRESSURE 

ON CHINESE FORCE THEM RETURN HOME. THEY NOT ASKING THAT 

a) PRESSURE BE PUT ON THESE PEOPLE. ONLY ASKING THAT SUCH 

PRESSURES WHICH PREVENTING THEM FROM LEAVING BE REMOVED. 

REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 


CONFIDENTIAL - COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 
PERMANENT PROHIBITED 


RECORD COPY ¢ This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 
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94. WANG SAID MY ARGUMENT SEEMED TO BE STATING THAT U.S. 
ON ONE HAND GRANTING CHINESE FREEDOM RETURN WHILE ON OTHER HAND 
SUPPRESSING FREEDOM RETURN AND OBSTRUCTING RETURN. 


95- WANG SAID | HAD MADE REFERENCE TO COMMUNICATIONS WITH 
INDIAN EMBASSY. HE HAD MADE VIEWS THIS REGARD CLEAR PREVIOUSLY. 
‘ 


96. WANG SAID | HAD MADE REMARKS TO errett PRC SIDE TRYING 

USE AS PRETEXT BRINGING UP OF THIS QUESTION OF CHINESE WHO 
PREVENTED FROM RETURNING, TRYING USE THAT AS PRETEXT TO PREVENT 
AMERICANS FROM RETURNING. HE CONSIDERED: THAT DISTORTION OF FACTS. 


| , 
97. WANG ASKED IF | VIEWED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AS AGREEMENT 
SOLELY RELATING TO MATTER OF AMERICANS IN CHINA RATHER THAN 
AGREEMENT ON RETURN OF NATIONALS OF BOTH COUNTRIES. 


98. WANG ASKED IF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT INTENDED REQUIRE ONLY 


CHINESE CARRY OUT AGREEMENT WHILE US EXEMPTED FROM OBLIGATION OF 
} CARRYING IT OUT. 


99. WANG SAID | HAD MADE COMPARISION WITH RESPECT TIME ALREADY 
ELAPSED AFTER ISSUANCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND STATED THAT IN 23 
WEEKS AFTER ISSUANCE ANNOUNCEMENT ONLY 6 AMERICANS HAVE RETURNED. 

IF WE FOR MOMENT FOLLOWED MY LOGIC, THEN IT WAS FACT THAT SIX PERSONS 
HAD RETURNED TO AMERICA AFTER ANNOUNCEMENT ISSUED. HOWEVER, IN 

23 WEEKS AFTER ISSUANCE ANNOUNCEMENT, DESPITE FACT THEIR SIDE RE- 
PEATEDLY BROUGHT UP QUESTION OF IMPRISONED CHINESE IN US, THEIR SIDE 
STILL NOT BEEN GIVEN ANY INFORMATION REGARDING THESE PEOPLE. 


of the United States 


100. WANG SAID TO CONTINUE THE COMPARISON BETWEEN CHINESE AND ws 
THIRTEEN AMERICANS WHO NOW SERVING THEIR PRISON TERMS, TODAY THEIR ae 
ATTENTION BEEN CALLED TO FACT THAT UP TO NOW 34 CHINESE WHO HAVE my 
DEFINITE NAMES AND SURNAMES, WHO DESIRE RETURN STILL BEING PREVENTED [ie 

DOING SO. AND THERE ADDITIONAL 32 PEOPLE WHO NOT BEEN ABLE RETURN. 


101. WANG SAID THEY HAD NO INFORMATION FROM ME AS TO HOW MANY 
CHINESE IMPRISONED IN US. THEY BELIEVED THIS NOT MATTER RUNNING TO 
FEW SCORE, BUT PROBABLY RUNNING TO OVER HUNDRED. THESE PEOPLE NOT 
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-3- 1554, FEBRUARY 24, 9 PM, FROM GENEVA (SECTION EIGHT OF EIGHT) - | Rae 
INFORMED OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. THESE PEOPLE DESIRED RETURN BUT 
BEING PREVENTED FROM DOING SO. YET WANGS SIDE NOT ALLOWED EVEN 

TO KNOW ABOUT THEIR SITUATION. THIS CONTRASTS SHARPLY WITH ATTI- 
TUDE OF CHINESE GOVERNMENT IN SUPPLYING ME WITH INFORMATION RESPECT | Baa 
TO AMERICANS IN CHINESE PRISONS. MANNER OF CARRYING OUT AGREED | aoe 
ANNOUNCEMENT AS BETWEEN CHINESE GOVERNMENT AND US CONTRASTS SHARPLY — ns; 
WITH EACH OTHER. : 


102. | SAID ALL | COULD SAY WAS | STILL HAVE TO SEE SINGLE ' ie 
FACT OR EVIDENCE THAT ANY CHINESE IN US BEEN OBSTRUCTED, PREVENTED : 
OR HINDERED IN RETURNING TO WANGS COUNTRY IF HE DESIRED RETURN. 
THAT WAS ALL. 


103. WANG SAID UNTIL ALL THESE PEOPLE WHOSE NAMES HE a. 
HAD GIVEN ME, AND UNTIL CHINESE IN US PRISONS ACCOUNTED FOR, : 
AND UNTIL THEY ACTUALLY ABLE RETURN, HE COULD NOT CONSIDER US 
CARRY!ING OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. THEY COULD NOT CONSIDER 
VALID CONTENTION THAT CHINESE FREE RETURN. THEY STILL AWAITING 
REPLY REGARDING THESE PEOPLE. 


104. WANG SAID, (CONSULTING NOTE PASSED HIM BY LAI, WHO 

GOT INFORMATION FROM PRINTED BOOKLET ENTITLED 

MEI1=CH'IAO FEN-LE! TS'Al=LIAO-- MATERIAL ON OVERSEAS AMERICANS 

BY CATEGORY) REGARDING MY REQUEST FOR MEDICAL RECORDS ON BRADSHAW 

AND KANEDY, HIS INFORMATION INDICATED THAT THEY NOL# BEEN HOSPITALIZED > 
IN CHINA, AND AS FAR AS HIS INFORMATION CONCERNED, BRADSHAW BEEN 

CARED FOR BY HER FRIEND MRS LAURA LAU, WHO AMERICAN. HE NOT SURE 

IF MEDICAL RECORDS AVAILABLE. OF COURSE, HE WOULD LOOK INTO THIS 
MATTER AND IF THEY AVAILABLE, HE WOULD BE GLAD COMPLY WITH MY 7 
REQUEST. 
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105. § ASKED IF IT AGREEABLE TO WANG TO MEET NEXT THRUSDAY, MARCH |. 
HE AGREED. 
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Dear Alex: 
The guidance situation won't be quite as bad here during the month 
of March as you surmised it might be when you wrote your letter of February 16 








While the Secretary and Robertson will be away most of the month, Phleger 


3 will be here. He is not making any part of the trip to the Myddle and Far 

5 | East with the Secretary. Of course Bill Sebald and I will be on the job 9 
3 here. The Departzent of course wil/ continue to be the central clearing ny 
; house for your aantatetemmeal However it will be a good idea to keep both . 
. ; the Secretary and Robertson currently informed on any important developments, “’ 


You should use your judgment as to which messages you will repeat for the 
information of the Secretary and Robertson, We will repeat the guidance 
telegram to them, and any others which we feel they should know about. We 
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will also repeat es we consider necessary telegrams-or extracts of telegrams 
from you which you have not repeated. We understand that ordinarily tiey 





will wire any comments thay may have to the Department.r<cth:r isan :c.vou.If bhey 
should wire you direct they will repeat the messages to the Department. In 
this way we should have good coordination although at some additional 


expense. You will of course not be necessary to repeat the full reports 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
ee American Ambassador now at “eneva, 
\ American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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ae 
of the meetings to either of the travelers. We will try to keep the traffic 
on the Geneva talks at a minimum both for reasons of economy and because 
their time will be so fully occupied. The schedules of both are enclosed. 

2. We have had some tentative second thoughts on the subject of 

Chinese prisoners in U. 5, jails. When the Secretary got back from his 
Yacation he expressed the thought that may be we could get some dividends 
out of offering to deport some Chinese dope trafficers and mrders to 
Mainland China at Chinese Communist expense. It was his thought that it 
would be good riddance, would impose a burden on the Chinese Sommnists, 
take some wind out of their propaganda sails, and maybe improve the prospects 
of our imprisoned citizens. Of course it was understood that deportability 
under our laws would have to be established first, and presumably the 
prisoners would have to express a desire to return to the Mainland. We are 
making some very cautious and tentative efforts to expect” the situation 
further. We are asking the Attorney General to use the resources of the 
Federal Bureau of Prisons and the Immigration and Naturalization Service 
to find out just whet aliens are in Federal and State penitentiaries, what 
their offenses are, and the length of their terms. This is being done in 
a very discreet way under an injunction of complete secrecy. There will 
be no consultation with the prisoners, at least at this stage. We are 
aware of the fact that if the Commmnists got the names of Chinese aliens 
in prisons it would be quite a windfall to them which they could exploit 
actively. Undoubtedly they are making great efforts to come up with the 


names of some Chinese aliens in prison in this country. Unless we are able 
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to establish in advance that all could be parolled for deportation, it would 
probably be better not to stir the waters ontthis at all. We have made no 
decision beyond the very limited one to have this list comilaed. We 

will decide what if anything we do with the information after we have studied 
it. If you have any thoughts on this, we would welcome them. We edit 
sure from your messages just how effective Wang's complaints on a 

subject have been. Enclosure No. 2 is a contingency statement we have 
drafted for possible use in the event of a breakdown of the talks if we 
decide not to do anything about Chinese imprisoned in this country, and 

if the Chinese Commmists try to make a major propaganda point about it. 
Bear in mind that it is not yet certain we would take this public pcsition 
in any event. It is all tentative. Again we would like your reaction to it. 
I consider the thesis somewhat vulnerable in some respects, in view of our 
unqualified position on American prisoners, and eur contention that nothing 
in the oral give and take of the discussions @ffects the literal wording of 
the Agreed Announcement. This statement was drafted before the Secretary's 
returh, and our thinking on this subject has changed somewhat since it was 


Q. uAsimni Daa 4 


3. We wired you yesterday about the sombbiden of, the House Foreign 


drafted. 


Affairs Committee to investigate the mistreatment of American civilians in 
Commmnist China. We gather that this was done on fairly short notice and 
without any very definite ideas as to what the scope of the investagation 
would be, or how it would be conducted. So far the Subcommittee has only 
asked us for the names*of all American civilians imcrisoned at any time 


by the Chinese Communists, and their present addresses. Apparently the 
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thought is to invite (not subpoena) a number of them to come to Washington to 





tentify before the Committee. We do not know whether public or closed 
hearings are contemplated. We would guess that the former is more likely. 
It would seem that there is no thought of censoMing the Department in 
connection with this investigation. The attitude is one of cooperation , 
ene a we would be concerned if the investigation should adversely 
affect the Geneva talks or the prospects of the imprisoned Americans. If 
we should give them the Lindbeck study (which is now undergoing a final 
revision), they might well publish it at any time and we would lose control 
of the timing cf the release. We would like to have your assessment of 
the effects on your talks and the American prisoners of a well publiged 
Congressional Investdtion“@ several victims telling their stories before 
the cameras and microphones. | 
4. We are not sure now that the proposed NATO beiefing by 
Amb. Perkins will come off. There is really not much that he could say 
beyond what tas contained in the January press release. There might be 
a feeling of disappointment on the part of the NATO representatives and 
an unfounded but nevertheless real suspicion that we were holding out on 
them. So it might be counterproductive. ‘At the moment Phleger and FE 
are inclining to tne tec thet it might be better to avoid the subject at 
NATO until the Secretary getts there for the Ministerial Meeting in April. 
But the subject is still under consideration. 


The instructions for todays meeting were pretty stereotype! but it 


seems necessary to play the same old record. We are devoting considerable 
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speculation to the reasons for the rather abrupt disappearance of Wang's 
impatience. 


Good luck at today's meeting and renewed congratulations on the 
more than satisfactory way you are handling the rugged assignment. 


Sincerely, 


Walter P. McConaughy 


Enclosures: 


1. Press Release No. 62 (Secretary's schedule) 
2. Mx. Robertson's schedule 


3. Draft Contingency Statement 
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SENT TO: Amconsul GENEVA FOR JOHNSON PRIORITY /6 7.3 








LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 
Guidance for March 1 Meeting, 


1. Implementation Agreed Announcement, 


Dr. Bradshaw, released Dec. 20. Contrast this record of complete 
for over two months with steady flow of voluntary departures Chinese from Ve > 
; Sap? 





this country to Mainland China. At least 11) such Chinese arrived Commun, > 
China since August 1, 1955, 35 of these since December 20. .. You should a ai = 
draw attention to these sizeable figures. Note that current Chinese Communist | 
record on fulfillment of its obligations under Agreed Announcement, far | “ot 
from improving, is even worse than unsatisfactory standard established — ~ = JG: 4 


Autumn 1955. Record can only be construed as evidence of Chinese Communists. 2400 


















. contempt for their publicly pledged word and that they do not expect center bau. 
anything constructive on other topics. Wang must be aware constructive, 7 
achievement unlikely in atmosphere engendered by open flouting of Chinese te} 2 
Communist undertaking. | ong “~ 
z. 2. FYI We are requesting on confidential basis solely for our i hy 
own guidance a survey by Attorney General of identity, status and eligibility a 

for voluntary deportation all alien Chinese resorts in Federal and Sta 
~ Drefied bys Telegraphic wrentmicsion ond 
PE:CA: :WPMcConaughy/ikb 2/28/56 _| stautication spproved by: 
L- Mr. Phleger (cleared in draft)ja<— 
PS = Mr Sebald 4 fs 
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penitentiaries. Would like your views as to whether Wang has gotten 
















or can be qrtien into position chevy sf ve were'te Gpert ouch sriounneel 
PRC would feel bound release and deport 


Reowot IAEA RCTOE AOE SAS OOD STRODE] US prisoners in China. 


3. FYI We are telegraphing separately summary of conversation 
with Indian Embassy officer in which he requested our assistance in 
ascertaining current addresses of Chinese whose names sutmitted to you, 


by Wang. Indian Embassy wishes to mail copies Agreed Announcement to’ as 

these individuals. END FYI 

4. Renunciation of Force. | cs . “5 = 
Adhere to'and restate as mnoseunry principles parey. funy © as 

enuncieted. You should again take no repeat, no initiative to reposition oe 


<-@e" 


either of controversial clauses, 
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FYI Indian Embassy officer said February 28 that Embassy had sent > * *} 





copies Agreed Announcement to some of individuals on lists given you by 


and asked whether Department could provide addresses of remainder, He 
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E of 
~ was told we felt adequate publicity had already been given Agfeed Announce- 34 
rr QO)” 
z ment. and did not consider it mmm necessary send ccpies to individuals named — ge 
> \ ames 
° ‘ in these lists. We had told Wang in Geneva we did not intend investigate. « Bs 
ow - 2 «Or, 
8 names he gave us unless he showed these persons obstructed from leaving, “(Nv 
-—-wW ~ ” 
€y He had made such specific allegation in only one case which we had in- a Me | 
BN. ry e | 
hes vestigated but had been unable locate individual and had asked Wang for me 
= o* 
a= additional facts to enable us to investigate further, Si 
é& , ‘s 
& ° In response 4e inquiry regarding publicity given Agreed Announcement »  . 
—- | wf £4 

> «| 4n prisons, Embassy officer was told we had investigated and satisfied 

= = available 

- ourselves thet information about tire Agreed Announcement was auifitakia to 

vy 

< prisoners through newspaper and radio facilities provided in prisons, 

& 

~ Drafted by, r 1 
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Dear Walter: 


I have just come in from Frague this afternoon and have 
read your very interesting and helpful letter No. 32, 


I have noted and will cerry out your suggestions with 
regard to keeping the Secretary and Robertson informed while 
they are on their trip. 


The following are my thoughts with regard to the sudject 
of Chinese prisoners in the United States: 


—_ 


ZL 301 


The quid vro quo for the release of the 13 are not Chinese 
in United States prisons (they have no real interest other than ° 
propaganda in them) but the agreed announcement of the Renuncia-= 
tion of Force and the Foreign Ministers' meeting. We would get & 
a few more releases if and when egreement is reached on the 
agreed announcement, particularly if we made some concession 

that would permit agreement to be reached, We would then 
probably get the remainder of the 13 if and when they saw 
agreement in sight on a Foreign Ministers' meeting. They would 
probably be willing to make some deal whereby announcement of 

the completion of the release of the remainder of the 13 wuld 





be made prior to the announcement of the Foreign Ministers' 
meeting, 
_™ 


Do not misunderstand tha’ I am necessarily advocating any 
of the foregoing which is on’, what I consider a realistic and 
cold-blooded assessment of their position, 


They have seized on the issue of Chinese in United States 
prisons only as a convenient and somewhat telling counterattack 
against our stress on the 13. They have been somewhat feeling 
their way and are becoming increasingly convinced that they heve 
an effective point. However, for us now to come forward with 
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some release of Chinese in United States prisons woulcac only 

serve to strenethen their point by demonstrating that after 

all these months since the agreed announcement the United States 
is belatedly and partially admitting to the valicity of their 
complaints anc its failure “expeditiously” to carry out the 
Azreement. I do not think that this woulc result in any addi- 
tional release of Americans and wuld only serve to give reining 
an additional propaganda weapon. Only a full and impartially 
confirmed release of all Chinese in prison desiring to or willing 
to return when they heard about this could serve to bring any real 
pressure to releass the renaining Americans, I frankly do not see 
how such 9 operation would be practical, even if desirable, and 
there is no assurance that it would result in the release of all 





Americans. 


As you know, I was very doubtful of the wisdom after our 
Septenber 10 announcenent of belaboring the question of implemen- 
tation the way we did, Not with any intent of recrimination and 
only for the vourpose of attempting to analyze the present situa- 
tion, I feel that the belaboring of te implementation during 
that period caused them to search frantically for a counter and 
finallyv strike on this issue of Chinese prisoners, However, since 
we have reached the situation, I see little choice but to continue 
to pursue our same tactics, However, we should not be under eny 
illusions that they will produce any significant release of 
Anericans, as they now feel thet ther have struck a sufficiently 
good propaganda counterpressure on us with the issue of Chinese 
in United States prisons. And they will continue to belabor 
that issue es lons &s we belabor the 13. I think it possible 
that if I were to let up on the 13 he might well let up on the 
Chinese in United States prisons, but I do not know whether this 
woulc be @ good idea at this time. It would only be good in the 
sense that I have always thought that the more we make an issue of 
the 13 the harder it vecomes for them to release them, the more 
they become convinced that our only interest in the talks is get- 
ting the release of all the Americans, and the more valuadsle they 
est ira te the 13 may be to them in extracting political concessions 
from us, 


What worries me is the inevitable day he comes along with the 
name of a Chinese in prison. I thoroughly agree with you that they 
must be making every effort in this direction, A thorough search 
of their files of United States newspapers should alons produce 
some names, I frankly do not know what we do at that point except 
to do our best to persuade the man that prison in the United Stetes 
is preferable to returning to Comminist China and when we are sure 
that he will say this, let the Indians see him and have him tell 
it to then, 
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I do not think much of the contingency press release upon 
prisoners but I am not holcing up this letter to make a redrsft. 


I will send my ideas alons as quickly as possible, 


t 


ie 


te 
% 


y¥ 
a sh 


i: 


Me 


= 
Ts. 


After seeing Lindbeck's study and reconsidering the matter 
from the standpoint of the situation at which we have now arrived, 
I am inclineé to think that its publicetion now could do little 
harm as far as its effect on subsecuent releases of the 13, and 
it might be a useful counter to Chinese charges on Chinese in 
United States prisons, Its sober, carefully balanced tone elimin- 
ates some of the objections I previously had to the publication of 
@ White Faper on this subject and, in any event, I feel the sitne- 
tion is somewhat changed, I, therefore, offer no objection to its 
publication if the Department considers it woulca otherwise be a 
good idea to put it out now, It occurs to me that it night also 
help in handling the foreign Affairs Sub-committee hearings, 





— 


As fer as those hearings are concerned, I can only say that 
I cannot see how a publicized and inevitably sensationalized camera 
and microphone show can help at this time in obtaining any releases 
of any acacitional Americans, and I feel it may well hurt whatever 
slim chances they may now have, I woulac, therefore, sucgest from 
my standpoint that the Department attempt toc discourage this type 
ef hearings, usinse ny views if you think it would be useful, but 
not teks any strong position of opposition. I do not think that 
the Department should open itself to any possicility of charges 
that it is attempting to suopress such information, 
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As of this writing, I have not received instructions for 
Thursday's meeting, I assume that you are working on them today 
anc that they will be in tomorrow morning. 
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Kind regards, 

| Sincerely yours, 

: 

; » Alexis/ Johnson 

; American ambassador 

P.S, Feb. 29 a.m, 
Have received the instructions for the March 1 me ting 
+ this morning since writing the above, My views on Chinese 


prisoners 
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prisoners asked for in Para, 2 of thefinstructions are largely 
incorporated in this letter. However, I want to think about it 
some more and Will reply by telegreavh. 


I am somewhat disturbed by the answer given the Indians in 
the second sentence of your 1694, although I am not sure I would 
have been able to suggest a good alternative. If we felt giving 
the Indians the addresses would establish an undesirable precedent, 
I feel we should have found some grounds for refusing other than 
we "did not feel it necessary" to send copies to the individuals 
named, The Agreed Announcement provices the Indian Embassy may 
also give publicity thereto snd I do not feel me should be in a 
position that could be interpreted as preventins them from doing 
something that comes within the strict terms of the announcement 
and which they consider desirable, There is also the question of 
consistency with the position we have taken with iwespect to O'Neil's 
functions. 


However, as &@ broader matter, I would be inclined to go a long 
way in keering the Indian Embassy completely satisfied and well 
informed, We "invited" then to undertake their functions and our 
position is so strong with regard to the freedom of une general 
run of Chinese in the United States to depart if they desire to 
do so that we can well afford to let the Indians fully satisfy 
themselves on this. They can be our most useful ally in establish- 
ing the strength of our position and I feel we should make every 
possible effort to cultivate their support, Nothing could so 
effectively further spike the Communist charges as the Indians 
sending the text of the announcement to some individuals and getting 
back revlies that they did not desire to leave, Let us hope they 
get such replies in those cases where they have transmitted the 
announcement, 


I wonder, for example, if it might be a good idea to reed 
them some of Wang's milder charges. I know you have all of this 
very much in mind, but I wanted to express my feeling that on the 
basis of what I have seen of our exchanges with the Indian Embassy 
we could in some cases with advantége to ourselves be somewhat more 
forthcoming than it seems to me we have been, 
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SENT TO: Amconsul GeNEVA PRIORITY WA 6 gq. z . i ue 
FOR JOHNSON 4 








= nm Communists returned to UNCMAC February 25 list of 2720 missing UNC . en] 
a personnel handed them by UNCMAC November 26. Notation in Korean after each. air 
= name indicates individual disposition. NotatZons presently being transi 
: and UNCMAC expects transmit Washington with comments: and analysis Merch}; 
FYI Message from CINCUNC indicates 1084 still carried on list as | 
"no data available". We are not repeat not sanguine that any useful new 4% 
information provided, although can not be certain until translation ie rf 


completed. END FYI 
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HE SAID INDIANS HAD EXPECTED PROMPT RELEASE ALL AMERICA FOLLOWINGS 
ANNOUNCEMENT AND WERE AT LOSS EXPLAIN WHY IT HAD NOT = 
TAKFN PLACE. ae wo 
By IN REPLY HIS STATEMENT KRISHNA MENON HAD ASKED HIM TELL ME 

“? HE WOULD BE 

REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
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Rec'd: MARGH 1, 195 
FROM: GENEVA 4:35 AM Taken =) 
TO: Secretary of State eee | 
Date c* 2 
NO: 1569, MARCH 1, 9 AM * Antes 
Actic-: é 3 
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FROM JOHNSON Direction to DC/R 


PADMANABHAN, RECENTLY ARRIVED INDIAN REP HERE ,WHOM | HAD NOT 
PREVIOUSLY MET, PAID "COURTESY CALL" ON ME YESTERDAY EVENING. DURING 
COURSE CONVERSATION HE GAVE ME UNDERSTAND HE HAD BEEN INSTRUCTED 
TALK WITH ME AND REPORT TO NEW DELHI! PRIOR SECRETARYS ARRIVAL THERE? 
NOT CLEAR HOW MUCH WAS NEW DELHI'S INITIATIVE AND HOW MUCH KRISHNA 


MENONS . : 
| (Oo 
| TALKED TO HIM AT LENGTH ALONG LINES DEPTS JAN 21 STATEMENT N 


POINTING OUT NO CHANGE SINCE THAT TIME. | STRONGLY STRESSED CHICOM > 
FAILURE CARRY OUT COMMITMENT RELEASE IMPRISONED AMERICANS, INFLUENC 
THIS HAVING ON AMERICAN OPINION AND WITH INCREASED PASSAGE TIME = 
INCREASINGLY SERIOUS EFFECTS. FAITHFUL CARRYING OUT COMMITMENT OI 
IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING SEPT 10 COULD HAVE HAD VERY FAVORABLE EFFECTS? 
LESS FAVORABLE NOW, AND MORE TIME PERMITTED PASS LESS FAVORABLE ANY 
EFFECTS WILL BE. U.S. WILL NOT TRADE POLITICAL CONCESSIONS FOR 
RELEASE. ‘HICOM ATTEMPT CREATE SMOKESCREEN WITH UNFOUNDED CHARGES 
CONCERNING CHINESE IN U.S. ETC. ALSO EXPLAINED ISSUES ON RENUNCIATION 
FORCE STRESSING WANG'S LACK DENIAL ATTEMPT OBTAIN IN DECLARATION 
RENUNCIATION OUR POSITION WITH RESPECT TAIWAN, ABSENCE RIGIDITY OUR 
APPROACH EXACT WORDING DECLARATION BUT WANGS REFUSAL RECIPROCATE, 
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HE WOULD BE GLAD TO SEE ME ANY TIME | THOUGHT HE COULD BE HELPFUL. 


| SAID | WOULD ALWAYS BE GLAD SEE KRISHNA MENON WHENEVER HE 


WANTED SEE ME. 1 MADE 


SUGGESTION PADMANABHAN HAVE WANG AND ME TO MEAL. 
HIM KNOW | HAD TAKEN INITIATIVE 'IN HAVING’ WANG TO MEAL SHORTLY 


1'T CLEAR DID NOT WELCOME KRISHNA MENONS 


AFTER OPENING OUR TALKS. 
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’ FROM: GENEVA 9:58 AM . E 
Info 
RMR 10: Secretary of State eg 
: NO: 1571, MARCH 1, 3 PM 28 
é 9 wv oh. 7 > 
roz 
NIACT =O Ci VaaicePr 3 7 
.:¢ctica te D eupees nz 
LIMIT DISTRIBUTION shat Ae 
FROM JOHNSON 
1. AT THREE HOUR 25 MIN MEETING THIS MORNING NO PROGRESS 
WHATEVER, EVEN SOME RETROGRESS!ON WANG'S PART. 
. 2. ESSENCE OF HIS POSITION THIS MORNING WAS IF WE INSIST O 
ON SPECIF!C MENTION TAIWAN IN DECLARATION MUST BE COUPLED om 


WITH AGREEMENT ON FOREIGN MINISTERS' MEETING AS SET FORTH ° 
THEIR OCTOBER 27 DRAFT. IF WE NOT WILLING NOW AGREE FOREIGN C8) 
MINISTERS! MEE. ING CNLY ACCEPTABLE FORM DECLARATION IS THEIR = 
DECEMBER 1 DRATT. "AMBIGUOUS" U.S. ATTITUDE ON FOREIGN wi | 

a 

on 

e)) 


of the United States 


MINISTERS' CONFERENCE AND INSISTENCE ON U.S. AMENDMENTS 
TO DECEMBER 1 DRAFT SHOW U.S. PURPOSE IS TO "PROCRASTINATE"™ 
FOREIGN MINISTERS' CONFERENCE IN ORDER MAINTAIN STATUS QUO 
"ITS SEIZURE TAIWAN AND INTERFERENCE IN LIBERATION OFFSHORE 
ISLANDS". FOUR SUCCESSIVE TIMES DURING MEET!NG HE CAREFULLY 
COUPLED "LIBERATION" WITH OFFSHORE ISLANDS AND NOT WITH 
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TAIWAN AS FORMERLY. r LC 
A ex. 
- —-3« UsS. INSISTENCE ON BOTH AMENDMENTS TO DECEMBER | DRAFT > 
| IS FOR PURPOSE OBSTRUCTING ISSUANCE DECLARATION. mile 
rm, 
4. AFTER MY REITERATION OUR POSITION HE SAID THERE WAS at | 
"NO POINT IN CONTINUING THIS SORT OF DISCUSSTON" AND THAT wa ' 
PRC WAS "CONSIDERING" ISSUANCE OF PUBLIC STATEMENT. | RE- = &~ 
GRETTED AND DEPLORED THEIR AGAIN GOING TO PUBLIC AS INDICA- =, 
TION REAL LACK DESIRE ON THEIR PART MAKE PROGRESS AND oof 
q ASKED FOR RECONSIDERATION, BUT EXPRESSED WILLINGNESS - 
LET PUBLIC JUDGE SIDE PREVENTING AGREEMENT ON MEANINGFUL 


DECLARATION. _gepropuction frol Tu 


CONF IDENTIJAL COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 
PERMANENT PROHIBITED 
RECORD COPY ¢ This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 




















CONF IDENT IAL 
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Cand a A tiie ete” ; 


DECLARATION. COULD GET NO INDICATION WHEN AND WHERE STATEMENT 
WILL BE MADE BUT PRESUME iF MADE WILL FOLLOW SAME PATTERN 

AS PREVIOUSLY THAT 1S, ISSUANCE BY PEIPING WITH COPIES MADE 
AVAILABLE HERE. 


: 5. IMPLEMENTATION TOOK FAMILIAR LINES WITH MY INCLUDING 
POINTS CONTAINED PARA 1 DEPTEL 1693. : 


6. NEXT MEETING THURSDAY MARCH 8. 


7. AM GOING PRAGUE TOMORROW MORNING, RETURNING HERE TUESDAY. 


GOWEN 


EGL | 


. NOTE: Mr. Waddell's office (FE) notified 3/1/56 10:45 a.m. EMB(CWO) 
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RE PARA 2 DEPTEL 1593. MY ANSWER TO LAST SENTENCE 1S NEGATIVE. 
BELIEVE THEIR PRINCIPAL INTEREST IN CHINESE PRISONERS IN 

U.S. 1S AS COUNTERWEIGHT TO OUR EMPHASIS ON THEIR FAILURE 

RELEASE 13. THEIR QUID PRO QUO FOR 13 REMAINS POLITICAL CONCESSIONS. 








fy 
— 
e) 
: 
© 
y 
c 
: 
£ AGREEMENT ON RENUNCIATION FORCE DECLARATION WOULD RESULT SOME 
8 ADDITIONAL RELEASES AND ASSURANCE AGREEMENT ON FOMIN CONFERENCE OQ) 
-on WOULD PROBABLY RESULT IN RELEASE REMAINDER. a 
cw 
ow e 
© DEPORTATION SOME RPT SOME CHINESE PRISONERS AFTER PRESENT O 
s” LAPSE OF TIME SINCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WOULD ONLY BE USED BY On 
Be THEM AS LENDING SUBSTANCE THEIR CHARGE WE HAVE HERETOFORE BEEN —™ 
at VIOLATING AGREEMENT. IF PRACTICABLE DEPORTATION ALL RPT ALL . 
s° CHINESE PRISONERS ABLE AND WILLING GO CONFIRMED BY INDIANS WOULD _, 
ss UNDOUBTEDLY SERVE AS SOME PRESSURE ON PRC RELEASE ADDITIONAL ol 
= AMERCCANS BUT DOUBT WHETHER ACTUAL RESULT WOULD BE RELEASE oO 
ion ASSigneg to r- phoip 'e. 
° Action @QWEN “HO 
2 na f J 
EGE 4 : lee ee nt 
~ ra Date of » ee oa 
“sz “NOTE; Advance copy to Mr. Waddell ( FE hot 341/56 1: 10 oe uG ile E 
. . a a) 
a4 _ | “ Nane or = 
o Fe D When... op ” 
= : meme a diy t“ 3 
r Sd , = > ‘be 
2 = 
4 ie 
REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
CONF IDENT IAL COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS ft. 
PERMANENT ngorgeteoed a 


RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 











at ae 


- Rag SN 8 a5", ‘©. oe 





‘seomne TELEGRAM = Department of Stare TM | - 
ABD 
SECRET 4 


Control: 540 (Ky fy 


























Rec'd: + 

FROM: GENEVA noeson asSMARGHtd »—+956 
| tion sexed” a zd 2 
10: Secretary of State Aotic $5 

_— 5 

NO: 1574, MARCH 1, 7 PM —— + 
PRIORITY Date of 4°° ion ———— 35 
Tv DOL 4 a 
LIMIT DISTRIBUTION Action O¢fice Sym - _ 
Name of officer 2 
F - o¢ 
ee Direction to DC/R —e 3 


COMMENTS TODAY*S MEETING, 


1. DEPARTMENT WILL NOTE FROM FULL RECORD TODAY'S MEETING 
WANG NO LONGER MAKING EVEN ANY PRETENSE OF MEETING OR RESPONDING 
TO MY ARGUMENTS, 


2. MY ANALYSIS THEIR ACTUAL PRESENT POSITION IS THAT THEY 
WILLING "RENOUNCE FORCE" WITH SPECIFIC REFERENCE TAIWAN IF WE 
AGREE FOREIGN MINISTERS MEETING BUT THEY WOULD NOT CONSIDER 

ANY SUCH RENUNCIATION VALID BEYOND POINT FOREIGN MINISTERS 

HAD MET AND FAILED ACHIEVE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT ON SUBSTANTIALLY 
THEIR TERMS OF "PROBLEM OF REDUCTION TENSIONS TAIWAN AREA, © 

1T POSSIBLE THEY WOULD CONSIDER EVEN SUCH A LIMITED RENUNCIATION 
NOT APPLICABLE OFFSHORE ISLANDS, 1! DO NOT CONSIDER THIS 
NECESSARILY IMPLIES ANY IMMEDIATE INTENTION ATTACK OFFSHORES 
BUT ONLY THAT THEY NOT WILLING EVEN IN THIS LIMITED SENSE 

BIND THEMSELVES W!Tii RESPECT TO THEM, 
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; 3. FOREGOING IS OF COURSE POLES REMOVED FROM OUR POSITION re 
4 ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE AND UNLESS FURTHER OUTSIDE INFLUENCES 
C ARE BROUGHT TO BEAR ON THEM MAKES POSSIBILITY OF ANY AGREEMENT -y 
ON DECLARATION ON OUR TERMS VERY REMOTE, DIFFICULT TO SEE rm 
HOW ANY FURTHER PROGRESS CAN BE ACHIEVED SOLELY ON BASIS ve. 
DISCUSSION IN MEETINGS, 
oO f 
Bae 4 - + GOWEN : 
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. FOM JOHNSON z 
~ 0) 
” 1. iN VIEW WANGtS EVIDENT RELUCTANCE OPEN, | OPENED 39TH _ 
= MEETING BY SAYING THAT IN THINKING OVER OUR DISCUSSION AT <0 
a LAST MEETING, IT SEEMED TO ME WE WERE STILL TENDING TO GET AWAY O 
y C 3 FROM PRINCIPAL AND IMMEDIATE TASK BEFORE USUN THAT !IS QUEST {OWN Ol 
2 OF DECLARATION, DETAILS OF OUR RESPECTIVE SUBSTANTIVE POSITIONS \ 
5 W!7H REGARD OUR VARIOUS DISPUTES SEEMED TO.BE OBSCURING ) 
@ REAL CBJECT AT THIS STAGE IN OUR TALKS, TO USE A VERNACULAR i 
: ENGLISH PHRASE, WE SEEMED TO BE GETTING INTO POSITION OF NOT on 
> SEEING FOREST FOR TREES, 0) 


A, | CONTINUED FROM PREPARED STATEMENT, WHAT WE OUGHT TO BE 
TRYING 7C DO IS TO AGREE ON DECLARATION RENOUNCING USE OF 

FORCE, ‘HAT IS WHERE AGREEMENT IS ESSENTIAL AT THIS STAGE, 

1T WOULD BE FINE IF WOULD AGREE ON EVERYTHING ELSE TOO, 

BUT PAST WEEKS HAVE SHOWN THAT WE HAVE DIFFICULTY ENOUGH WITHOUT 
BORROWING MORE, CAN WE NOT AT THIS STAGE SEEK AGREEMENT WHERE 
!y 1S ESSENTIAL TO TASK AT HAND AND LEAVE OUR OTHER DIFFERENCES 


vectassitied for PuDl ication in Forei 


_ 


FOR SETTLEMENT WHEN WE REACH THAT STAGE? m » 
ws 

R. HERE IS AN EXAMPLE OF WHAT | REGARD AS AN AREA WHERE “ 

AGREEMENT 1S ESSENTIAL AT THIS STAGE, PURPOSE OF PROPOSED -. 

DECLARATION 1S TO FACILITATE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF OUR Sty 


DISPUTES BY FIRST RENOUNCING USE OF FORCE IN REGARD TO THOSE +3; 
DISPUTES, DECLARATION CAN HAVE THIS EFFECT ONLY IF RENUNC | AT | Off 
OF FORCE 1S UNCONDITIONALLY BINDING WITH RESPECT TO ALL OUR ~ | 
DISPUTES, NEITHER OF US SHOULD BE ABLE, FOLLOWING ISSUANCE OF - 
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DECLARATION, TO CLAIM THAT PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT PORTION APPLIES 
DECLARERTATN DISPUTE BUT RENUNCIATION: OF FORCE PORTION DOES 
NOT APPLY 10 THAT SAME DISPUTE. Runa or Use* 

.—. 6 oes —” 


c. I HOPE YOU FOLLOW ME THUS FAR. UNLESS WORDS OF OUR 
DECLARATION HAVE THIS MEANING FOR BOTH OF US, IT SEEMS TO BE 
THAT WE CAN ONLY TALK IN CIRCLES. 


D. HOWEVER, WITH RESPECT TO THIS PART OF DECLARATION, 
THERE IS AN AREA WHERE DISAGREEMENT AT THIS STAGE IS NOT ONLY 


PERMISSIBLE BUT INEVITABLE. WITH RESPECT TO NATURE AND ORIGIN 
OF OUR DISPUTES, YOU HAVE vIEWS, AND I HAVE MINE. YOU Hes 
WHA SETTLEMENT OF 


AGREEMENT AS TO UNCONDITIONAL AND BIND 
MITMENT NOT TO USE FORCE AGAINST ONE ANOTHER IN SUPPORT OF THESE 


VIEWS. 


E. SIMILARLY, WITH RESPECT TO LAST PARAGRAPH OF MY JANUARY 
12 DRAFT, WHICH IS IDENTICAL WITH ee OF YOUR ES 1 


COMMON DESIRE SET FORTH IN PRECEDING CLAUSES. WE MUST BE 
IN AGREEMENT AS TO DESIRABILITY OF CONTINUING THESE TALKS. 
IN SEARCH FOR SUCH PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE MEANS. HO P 
WE DO NOT AT THIS STAGE HAVE TO DETERMINE JUST WHAT THE 
PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE MEANS ARE. MUST WE FIND WHAT WE ARE 


GOING TO SEEK BEFORE WE BEGIN OUR SEARCH? 


F. SITUATION WITH RESPECT TO ORLF-DEFENSE CLAUSE IS 
SHOULD BOTH BE ABLE TO AGREE THAT IN 

CONFORMITY WITH UN CHARTER AND WITH INTERNATIONAL LAW, 

EACH OF US IS ENTITLED TO MAKE CLEAR IN THIS DECLARATION 

THAT WE ARE NOT RENOUNCING OUR RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE. 

If IS ONLY ESSENTIAL THAT WE AGREE AT a 


OF US IS RENOUNCING THAT RIGHT. HOWEVER , TOO, 
WITH OTHER CLAUSES, A DISTINCTION CAN BE DRAWN PETWEEN 
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AREA WHERE AGREEMENT !S NECESSARY AT THIS STAGE AND 
AREA iN WHICH SOME DISAGREEMENT IS NOT ONLY PERMISSIBLE 


BUT INEVITABLE, 


G,. YOU HAVE YOUR VIEWS AS TO PLACES AND CIRCUMSTANCES IN 
WHICH US WOULD, IN CASE OF NECESSITY EXERCISE THAT RIGHT, 

| HAVE MY VIEWS, WHICH DIFFER FROM YOURS, REGARDING PLACES 

AND C!RCUMSTANCES IN WHICH YOUR COUNTRY HAS CLAIMED EXERC!SE 

OF THAT RIGHT, TO ATTEMPT AT THIS STAGE TO IRON OUT ALL SUCH 
DIFFERENCES, PAST, PRESENT, AND FUTURE, ACTUAL AND POTENTIAL, 
WOULD BE FUTILE AND CAN ONLY HAVE PURPOSE IF INTENT IS TO BLOCK 
RATHER THAN REACH AGREEMENT ON OUR DECLARATION, 





H, | HAVE OUTLINED MY VIEWS POINT BY POINT AND IN CONCRETE 
FASHION, CONCERNING AREAS IN WHICH | CONSIDER AGREEMENT IS 
ESSENTIAL TO REACH AN UNDERSTANDING IN OUR DECLARATION, 

iF YOU ARE IN AGREEMENT WITH ME ON THESE POINTS, LET US PROCEED 
WITH ISSUANCE OF DECLARATION, IF WE ARE IN AGREEMENT IN THESE 
ESSENTIAL AREAS, MAY WE NOT LEAVE OUR DISAGREEMENTS IN OTHER 
AREAS TO BE !RONED OUT IN LATER STAGE OF SEEKING PRACTICAL 

AND FEASIBLE MEANS FOR SETTLEMENT OF OUR DISPUTES? 


2. WANG SAID, READING FROM NOTES, | RECALL IT !S 207TH 
MEETING TODAY SINCE WE STARTED OUR DISCUSSION ON ISSUANCE OF A 
DECLARATION, WE HAD HOPED IT WOULD BE POSSIBLE FOR US TO 


REACH AN AGREEMENT ON THIS QUESTION, 


3. WANG SAID, SUCH AN AGREEMENT AS | HAVE PREVIOUSLY POINTED 
OUT, MUST NOT BE TAKEN AS CAPABLE OF RESOLVING ALL QUESTIONS 
BETWEEN US, SUCH AN AGREEMENT WOULD ONLY INDICATE A COMMON 
DES!RE OF US TO SETTLE ISSUES BETWEEN US, SUCH A DESIRE 
SHOULD BE ONE THAT IS ACCEPTABLE TO EITHER OF US, HOW 

CAN WE. BE EXPECTED REACH AN AGREEMENT IF ONE SIDE TRIES TO 


IMPOSE ITS VIEWS ON OTHER? 


4, WANG SAID, AT LAST MEETING HE SAID TO ME THAT HE HOPED | 


WOULD BE ABLE TO PUT FORTH FURTHER CONCRETE OPINIONS AT 
THIS MEETING, HOWEVER AFTER LISTENING CAREFULLY TO STATEMEMTS 
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517» » 10 Pee Roy GENEV is 
MADE AT THIS MEETING HE FOUND WE STILL REMAIM IN SAME PLACE 
AS WE FOUND SELVES PREY ]OUSUMY AWE HAVE NOW SPENT SO MUCH TIME 
DISCUSSING DECLARATION’ RENOUNGING FORCE THAT RESPECTIVE 
POSiTIONS AND VIEWS OF OUR TWO SIDES HAVE NOW BECOME QUITE 
CLEAR, HE DIDN'T SEE ANY POINT IN LETTING CONFERENCES PROCEED 
iN THIS MANNER, IT SEEMED TO HIM THAT WE TURNING IN CIRCLES 
AND ALWAYS FINDING OURSELVES IN SAME PLACE IN DISCUSSION OF 
SUCH A DECLARATION, SUCH MANNER OF DISCUSSION 1S NOT WHAT 
THEY ORIGINALLY EXPECTED IT TO BE, WANG SAID | SAID THIS 
MORNiNG WE SHOULD NOT TURN ROUND IN CIRCLES IN DISCUSSION, 
HE 1S WILLING TO EXPLORE GROUND WITH ME IN ALL FRANKNESS TO 
SEE if THERE 1S ANY HOPE REACH AGREEMENT iN THIS RESPECT, 


. WANG TURNED TO PREPARED STATEMENT AND SAID HE WOULD LIKE 
TO POINT OUT ONCE AGAIN THAT CLAUSE ON SELF-DEFENSE RIGHT 
ADVANCED BY MY SIDE IN DRAFT DECLARATION WAS ABSOLUTELY UN. 
ACCEPTABLE TO THEIR SIDE, FOR, AS HIS SIDE REPEATEDLY «PLAINED, 
IT WAS INTENT MY SIDE BY SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE TO GET THi4 INTO 
RECOGNIZING IN FFFECT STATUS QUO US SEIZURE TAIWAN AND US 
INTERFERENCE IN CHINAtS INTERNAL AFFAIRS IN OFFSHORE ISLANDS, 
STATEMENTS | HAD MADE AT LAST FEW MEETINGS INDICATED THAT MY 
SIDE ITSELF HAS BEEN AWARE THAT SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE CAN 
BE REMOVED FROM DECLARATION, THEREFORE, NO POINT ARGUING, 
SHOULD MY SIDE INSIST ON SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE HIS SIDE CAN 
ONLY COME TO CONCLUSION THAT MY SIDE NOT DESIRING REACH 
AGREEMENT, 


6. WANG SAID, AS REGARDS MY OTHER AMENDMENT TO HIS DEC 1 
DRAFT, "THEY WILL NOT RESORT TO FORCE IN TAIWAN AREA OR 
ELSEWHERE", HIS SIDE HAS POINTED OUT THAT THIS IS ATTEMPT 

TO CONFUSE INTERNATIONAL ISSUE BETWEEN US AND CHINA IN TAIWAN 
AREA WITH INTERNAL AFFAIR OF CHINA IN EXERCISING RIGHT OF 
SOVEREIGNTY OVER TAIWAN AND OFFSHORE ISLANDS, 


GOWEN 


JMD 
(#)OMISSION, CORRECTION TO FOLLOW, 
# AS RECEIVED, CORRECTION TO FOLLOW, 
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7- WANG SAID | STATED AT LAST MEETING THAT US DID NOT 
ACKNOWLEDGE EXERCISE BY CHINA OF SOVEREIGNTY RIGHTS OVER 
TAIWAN AND OFFSHORE ISLANDS AS INTERNAL MATTER OF CHINA. 
THIS HAS ALL MORE EXPOSED MY ATTEMPT CONFUSE INTERNATIONAL 
DISPUTE WITH CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS. THUS, IF DECLARATION 
WERE TO INCLUDE AMBIGUOUS TERMS OF MY AMENDMENTS, EVEN IF 
SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE WERE REMOVED FROM DECLARATION, US COULD 
STILL ACCOMPLISH ITS ENDS OF SEIZURE OF TAIWAN AND ITS INTER- 


FERENCE IN LIBERATION OF OFFSHORE ISLANDS. 


8. WANG SAID, FURTHERMORE IN LIGHT OF AMBIGUOUS ATTITUDE WHICH 
MY SIDE HAS SO FAR TAKEN REGARDING HOLDING OF SINO-US FONMIN 
CONFERENCES, IT THREW MORE LIGHT ON MY ATTEMPT CALCULATED AT 
OBTAINING BY TRICKERY A VAGUE DECLARATION WHICH WOULD ENABLE 
US TO INTERPRET CHINA'S INTERNAL MATTER AS ALLEGEDLY BEING 
COVERED BY SCOPE OF SINO-US DECLARATION AND THUS JUSTIFYING 
CONTINUED SEIZURE AND OBSTRUCTION OF CHINA'S EXERCISE OF 
SOVEREIGN RIGHT OF TAIWAN AND OFFSHORE ISLANDS WHILE ON OTHER 
HAND US WOULD PROCRASTINATE OVER A LONG PERIOD AND REFUSE 
HOLD FONMIN CONFERENCE IN ORDER MAINTAIN STATUS QUO US SEIZURE 
TAIWAN AND INTERFERENCE LIBERATION OFFSHORE ISLANDS. HE MUST 
» SAY FRANKLY THAT HIS SIDE HAS SEEN THROUGH SUCH DESIGN AND 
HIS SIDE WOULD NOT BE EASILY DUPED. 
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9. WANG SAID H!S SIDE MUST RESTATE: THAT CHINA'S EXERCISE 
SOVEREIGNTY OVER TAIWAN AND OFFSHTRE ISLANDS, WHICH IS INTERNAL 
MATTER, AND INTERNATIONAL DISPUTE BETWEEN CHINA AND US IN TAIWAN 
AREA MUST BE SEPARATED. IT ENTIRELY MATTER CHINA SCVEREIGN 
RIGHT AND INTERNAL MATTER AS TO WHATEVER MEANS WILL BE USED 

FOR LIBERATION TAIWAN AND OFFSHORE ISLANDS AND US HAS NO RIGHT 
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WHATSOEVER INTERFERE. HIS SIDE WOULD NEVER PERMIT TO SEE 
CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS INVOLVED IN SINO-AMERICAN DECLARATION 
OR TO MAKE IT SUBJECT OF NEGOTIATIONS WITH US. 


10. WANG SAID AS REGARDS INTERNATIONAL DISPUTE BETWEEN US 

AND CHINA, ISSUANCE SINO-AMERICAN DECLARATION IS ONLY FIRST 
STEP TOWARDS SETTLEMENT AND EARNEST EFFORTS MUST BE MADE TO 
SEEK PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE MEANS TO ACHIEVE FINAL SETTLEMENT. 
HIS SIDE CONSIDERS FONMIN CONFERENCE IS EXACTLY SUCH PRACTICAL 
AND FEASIBLE MEANS. IN VIEW FACT, THAT US HAS ALREADY RESORTED 
USE OF FORCE AND THREAT IN TAIWAN AREA, IF AFTER ISSUANCE 
DECLARATION US FAILS TAKE ACTUAL ACTION TO GIVE EVIDENCE OF 
DESIRE EXPRESSED IN DECLARATION, THEN DECLARATION ITSELF WOULD 


BECOME SCRAP OF PAPER. 


11. WANG SAID | HAD SAID AT LAST MEETING THAT DEC 1} DRAFT 

OF HIS SIDE DID NOT COVER TAIWAN AREA. HE WOULD LIKE REMIND 

ME THAT DURING APRIL 1954 WHEN CHOU EN-LAI AT BANDUNG MADE PROPOSAL 
THAT CHINA AND US ENTER NEGOTIATIONS, HE SPECIFICALLY STATED 

THAT PURPOSE WAS TO SETTLE THROUGH NEGOTIATIONS QUESTION OF 

EASING AND ELIMINATING TENSIONS IN TAIWAN AREA. IN FIRST DRAFT 
WHICH HE HAD PUT FORWARD OCT 27, IT ALSO CLEARLY PROVIDED THAT 
CHINA AND US SHOULD HOLD FONMIN CONFERENCE TO SETTLE THROUGH 
NEGOTIATION QUESTION OF RELAXATION AND ELIMINATING TENSIONS 


IN TAIWAN AREA. 


12. WANG SAID IT COULD THUS BE SEEN THAT HIS SIDE WAS NOT 

EVADING DISPUTES BETWEEN IT AND US IN TAIWAN AREA THOUGH DISPUTES 
ADDITIONALLY INCLUDED KOREAN QUESTION, IMPLEMENTATION OF GENEVA 
AGREEMENT ON INDOCHINA AND ESPCEIALLY SOUTH VIETNAM, AND US CREATION 
OF MANILA TREATY WHICH AIMED AGAINST CHINA, AND SUCH OTHER 
QUESTIONS. HOWEVER, IT WAS OBVIOUS DISPUTE BETWEEN CHINA AND US 

IN TAIWAN AREA IS MAIN ISSUE OF ALL. THAT DISPUTE AROSE SOLELY 

AS RESULT US OCCUPATION TAIWAN AND INTERFERENCE LIBERATION 


OFFSHORE ISLANDS. 


13. WANG SAID HIS SIDE HELD THAT FONMIN CONFERENCE BETWEEN 
CHINA AND US MUST BE HELD TO SETTLE THIS GRAVE DISPUTE. 
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HIS DRAFT OF OCT 27 SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED FOR THIS LAST POINT. I7 
MERELY BECAUSE MY SIDE ONLY WILLING MAKE DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLE 
AND WOULD NOT AGREE TO DECLARATIONS SPECIFICALLY MENTIONING 
SINO-AMERICAN CONFERENCE OF FONMIN. THUS HIS DEC 1 DRAFT DID 

NOT CONCRETELY MENTION SINO-US DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA. 

HOWEVER, JUST IN SAME WAY AS MY SIDE ASSERTED THAT PRACTICAL 

AND FEASIBLE MEANS DID NOT EXCLUDE SINO-AMERICAN DISPUTES IN 
TAIWAN AREA. IF MY SIDE DESIRED DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA BE SPECIFICALLY 
MENTIONED, THEN MY SIDE MUST AGREE TO DECLARATIONS SPECIFICALLY 
MENTIONING FONMIN CONFERENCE, WITHOUT WHICH HIS SIDE WOULD BE 

LEFT WITH NO ASSURANCE WHATSOEVER. 


14. WANG SAID QUESTION NOW BEFORE US QUITE CLEAR AND SIMPLE: 

IF 17 DESIRED THAT DECLARATION MENTION SPECIFICALLY HOLDING 

FONMIN CONFERENCE AS WELL AS DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA, THEIR 

OCT 27 DRAFT IS THERE. IF HOWEVER IT NOT DESIROUS 

TO MENTION FONMIN CONFERENCE AND SINO-AMERICAN 

DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA, BUT THAT CONCRETE PROBLEMS MENTIONED 

ABOVE SHOULD BE LEFT AS NEXT STEP, THEN THEIR DEC 1 DRAFT STANDS. 
AS TO WHICH OF TWO DRAFTS WILL BE ADOPTED, THEY NOT INSISTENT. 

| MIGHT MAKE MY CHOICE BETWEEN EITHER OF TWO. HE ONLY WANTED 
STATE HERE THAT IN NEITHER THESE TWO DRAFTS DID HIS SIDE DEMAND 
PRIOR COMMITMENTS NOR THAT | ACCEPT HIS POSITION. THIS FAIR 

AND EQUITABLE. THAT WAS PRECISELY FUNDAMENTAL DISTINCTION BETWEEN 
HIS DRAFTS AND MINE. IF MY SIDE STILL DESIROUS OF MAKING RENUNCIATIC 
OF FORCE DECLARATION, HE SAW NO POSSIBILITY OUTSIDE TWO DRAFTS 
WHICH HIS SIDE HAD PRESENTED. 


15. WANG SAID IN INTEREST OF ARRIVING AT AGREMENT WITHOUT 
FURTHER DELAY HE HAD EXHAUSTED ALL CLEAR WORDS AVAILABLE IN 
STATING HIS VIEWS AND HE HOPED MY SIDE WOULD MAKE CAREFUL 


_ CONSIDERATION. 


16. | SAID IN EARLY PART HIS STATEMENT | THOUGHT HE STRUCK 

AT HEART OF ONE OF DIFFERENCES AND APPARENT LACK OF UNDERSTANDING 
BETWEEN US. HE REFERRED TO THIS DECLARATION, WHICH WE DISCUSSED, 
AS ONLY INDICATING COMMON DESIRE TO SETTLE ISSUES BETWEEN 

US. LATER ON HE HAD REFERRED TO DECLARATION AS A RENUNCIATION 
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OF FORCE IN SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTE BETWEEN US. IT SEEMED THAT 
HE HAD TENDED TO APPROACH MATTER FROM FORMER STANDPOINT. 


17. | SAID | THOUGHT THEREFORE THAT PART OF OUR PROBLEM WAS 
WHETHER THIS DECLARATION WAS TO BE ONLY PIOUS REPETITION OF 
DESIRE TO SETTLE DISPUTES OR WHETHER IT WAS TO GENUINE RENUNCIATION 
OF APPEAL TO FORCE TO SETTLE OUR DISPUTES AND THEN IN THAT 
ATMOSPHERE TO SEEK MEANS PEACEFULLY TO SETTLE THEM=-THIS WAS 
HEART OF DIFFERENCES IN APPROACH BETWEEN US. AS | HAD SAID 

THIS MORNING, QUESTION SEEMED TO BE WHETHER WE WERE IN THIS 
DECLARATION UNCONDI TIONALLY RENOUNCING APPEAL TO FORCE WITH 
REGARD TO ALL OUR DISPUTES OR WHETHER WE ONLY PIOUSLY SAYING THAT 
WE DESIRE TO SETTLE DISPUTES PEACEFULLY BUT THAT RENUNCIATION OF 
FORCE APPLIES ONLY TO SOME OF THEM. 


18. | SAID STATEMENT HE HAD MADE THIS MORNING WITH REGARD TO 
INCLUSION OF SPECIFIC REFERENCE TO TAIWAN IN OUR DECLARATION, 
SEEMED TO ME TO BEAR OUT THIS VIEW OF MINE. 1 MUST SAY THAT 
| FIND MYSELF ENTIRELY UNABLE TO FOLLOW LOGIC HIS POSITION 
THIS REGARD. 


19. | SAID WHAT IT SEEMED TO ME HE HAD SAID WAS THAT HE WAS 
WILLING MAKE SPECIFIC MENTION TAIWAN ONLY IN CONTEXT OF 
FONMIN CONFERENCE. THAT IS, HE WAS WILLING MAKE STATEMENT 
EXPRESSING HOPE FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTE BETWEEN US 
IN TAIWAN AREA IF US AGREED IN ADVANCE THAT ONLY MEANS OF 
DISCUSSING SUCH SETTLEMENT WAS FONMIN CONFERENCE. 


GOWEN 


WEB 
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20. | SA!D ON OTHER HAND HIS POSITION SEEMED TO COME DOWN TO 

| AN UNWILLINGNESS TO MAKE CLEAR THAT RENUNC/ ATION OF FORCE 

| ALSO APPLIED OUR DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA. IT SEEMED ME 

4 C HE SUGGESTING THAT, HOWEVER OUR DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA MIGHT 
BE CHARACTERIZED, THEY WERE FREE TO USE FORCE IN THAT AREA. 


21. % SAID !T HARD FOR ME BELIEVE HE COULD SERIOUSLY CONSIDER 
THAT |1T WOULD CONTRIBUTE TO PEACEFUL DISCUSSION AND SETTLEMENT 
OF OUR DISPUTES IF THEY WERE TO RESORT TO WAR IN VERY 

AREA WHERE HE HIMSELF AGREED OUR POLICIES WERE IN GREATEST 
CONFLICT. HE HIMSELF HAD SAID THIS MORNING THAT OUR PRINCIPAL 
DISPUTE LAY IN TAIWAN AREA. HE HAD SAID THIS MORNING THAT 

HIS DEC 1 DRAFT SPECIFICALLY COVERED TAIWAN AREA. IF THIS CASE, 
IT ENTIRELY INCOMPREHENSIBLE TO ME WHY HE UNWILLING ACCEPT 
MENTION OF TAIWAN AREA IN FORM SUGGESTED IN MY JAN 12 
AMENDMENT IF HE WERE IN FACT WILLING RENOUNCE FORCE IN 
SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTE IN THAT AREA AND SEEK PEACEFUL MEANS 


“FOR tTS SOLUTION. 
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| 22. | SAID HE HAD AGAIN REPEATED THIS MORNING THAT HE FOUND 
CLAUSE ON SELF-DEFENSE AS SUGGESTED MY JAN 12 AMENDMENT AS 
| ABSOLUTELY UNACCEPTABLE ON GROUNDS IT WAS INTENTION MY SIDE 
BY THAT CLAUSE TO OBTAIN RECOGNITION BY HIS SIDE OF US POSITION 
WITH REGARD THAT AREA. IT HARD FOR ME TO RECALL NUMBER OF TIMES 
' | HAD HERE SAID THAT THERE WAS NO SUCH INTENT AND THAT THIS 
\ DID NOT REQUIRE HIM TO RECOGNIZE ANY PARTICULAR STATE OF 
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AFFAIRS CONTRARY TO HIS VIEWS, ANY MORE THAN IT REQUIRES 

US TO RECOGNIZE ANY PARTICULAR STATE OF AFFAIRS CONTRARY I7S 
VIEWS. | COULD ASSURE HIM US WAS NOT SUBMITTING TO HiS 
GOVERNMENT FOR ITS APPROVAL OR RATIFICATION ANY OF OUR TREATIES 
OR AGREEMENTS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES. 


23. | SAID IN ITS PROPER RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PARTS OF 
DECLARATION, SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE ONLY STATED FACT THAT IF 
ONE SIDE VIOLATED DECLARATION BY USING FORCE OTHER SIDE 
WOULD NOT HAVE RENOUNCED WHAT IT CONSIDERED ITS LEGITIMATE 
RIGHT TO SELF-DEFENSE. 


24. | SAID POSITICGN TO SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE COULD BE BASED 
ON ONLY TWO POSSIBLE GROUNDS. THAT IS, THAT INTENT OF ONE 
SIDE IN ISSUING THIS DECLARATION IS NOT CONSISTENT WITH 
EXERCISE OF SELF-DEFENSE IN CASE OF NECESSITY BY OTHER SIDE. 
ONLY OTHER ALTERNATIVE WAS THAT ONE SIDE WAS ATTEMPTING TO 
GET OTHER SIDE TO RENOUNCE ITS VIEWS WITH REGARD TO CHARACTER 
OUR DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA. THIS | WANTED MAKE CLEAR WAS 
ABSOLUTELY UNACCEPTABLE MY GOVERNMENT. 


25. | SAID HOWEVER | CONTINUED MY WILLINGNESS TO STRIVE 
REACH WITH HIM AGREEMENT UPON THIS TREMENDOUSLY IMPORTANT 
SUBJECT. | FELT WAY TO REACHING AGREEMENT WAS NOT GIVING 

OF WiAT WERE IN FACT ULTIMATA, OR OF TAKE IT OR LEAVE 

IT POSITIONS, BUT TO CONTINUE TO STRIVE TO SEE WHETHER OR NOT 
AGREEMENT COULD BE REACHED. 


26. | SAID IT WAS IN THIS SENSE THAT | HAD MADE MY OPENING 
STATEMENT THIS MORNING. 1! HAD TRIED VERY HARD IN IT TO AVOID 
INTRODUCING EXTRANEOUS ISSUES NOT GERMANE TO OUR IMMEDIATE 
TASK. IT WAS UTTER NONSENSE TO SAY THAT BECAUSE US NOT WILLING 
IN THIS DECLARATION UNILATERALLY TO RENOUNCE ITS VIEWS WITH 
RESPECT TAIWAN AREA AND CONCEDE TO HIS VIEWS, THAT IT DID 

NOT DESIRE DECLARATION. 


27- | SAID HE HAD SPOKEN THIS MORNING OF AMBIGUOUS TERMS 
OF OUR JAN 12 DRAFT. 1T SEEMED ME THAT SHOE WAS ON OTHER 
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FOOT. HIS OBJECTIONS TO THAT DRAFT APPEARED BE BASED PRECISELY 
UPON GROUNDS THAT IT REMOVED AMBIGUITIES OF HIS DEC 
DRAFT. IF DECLARATION WAS TO HAVE ANY REAL MEANING 
RATHER THAN JUST APPEARANCE OF AGREEMENT WHERE NO AGREEMENT 
» EXISTED, THOSE AMBIGUITIES MUST BE CLARIFIED IN HIS DEC 1 
3 DRAFT. | HAD INDICATED ESSENTIAL POINTS UPON WHICH WE CONSIDERED 


AMBIGUITIES MUST BE REMOVED. 








7 ‘ ~ 





we 

Cc 

= 28. | SAID | HAD INDICATED WAY, IN THE DECLARATION, 

s THAT | FELT THOSE THOUGHTS MIGHT BE EXPRESSED. | STILL THOUGHT 
& THAT LANGUAGE WHICH | HAD SUGGESTED WAS BEST WAY OF DOING 

5 IT, AND IF THERE WAS GENUINE AGREEMENT ON THESE ESSENTIALS, 

9 THERE SHOULD BE NO OBJECTION TO THAT LANGUAGE. HOWEVER, 

S | HAVE NEVER PUT THIS FORWARD ON ANY ULTIMATUM OR TAKE IT 

= OR LEAVE IT BASIS. | HAD REPEATEDLY INDICATED THAT IF HE 

> HAD ANY THOUGHTS ON HOW IT COULD BE BETTER EXPRESSED | WAS 

° WILLING LISTEN HIS SUGGESTIONS AND GIVE THEM CAREFUL CONSIDERATION. 


IT NOT POSSIBLE FOR ME SEE HOW | COULD BE ANY MORE REASONABLE 
THAN THAT. 


of the United States 


29. WANG SAID IN HIS OPENING STATEMENT THIS MORNING HE HAD 
AGAIN MADE ATTEMPT FRANKLY EXPRESS THOUGHTS HIS SIDE IN ORDER 
EXPLAIN MORE FULLY THEIR VIEWS REGARDING DECLARATION. HE 
FAILED SEE ANY PORTION MY LONG ARGUMENT | HAD JUST MADE WHICH 


COULD CONTRIBUTE PROGRESS OUR DISCUSSIONS. 


30. WANG SAID | HAD STATED THAT HE HAD FIRST MADE PROPOSAL 
THAT DECLARATION WE WERE DISCUSSING SHOULD SIMPLY EXPRESS 
DESIRE FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT, AND THEN THAT HE HAD REFERRED 
TO DECLARATION AS RENUNCIATION OF FORCE DECLARATION. HE 
) * DID NOT THINK THAT THERE WERE ANY TWO DECLARATIONS THAT HE HAD 
| BEEN REFERRING TO, AND THERE WERE NO POINTS OF CONTRADICTION 
IN HIS STATEMENT. WHEN HE SAID DECLARATION SHOULD EXPRESS 
DESIRE FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT, HE DID NOT MEAN DESIRE THAT 
TWO SIDES SHOULD GO TO WAR TO EFFECT SETTLEMENT. INSTEAD 
1T WAS DECLARATION OF DESIRE FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT AND THEY 
REGARDED DECLARATION WE*DISCUSSING AS SOMETHING WHICH WOULD 
HELP PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN US AND THEY REGARDED 
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DECLARATION AS FIRST STEP TOWARD SUCH A SETTLEMENT. HE 
RECALLED THAT | HAD ALSO SAID IN PREVIOUS MEETINGS THAT 
DECLARATION IN ITSELF SETTLED NOTHING. 


31. WANG SAID | HAD ALSO REPEATEDLY REFERRED TO HIS OPINION 
THAT ISSUANCE OF DECLARATION MUST BE SEPARATED FROM ACTUAL 
SETTLEMENT OF PRACTICAL ISSUES BETWEEN US. THESE WERE TWO 
SEPARATE THINGS. HOWEVER, VIEWS ADVANCED BY ME AT PREVIOUS 
MEETING AND AGAIN THIS MORNING TEND TO CONFUSE THESE TWO 





— ae ani 


gn Relations 


32. WANG SAID TEXT THEIR DECEMBER | DRAFT WAS QUITE CLEAR 
AND NO DISTORTION ANY PORTION IT WAS POSSIBLE. HE WOULD 
READ PORTION OF DECEMBER 1 DRAFT. IT STATED: "PRC AND 
USA DETERMINED THEY SHOULD SETTLE DISPUTES BETWEEN THEIR TWO 
COUNTRIES THROUGH PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS WITHOUT RESORTING TO 
THREAT OR USE OF FORCE. LET HIM ALSO READ LAST PARAGRAPH 
O THEIR OCTOBER 27 DRAFT: "IN ORDER REALIZE THEIR COMMON DESIRE 
PRC AND USA DECIDE TO HOLD A CONFERENCE OF FOREIGN 
| MINISTERS TO SETTLE THROUGH NEGOTIATIONS QUESTION RELAXING 
AND ELIMINATING TENSION TAIWAN AREA." 


Tee FH acre. sees 
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33- WANG SAID THUS TEXTS THESE TWO DRAFTS HAVE CLEARLY EXPRESSED 
DESIRE FOR SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO SIDES. ALSO GIVE 
EXPRESSION TO OUR DETERMINATION TO SEEK PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE 
MEANS SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES. HOW CAN IT BE SAID THAT SUCH 
VIEWS AS EXPRESSED IN THESE DRAFTS HAD ANY DISADVANTAGEOUS 
EFFECT AGAINST U.S.? COULD THERE BE FOUND ANYTHING IN 

THESE DRAFTS WHICH TENDED TO REQUIRE THAT U.S. ABANDON ITS VIEW. 
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34. WANG SAID HOWEVER U.S. DID NOT ACCEPT EVEN THESE DRAFTS 
AND INSTEAD U.S. ALLEGED GROUNDLESSLY THAT HIS SIDE INSISTED 

ON USING FORCE TO SETTLE DISPUTES. WAS NOT THAT UTTER 

NONSENSE? FIRST | HAD REFERRED TO POSITION OF U.S. AS ONE 

OF ABSOLUTE UNWILLINGNESS TO ACCEPT VIEWS STATED ABOVE. 

HOWEVER | HAD FOLLOWED UP THAT STATEMENT BY SAYING i WILLING 
STRIVE FOR AGREEMENT. WAS NOT THAT SELF-CONTRADICTORY STATEMENT? 
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35. WANG SAID HE HAD REPEATED MANY TIMES THAT UNJUSTIFIABLE 
AMENDMENTS OF U.S. REGARDING HIS DECEMBER 1 DRAFT WERE 
ABSOLUTELY UNACCEPTABLE HIS SIDE. THESE WERE UNACCEPTABLE 
PRECISELY BECAUSE OF U.S. ATTEMPTS TO USE THESE AMENDMENTS 

TO INTERFERE IN CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS AND EXERCISE OF ITS 

C SOVEREIGN RIGHTS. MUST CHINA ASK FOR APPROVAL AND RATIFICATION 

BY ANY OTHER GOVERNMENT OF ITS ACTIONS TAKEN IN ORDER TO EXERCISE 
ITS SOVEREIGN RIGHT IN LIBERATION OF ITS OWN TERRIROTY? WAS NOT 
THIS AGAIN UTTER NONSENSE? THEREFORE VIEWS OF BOTH SIDES ON THIS 
ISSUE WERE QUITE CLEAR. 


36. WANG SAID THEY HAD MADE REPEATED EFFORTS ON THIS QUESTION 
ie OF ISSUANCE OF DECLARATION. THEY HAD NO INTENTION IN THIS 
DECLARATION TO IMPOSE THEIR VIEWS ON U.S. THEY CONSIDERED THEIR 
VIEWS TO BE ACCEPTABLE TO BOTH SIDES 
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‘ OF TIME. I, ON BEHALF OF U. Se, HAD STATED THAT THESE REASONABLE 
% SUGGESTIONS OF HIS SIDE WERE UNACCEPTABLE TO U.S. HOW COULD WE 
EXPECT TO ARRIVE AT AGREEMENT IN THIS SITUATION? 


38. WANG SAID AFTER SUCH A LONG TIME OF DISCUSSION IF I AND MY 
SIDE STILL SO ADAMANT ITS POSITION, HOW COULD ONE NOT ARRIVE AT 
CONCLUSION THAT U.S. NOT WILLING AGREE ON DECLARATION AND WAS 
OBSTRUCTING ISSUANCE OF SUCH DECLARATION? HE SAW NO POINT CONTINUI. 
THIS SORT OF, DISCUSSION. 


39. WANG sip IF WE STILL UNABLE TO MAKE DECLARATION AT 
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PRESENT TIME RESPONSIBILITY DID NOT LIE ON HIS SIDE. IN VIEW 
FACT WE NOT BEEN ABLE TO ARRIVE AT AGREEMENT FOR SUCH LONG 
TIME HIS SIDE CONSIDERING TO MAKE PUBLIC VIEWS OF HIS SIDE 

ON THIS QUESTION, SO THAT PUBLIC MIGHT BE ABLE MAKE OWN 
JUDGMENT. 


40. | SAID | WOULD LIKE TRY TO GET DOWN TO SOME FUNDAMENTALS 
WITH HIM. | HAD TRIED IN MY OPENING STATEMENT THIS MORNING 
BUT DID NOT SEEM SUCCESSFUL IN DOING SO. 


41. | SAID HE HAD AGAIN IN HIS LAST STATEMENT SPOKEN OF THIS 
DECLARATION AS "HELP" IN SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES. HE HAD ALS< 
SPOKEN OF IT AS FIRST STEP TOWARD SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES. 

AS HE KNEW | ENTIRELY AGREED WITH HIM ON LATTER PART--IT 1S 
ONLY FIRST STEP AND | HAD ALWAYS SO CHARACTERIZED IT. 


42. | SAID HOWEVER QUESTION STILL SEEMED TO EXIST BETWEEN US, 

AS TO WHAT THIS STEP CONSISTED OF. 1 CONSIDERED THIS STEP 

TO BE UNCONDITIONAL AND UNEQUIVOCABLE STATEMENT THAT WE WILL 

NOT IN ANY MANNER OR UNDER ANY PRETEXT INITIATE HOSTILITIES 
AGAINST EACH OTHER IN ATTEMPT TO SETTLE THESE DISPUTES. 

| WOULD LIKE TO ASK CLEAR QUESTION AS TO WHETHER HE SO CONSIDERED 
IT. 


43. =| SA'D HAVING SAID THAT AND IN CONJUNCTION WITH THAT, 

WE EACH SAY WE WILL SETTLE DISPUTES THROUGH PEACEFUL MEANS. 
ONE WITHOUT OTHER DID NOT GIVE REAL MEANING TO OUR EXPRESSION 
OF DESIRE TO SETTLE DISPUTES BY PEACEFUL MEANS. 


44. =| SAID HAVING SAID THAT, HOW COULD HE SAY THAT IT WAS 
UNREASONABLE ON MY PART TO SUGGEST THAT WE SAY THAT BOTH OF 

THESE ASPECTS APPLY TO DISPUTE THAT WE BOTH AGREE IS MOST SERIOUS 
BETWEEN US? HOW COULD HE SAY THAT IT WAS UNREASONABLE FOR 

EACH OF US IN STATING THAT, THAT IF EITHER IS ATTACKED IN 
VIOLATION THIS DECLARATION OR BY OTHERS WE WILL DEFEND 

OURSELVES? OBJECTION TO EITHER OF THESE SIMPLE AND FUNDAMENTAL 
PRINCIPLES | FOUND HARD TO INTERPRET AS OTHER THAN DESIRE 
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AVOID ISSUING OF MEANINGFUL DECLARATION THAT WOULD GENUINELY 
BE REAL FIRST STEP TOWARD SETTLEMENT OUR DIFFERENCES. 





45. - | SAID IF HE THOUGHT THAT THIS POSITION ON HIS PART 

WOULD APPEAR REASONABLE TO PUBLIC, IT CERTAINLY HIS CHOICE 

AS TO WHETHER OR NOT HE DESIRED AGAIN TO INITIATE PUBLIC 
EXCHANGES BETWEEN US. | REITERATED VIEW THAT | HAD EXPRESSED 
PREVIOUSLY THAT | GENUINELY DID NOT SEE HOW SUCH PUBLIC 
EXCHANGES ADVANCED AGREEMENT BETWEEN US OR COULD BE RECONCILED 
WITH REAL DESIRE FOR AGREEMENT. | THEREFORE REGRETTED AND 
DEPLORED ISSUANCE OF A PUBLIC STATEMENT BY HIS SIDE AND HOPED 
THAT THEY WOULD RECONSIDER IT. 


46. | SAID HOWEVER IF IT WAS THEIR DECISION TO ISSUE SUCH 
STATEMENT | WAS PERFECTLY WILLING THAT PUBLIC JUDGE AS TO 
WHICH OF US WAS GENUINELY WILLING TO RENOUNCE FORCE AND 
WILLING TO SEEK PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT. | ENTIRELY WILLING LET 
PUBLIC JUDGE WHICH SIDE WAS IN FACT OBSTRUCTING ISSUANCE OF 
MEANINGFUL STATEMENT BETWEEN US. 


47. WANG SAID HE FELT ALL THESE POINTS | JUST RAISED HAD 

BEEN CONCRETELY ANSWERED BY DECEMBER | DRAFT THEIR SIDE. 

THEY HAD GIVEN MUCH DISCUSSION TO THESE POINTS IN OUR PREVIOUS 
MEETINGS. THEREFORE HE DID NOT THINK IT NECESSARY FOR HIM 

TO REPEAT ALL VIEWS HE HAD ADVANCED PREVIOUSLY. 


48. WANG SAID THEIR INTENT AND ATTITUDE 1S QUITE CLEAR AND 
DEFINITE. THEY HAD ACCEPTED PROPOSAL |! HAD PUT FORWARD TO EFFECT 
THAT WE MAKE DECLARATION BETWEEN US AS FIRST STEP IN ACTUAL 
SETTLEMENT. THIS FIRST STEP, AS WE HAVE CHARACTERIZED IT, 

1S EXPRESSION OF DETERMINATION OF TWO SIDES TO SETTLE DISPUTES 
PEACEFULLY WITHOUT RESORT TO FORCE. AND MERITS OF PRACTICAL 
DISPUTES MIGHT BE LEFT FOR SETTLEMENT AT NEXT STEP. THERE 

WAS NOTHING AMBIGUOUS IN IT AND THERE WAS NOTHING HIDDEN 

WHICH COULD NOT BE BROUGHT OUT FOR PUBLIC SCRUTINY. 


49. WANG SAID | HAD QUESTIONED PUBLIC AIRING OF DISCUSSION 
AND | HAD TERMED IT AS NOT ADVANCING OUR TALKS. HOWEVER IF 
DISCUSSION WAS TO GO ON IN SAME MANNER AS WE WERE, HOW COULD 
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ANYONE EXPECT TO MAKE ANY ADVANCES IN TALKS? THEY BELIEVE 
PUBLIC WOULD BE ABLE MAKE FAIR JUDGMENT BETWEEN POSITIONS 
OF TWO SIDES. HE HAD NOTHING FURTHER AND IF I HAD NOTHING 
FURTHER HE HAD ANOTHER MATTER TO BRING UP. 


50. WANG SAID THEIR ATTENTION HAD AGAIN BEEN CALLED TO FACT 
THAT CHINESE NATIONALS BEING PREVENTED FROM RETURNING. AT 

LAST MEETING AGGREGATE NUMBER CHINESE NATIONALS BEING PREVENTED 
RETURNING WAS 34 PERSONS. TODAY HE WOULD LIKE TO RAISE 

CASES THREE MORE PERSONS. 


51. WANG SAID CASE OF MR. TAN WEN, WHICH HE WOULD LATER 
PRESENT TO ME, COULD SERVE AS EXAMPLE TO ILLUSTRATE CHINESE 
IN U.S. MR. TAN APPLIED PERMISSION TO RETURN EVER SINCE 

1950 BUT U.S. HAD REFUSED PERMISSION. IN AUGUST 1955, 

THAT 1S WHEN OUR TALKS GOT UNDERWAY, TAN AGAIN APPILIED RETURN 
AND WROTE HIS FAMILY AFTER APPLICATION THAT HE EXPECTED 
PERMISSION TO BE GRANTED END LAST YEAR. HOWEVER, WROTE 

AGAIN LAST JANUARY THAT UNABLE RETURN IN FEBRUARY AND HAD 

TO WAIT ANOTHER TWO MONTHS. MR. TAN SAID IN LETTER THAT HE 
WAS AMONG FIRST TO APPLY TO RETURN AND ALSO HANDED IN HIS 
APPLICATIONS MOST FREQUENTLY, HOWEVER HE WAS UNABLE TO RETURN 
UP TO PRESENT TIME. THIS SPECIFIC CASE OF MR. TAN HAS 
INCREASED THEIR CONCERN OVER CHINESE IN U.S. WHO FIND SELVES 
IN SAME SITUATION. 


52. WANG SAID DURING TALKS | HAD REPEATEDLY ASSURED HIM THAT 
CHINESE IN U.S. FREE TO RETURN AND THAT U.S. WAS NOT OFFERING 
OBSTRUCTIONS TO THEIR DEPARTURE AND THAT NO PROCEDURES OF 
WHATEVER SORT HAVE BEEN SET UP TO PREVENT THEIR DEPARTURE. 
HOWEVER CASE OF TAN WEN AND LATEST FACTS ABOUT HIS FAILURE 

TO RETURN HAD REVEALED SITUATION THAT U.S. WAS NOT CONSISTENT 
IN ITS ACTIONS AND ITS WORDS. FROM TREATMENT OF TAN, HOW 
COULD IT BE SAID THAT U.S. WAS CARRYING OUT ITS OBLIGATIONS 
UNDER AGREEMENT? 

WEB GOWEN 
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53- WANG SAID IT WAS CLEARLY STATED IN AGREEMENT THAT PARTIES 


TO AGREEMENT WOULD FACILITATE RETURN OF NATIONALS AND THAT 
NO OBSTRUCTIONS SHOULD BE OFFERED TO THEIR DEPARTURE. MR. 


| ‘% TAN NEVER VIOLATED ANY LAW OF U.S. AND WHAT WAS REASON HE 


ENCOUNTERING REPEATED OBSTRUCTIONS AGAINST HIS RETURN? 


54. WANG SAID IN ADDITION TO CASE OF TAN, AND THEY HAD 

RAISED MANY SIMILAR CASES RECENTLY, IT WAS EVIDENT CHINESE 

STILL ENCOUNTER OBSTRUCTION IN THEIR RETURN. THIS SITUATION 
NECESSITATED THAT | GIVE ACCOUNTING IN EACH THESE INDIVIDUAL CASES. 


55. WANG SAID IN ADDITION TO THIS CATEGORY HE HAD RAISED 
REPEATEDLY QUESTION OF CHINESE WHO WERE IN PRISON IN U.S. 
AND THEY WERE STILL AWAITING REPLY FROM MY SIDE. (HANDED 
OVER LIST, GIVEN IN FOLLOWING TELEGRAM). 


56. | SAID HE SEEMED TO HAVE CONSIDERABLE DETAILED INFORMATION 
, ON MR. TAN WANG'S STATEMENT HERE SAID THAT TAN AGAIN PUT 

IN APPLICATION IN AUGUST 1955 AND EXPECTED RECEIVE PERMISSION 

RETURN AT END OF YEAR. | WOULD LIKE TO ASK FOR DETAILS FROM 

HIS CORRESPONDENCE WITH WANG=-TO WHOM DID HE MAKE APPLICATION? 

| WOULD ALSO LIKE ASK WHAT HIS CORRESPONDENCE INDICATED HE 

APPLIED FOR=-THAT 1S, HE APPLIED FOR WHAT? | WOULD ALSO LIKE 

ASK WHETHER WANG'S CORRESPONDENCE WITH HIM INDICATED WHETHER 

TAN COMMUNICATED WITH INDIAN EMBASSY AND IF NOT, WHY NOT, 

IF HE FELT HE BEING OBSTRUCTED IN LEAVING? 
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57- WANG SAID IT WAS STATED CLEARLY IN LIST THAT TAN HAD 
APPLIED WITH INS. FROM STATEMENT IN HIS LETTERS, COULD BE 
SEEN THAT TAN MADE REPEATED APPLICATIONS AND HAD NOT GIVEN 

UP HOPE. HE FIRST INDICATED THAT HE EXPECTED PERMISSION WOULD 
BE GRANTED BY END LAST YEAR, BUT WROTE AGAIN HE EXPECTED 
PERMISSION IN FEBRUARY AND THEN HIS DEPARTURE FURTHER DELAYED 
BY TWO MONTHS. ALTHOUGH HE STILL HOPEFUL THAT HE WILL ONE DAY 
BE GRANTED PERMISSION TO RETURN, HE HAS BEEN DELAYED SO LONG. 
THIS IS SITUATION, SO FAR AS THEY KNEW, REGARDING TAN TO WHICH 
THEIR ATTENTION HAS BEEN CALLED. IT PRECISELY BECAUSE THEY 
CANNOT UNDERSTAND NATURE OBSTRUCTION AGAINST HIS RETURN THAT 
WANG HAS REQUESTED ME MAKE INQUIRY. 


©8. | SAID | WAS TRYING TO GET SOME FACTS ON THIS, THESE 
STATEMENTS THAT HE GAVE ME HERE WERE UTTERLY INEXPLICABLE. 

HE DOES NOT NEED APPLY TO ANYBODY FOR RETURN, | HAD SAID THAT 
OVER AND OVER AGAIN, NEITHER HE NOR ANY OTHER ALIEN IN U.S. 
WANG DID NOT HAVE TO ACCEPT MY WORD ON THAT. INDIAN EMBASSY 
OR ANYONE FAMILIAR WITH U.S. COULD CONFIRM IT. 


59- WANG SAID THIS WAS NOT INDIVIDUAL CASE OF TAN. TAN WAS 
ONLY ONE EXAMPLE. 1! HAD REQUESTED FACTS ABOUT TAN. IF | 
REQUIRED ANY FACTS ABOUT AMERICANS IN CHINA THEN THEY HAD THESE 
FACTS. BUT TAN WAS NOW IN U.S. AND HOW COULD THEY GIVE ME 
FACTS ABOUT HIS BEING OBSTRUCTED? 


60. WANG SAID | HAD STATED THAT !T NOT NECESSARY FOR TAN APPLY 
INS, HOWEVER AS HE HAD TOLD ME TAN PRECISELY REFUSED PERMISSION 
BY INS. IF | MYSELF UNAWARE THIS SITUATION, HOW COULD | EXPECT 
HIM TO UNDERSTAND IT. 


61. & SAID U.S. INS DOES NOT DENY OR GRANT PERMISSION ANY 
ALIEN LEAVE U.S. HE WAS ONE WHO WAS ALLEGING THIS NOT CORRECT 
AND THAT TAN BEING OBSTRUCTED. | WAS ASKING FOR SOME FACTS-- 
HE EVIDENTLY HAD CLOSE COMMUNICATION WITH TAN--ON HOW HE BEING 
OBSTRUCTED. STATEMENTS MADE HERE MADE NO SENSE WHATSOEVER 

IN LIGHT OF WHAT EVERYBODY KNOWS ABOUT DEPARTURE ALIENS 

FROM U.S. THIS WAS SIMILAR TO ALLEGATIONS MADE IN MANY 

THESE OTHER CASES. 
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62. | SAID 1 COULD NOT CONSIDER IT AS SLIGHTEST EVIDENCE 

U.S. WAS OBSTRUCTING DEPARTURE ANY OF THESE. BECAUSE | KNEW 
FACTS QUITE TO CONTRARY. | ALSO ASKED WHY, IF TAN DID THINK 

HE BEING OBSTRUCTED, HE HAD NOT COMMUNICATED WITH INDIAN EMBASSY 
IN ACCORDANCE WITH PROCEDURES WE HAD ESTABLISHED. IF HE 
COMMUNICATED WITH WANG AND WANG'S AUTHORITIES, IT CLEAR HE 

ABLE FREELY COMMUNICATE WITH INDIAN EMBASSY IF HE DESIRED DO SO. 


63. WANG SAID HE WANTED CLARIFY THAT TAN'S CORRESPONDENCE 
WAS BETWEEN HIM AND FAMILY AND NOT BETWEEN HIM AND WANG'S 
AUTHORITIES. IT BECAUSE THEY DID NOT KNOW ACTUAL FACTS ABOUT 
HIS BEING OBSTRUCTED IN U.S. THAT THEY HAD ASKED ME INQUIRE 
AND LOOK INTO HIS CASE. IF STATEMENT GIVEN BY ME WERE TRUE 
THAT ANY ALIENS IN U.S. INCLUDING CHINESE WERE FREE TO LEAVE 
OR ENTER THE U.S. WITHOUT APPLICATION INS OR ANY OTHER U.S. 
AUTHORITY; IF 1!T TRUE INS DOES NOT SET UP ANY PROCEDURES 
CONTROLLING EXIT OF FOREIGN NATIONALS, IF THIS TRUE THEN 
ACTION TAKEN BY INS AGAINST CHINESE IN U.S. DEFY REASON AND 
THAT 1S SOMETHING THEY REQUEST ME TO INVESTIGATE AND CORRECT 
THIS STATE OF AFFAIRS. | HAVE TO TELL INS TO STOP ALL SUCH 
ILLEGAL ACTS BECAUSE SUCH ILLEGAL AND WILD ACTS TAKEN BY INS 
ARE IN VIOLATION OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN US ON RETURN OF CIVILIANS. 


64. 1 SAID FIRST LET ME SAY | DID NOT SAY THAT U.S. INS DOES 
NOT EXERCISE CONTROL OVER ENTRY OF ALIENS TO U.S. | HAVE 
CONTINUED TO REFER ONLY TO DEPARTURE OF ALIENS FROM U.S. 


65. WANG SAID CASE OF TAN NOT ONE OF ENTRY U.S. BUT ONE OF 
DEPARTURE U.S. 


66. | SAID THAT WAS RIGHT AND | WAS DISCUSSING IT IN THOSE 
TERMS. IN CASE OF TAN AND THESE OTHER CASES HE HAD CONTINUED 
TO MAKE VAGUE STATEMENTS REGARDING THEIR BEING PREVENTED FROM 
DEPARTURE. IT UTTERLY INCREDIBLE ME, IF THERE WERE ANY 
FACTUAL BASIS ANY THESE CASES THAT AT LEAST ONE PERSON WOULD 
NOT HAVE CALLED ATTENTION HIS CASE TO INDIAN EMBASSY IN 
ACCORDANCE PROCEDURES WE ESTABLISHED FOR HANDLING THIS. | 
SIMPLY COULD NOT GIVE CREDENCE TO THESE CHARGES IN VIEW LACK 
ANY FACTUAL EVIDENCE. | SATISFIED THERE WAS NO FACTUAL BASIS. 
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67. | SAID FACTS SHOW THAT NOT SINGLE CASE BEEN CALLED TO 
ATTENTION MY GOVERNMENT IN ACCORDANCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMEMT BUT 
THAT CHINESE HAVE STEADILY AND REGULARLY BEEN TRAVELING FROM 

MY COUNTRY TO HIS COUNTRY. ACCORDING BEST INFORMATION AVAILABLE 
TO ME, AT LEAST 114 CHINESE HAD ARRIVED IN HIS COUNTRY SINCE 
BEGINNING TALKS. 67 ARRIVED BETWEEN SEPTEMBER 13, DATE OUR 
ANNOUNCEMENT AND DECEMBER 20. SINCE DECEMBER 20, A PERIOD 
DURING WHICH NOT SINGLE AMERICAN HAD BEEN RELEASED FROM HIS 
COUNTRY, MY INFORMATION WAS THAT AT LEAST 35 CHINESE HAD ARRIVED 
HIS COUNTRY. | HAD NO WAY KNOWING HOW MANY OTHERS MIGHT HAVE 
ARR! VED. 


68. | SAID AS FOR SITUATION REGARDING AMERICANS HIS COUNTRY, 
| COULD ONLY CONCLUDE WE WERE GOING BACKWARDS. SUBSEQUENT TO 
SEPTEMBER 10 HIS AUTHORITIES ON OCTOBER 27 ANNOUNCED RELEASE 
OF TWO AMERICAN PRISONERS. THREE WEEKS LATER ON NOVEMBER 17 
HIS AUTHORITIES ANNOUNCED RELEASE OF THREE AMERICANS. ABOUT 
ONE MONTH LATER ON DECEMBER 20 HIS AUTHORITIES ANNOUNCED 
RELEASE OF ONE AMERICAN. THIS WAS AVERAGE OF ABOUT ONE EVERY 
TWO WEEKS. MORE THAN TEN WEEKS HAVE PASSED SINCE DECEMBER 

20 AND IN THAT TIME NO AMERICAN BEEN RELEASED. | HAD EXTREMELY 
DIFFICULT TIME RECONCILING THIS WITH AGREEMENT SEPTEMBER 10 
WHICH SPECIFICALLY COVERED THESE AMERICANS AND RECONCILING 
THIS WITH A DESIRE TO BRING ABOUT IMPROVEMENT IN OUR RELATIONS 
OR WITH A DFSIRE TO OBTAIN GENUINELY CONSTRUCTIVE ACHIEVEMENTS 
IN THESE TALKS. IT CERTAINLY BORE NO RELATIONSHIP TO FACTS 
WITH REGARD TO FREE RETURN OF CHINESE TO THIS COUNTRY. 
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69. WANG SAID | HAD MADE COMPARISON BETWEEN NUMBER OF AMERICANS 


| WHO DEPARTED CHINA AND NUMBER OF CHINESE WHO DEPARTED U.S. 

| AND HAD STATED THAT DURING PERIOD SINCE OUR ANNOUNCEMENT MADE 
- ON SEPTEMBER 10 THAT 102 CHINESE HAD LEFT U.S.» ALTHOUGH THIS 
_ NUMBER OF CHINESE HAD COME OUT FROM U.S. EVEN THIS NUMBER 


: VERY UNSATISFACTORY TO THEM. IF WE MADE CALCULATION OF PROPORTION 
: OF PEOPLE RELEASED HE COULD SHOW ME THAT OF AMERICANS !N 
4 CATEGORY OF CRIMINALS ALONE 27 OF 41 BEEN RELEASED. NUMBER 
| OF RELEASED COMPRISES TWO-THIRDS OF NUMBER OF PEOPLE WHO WERE 
IN PRISON AND IN ADDITION THIS NUMBER CRIMINAL OFFENDERS RELEASED, 
THERE ARE AMERICANS IN OTHER CATEGORIES WHO HAVE LEFT CHINA. 
THESE ARE 16 IN NUMBER. AND IT CAN BE SEEN THAT ALMOST 
OVERWHELMING MAJORITY OF AMERICAN CRIMINAL OFFENDERS HAVE 
BEEN RELEASED. IF WE TAKE CHINESE STUDENTS ALONE, PUTTING 
| ASIDE QUESTION OTHER CHINESE NATIONALS IN U.S.» WE MAY TAKE 
a FIGURE OF 5,000 FOR THESE CHINESE STUDENTS. WHAT WOULD 
cs NUMBER OF 102 STUDENTS wHO HAVE COME OUT OF U.S. COMPARE WITH 
’ « TOTAL OF 5,000--WHAT RATIO WOULD IT MAKE? FROM THIS PROPORTION 

- 1T 1S QUITE CLEAR AS TO WHETHER MORE AMERICANS LEFT CHINA OR 

MORE CHINESE LEFT U.S. IS NOT THIS CLEAR INDEED? 
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70. | SAID PROPORTION PROPER TO TALK ABOUT IS THAT OF THOSE 
DESIRING TO RETURN. THERE WAS STILL NOT SLIGHTEST EVIDENCE 
ANY CHINESE DESIRING RETURN WAS BEING PREVENTED FROM DOING 
SO. NOW, ALMOST SIX MONTHS SINCE SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT, 
BOTH KNOW THERE ARE 13 DESIRING RETURN WHO ARE STILL BEING 
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PREVENTED FROM DO'NG SO ALTHOUGH IT WAS SAID THAT THEY COULD 
DO SO EXPEDITIOUSLY. 


71. WANG SAID | HAD TALKED OF PROPORTION OF PEOPLEWO DESIRED 
RETURN. THE 37 WHOSE CASES HE HAD RAISED WITH ME IN THESE 
MEETINGS WERE EXACTLY PEOPLE WHO DESIRED RETURN. THEY HAVE 

NOT AS YET GOTTEN ANY REPLY FROM ME CONCERNING THOSE WHO DESIRE 
RETURN BUT ARE IN PRISON IN U.S. HE STILL AWAITING MY ANSWER 
CONCERNING SITUATION CHINESE IMPRISONED U.S. 


72. | SAID | HAD TOLD HIM AGAIN AND AGAIN ANY CHINESE IN U.S. 
WHO FEELS OBSTRUCTED WAS ENTIRELY FREE COMMUNICATE INDIAN EMBASSY. 


73. WANG SAID THIS WAS ONLY ONE ASPECT OF QUESTION, THE OTHER 
WAS U.S. OBLIGATION GIVE ACCOUNTING THESE CHINESE IN PRISON. 


74. 1 SAID U.S. GOVERNMENT HAS OBLIGATION FAITHFULLY AND FULLY 
CARRY OUT PROVISIONS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. THIS U.S. HAS 
DONE AND WILL CONTINUE DO. 


15- WANG SAID IF THOSE PEOPLE WHO DESIRE RETURN STILL PREVENTED 
DOING SO AND UNABLE RETURN, HE COULD NOT CONSIDER U.S. GOVERNMENT 
CARRYING OUT FULLY OBLIGATION UNDER ANNOUNCEMENT. 


76. | ASKED WHETHER NEXT THURSDAY MARCH 8 WAS SATISFACTORY 
FOR NEXT MEETING. WANG AGREED. 


77. AFTER WE STOOD UP TO LEAVE, | ASKED IF HE WOULD SEND ME 
COPY OF THEIR PUBLiC STATEMENT. WANG SAID THAT 1F IT WERE 
MADE HE WOULD DO SO. 1 ASKED IF HE COULD GIVE ANY INDICATION 
AS TO TIME. WANG SAID HE HAD NONE. 
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Dear Alex: 


I will be going to the airport shortly after noon today to see 
the Secretary and WSR off for Karachi. We docnot anticipate any special 
administrative problem in handling the correspondence with you while 
they are away, although if a crisis sliould develop with time a cricial 
factor in connection with some important decision, obviously we will have 
something of an added problen, 

“We met with the Secretary yesterday afternoon. No particular 
decision was mde except to hold firm on the position we have clearly 
staked out. We believe it is a good and eminently defensible position. 
If Wang should precipitate a break, we believe we can more than hold 
our own in a public exchange. The Secretary feels that we may be able 
to do something with the Chinese rrisoner: question which could be 
helpful to our cause, wictekk at least from a public information standpoint 
later on. We have already sent you a copy of the letter Rated Feb. 26 
to the Attorney General requesting @ survey. We are not quite as inclined 
as you apparently are to discount entirely the possible utility of 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
American Consulate General, 
Geneve. 
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in prison. 

While it is probably an academic question, the Secretary did 
express the view that if Wang should request a recess of the talks 
during the next few weeks, we should raise no objection. It was the 
consensus that we should not propose any recess for the period of the 
Secretary's absence from Waskington. Wo new tack of any sort is planed 
for you to take during this period, but it was felt that it would be a 
mistake for us to propose @ recess. We understand your distasie for 
having to repeat ad nauscem the same old things, but it seems necessary 
under the circumstances. While it is naturally repellent and frustrating, 
we doubt whether it is harmful from the tactical standpoint in the given 
situation, 

Everyone agrees with your surmige that the Secretary my be 
presented <ith some sort of package proposal when he gets to Delhi. 
All the signs point this way. We anticipate that the Indians and the 
Chinese Communists my have sought to enlist at-least the moral support 
of several cf the SEATO powers for some sort of scheme which would 
involve the off-shore islands and a higher leve] meeting. The Secretary 
anticipates that the pressure on the off-shore islands question is going 
to be greatly stepped up in connection with the campaign for a higher 
level meting. He expecte to have a very full and frank review of this 
whole problem with the Generalissimo in Tgipei on March 16. Yousae8l 











; 


-3- 
The disposition here is to adhere to the position already stated on the 


higher level conference question. In this quesetéen the letter which | 


——— a een o~ = 





Senator George wrote to the Secretary last October was recalled yesterday. 
ih This is an important statement which is still believed to m= accurately 





represent the position of the majority of Congress in both parties. I 


So ae eR 


don't believe you were ever sent a copy of this letter. It is now 
enclosed. Moreover we are very mindful of our pledge to the GRC not to 
discuss matters involving its rights, claims or essential interests 
without its presence or concurrence. We find it difficult to visualise 
Chou En-lai sitting down at the same conference table with George Yeh 
and the Secretary. (Jou will be interested in ths enclosed article by 
Chalmers Roberts which appeared in today's Washington Post, ) 

Your good letters Nos. 22 and 23 of February 19 and 22 came together 
on February 27. They have been read with great interest by the usual 


of the United States 


inner circie. I am sorry that I was so guarded in my reference to the 
off-shore islands in my letter No. 30 of Februar; 13, that you missed 
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my meaning. Of course I had something more in mind than the obvious 
Aa 

truism that the offshore islands Sad,the Taiwan area,would be included 

in our renunciation of force draft. What I was trying to get over was 


eee 


ie 


ae 


an intimation that Public Law No. | would be more likely to come into 


the picture in the event of ,action limited to the off-shores after a 
rermnciation of force declaration, 
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Enelosed is a copy of Ralph Clough's conversation with Munsiff 
of the Indian Embassy on February 28. What Clough said is now somewhat 
outdated, since we have subsequently decided to semi copies of the 4greed 
Rnnouncement by registered mail, with return receipt requested, to each 
of the Chinese named by Wang at Geneva whom ve can identify and locate. 
We will be prepared to exhibit to the Indians as appropriate and desirable 
the signature of the Chinese on the return receipt. Sut we will be 
careful not to let the Indians see the U. 5. address of the individuals 
concerned. It will be a matter of princ‘sl¢ »2 0 us «© uretont these 
Chinese from possible Comamist pressure, ©; oct (brulcuns toodr 
whereaboute. 

Also enclosed is a copy of a tegegram from Mort Rosse the American 
Asiatic Underwriters’ representative here, to their represertative in 
Hong Kon; regarding the Charles Miner case. It now locks as if Miner 
may be able to get out fairly soon after a payment of an additional 
$6,000 of extortion money. We anticipete that Treasury will probably 
license this added sum, We have informed the British Sebassy and thay 
will ask O'Nell to hold off on any additional representation in Miner’ | 
behalf for the tins being in view of the more favorable prospect, 

It looks as if we my be heading a turning point of same kind 





in the talks. Our intuition to this effect is confirmed by your 157); 
of March 1, which unfortunately wes not distributed in the Department 
until after we met with the Secretary yesterday afternoon. But it has 
been called to his attention since then. 














I hope the flying weather between Geneva and Prague is better 


Good luck, and be assured that we are all with 
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Walter P, McConaughy 
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SENT DEPARTMENT 1587, REPEATED PRAGUE NIACT 2fhse of 
PRAGUE FOR AMBASSADOR JOHNSON. pirectien to °/! 
FROM OSBORN. 

3:30 p.m. todey Chinese Communist CONGEN released 1,500-word 
statement Ministry Foreign Affairs PRC. Copies sddressed An- 


bessedor Johnson delivered half-hour sheed. Presume Depertment 
receiving by ticker es releese made simultsneously Peiping. 


ricot 





Stetement perellels Weng's prepsred stetement lest meeting. 
Reiterates demend for Foreign Ministers’ conference, says 
"One cannot but deem that purpose of American side is to trick 
stetement out of Chinese side, then put off indefinite "ls ccran 
Ministers' conference so @s to meintein present stetus 
tion Taiwan, interference with China's liberetion coestel islends." 
Gives US two choices: If it is desired decléretion "Prarert; | 
mention Tsiwen dispute, must choose Chinese October 27 dreft; if 
it desired stetement not (repeat aos) mention Foreign Ministers' 
meeting, must choose December 1 dreft. 


Finel sentence: "Chinese side cannot agree to telks bei 
out es it is, nor cen it sllow telks be used by, ,US es tool to 
prevent Chine from exercising sovereign rights." 
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1. Re TOSEC 3. We believe our reply to Communist statement March 4 . ‘€ ef 2 


shovld be prompt and should consist merely of statement to press by Lincoln BS als 








L tk 
failure, however, even to mention that the Chinese Communists still hold 13, 0 


as follows: ——— . 
thite wtens—teotioring—Linest ee 
Se ele 

Olt ec. “ - 
QUOTE ee Ov |: 

| 
The Chinese Communist statement of March 4 contains nothing new. Its —6- 
1 


~ WN 
Americans in prison, despite their agreement of last September, that thoes “Ns 
¢ 
fmericans would be permitted "expeditiously" to exercise their right ‘to = 48.9 “hoe 


0) 
-- that these Americans are being held as political hostages. : s 





The reply which the United States made cn January 21 to a similar? be, —_— , . 
Chinese Communist statement of January 18 is equally applicable to the - OR 538 


Communist statement of March 4. The concluding paragraphs of that reply * “po: 3 


read as follows: = 
INNER\UOTE ie | 

1. Four months after the Communists announced that they would adopt ~ - 
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measures to permit Americans in China to return to the United States, 13 
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® Pare__2__of telegram to. Amembassy KARACHT TOSEC 
Cc lostifiestton 
e oe, ae 
Americans are still held in Communist prisons.. Be ea 
2. The United States proposed that the parties renounce “the pe use of % 
force without prejudice to the right of individual and collective self . ap me 


a ne 
defense against armed attack, in order that the discussions might take. es 


al 
ei 
place free from the threat of war. on : =} Bus 


* 
eo | 


3. The United States made clear that this renunciation would not * 


prejudice either side in the pursuit of its objectives and policies by | 


peaceful means, 


y 4. The Communists, while stating that they accept the principle of a 

3 the renunciation of force, have deprived such acceptance of its value by) aye S 
3 refusing to agree that it is without prejudre to the right of individual 3 
5 and collective self-defense against armed attack and that it is applicable 

5 to the Taiwan area. , e sen 3 
S In short, the Communists so far seem willing to renounce force only ~ ioe : ; 





if they sre first conceded the goals for which they would use force. ~~ Sg a : 


The United States, for its part, intends to persist in the way of = «sss. 
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expeditiously to retirn. We seek this not oniy for humanitarian reasons 
but because respect for international undertakings lies at the foundation : 
of a stable internationsl order. We shall also seek with perseyerence 
= a meaningful renunciation of force, particularly in the Taiwan area. 
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2. iie have requested Johnson to comment from Prague, sequal to 


on above proposed reply. 
Karachi. kequest your views /\pfideeopOO Ob DOURO ANION IIONOO TE 


3. We have repeated to you as TOSEC 7 Johnson's March 1 analysis. 


sitvation following last meeting. We believe he correctly states , simi 
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now confronting us. ' ‘4 - 3% an 


4. Proposed guidance to Johnson for March 8 meeting being sent — 


seperately. 
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a5 2. Restate US view that public statements, particularly those 
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3. Take up Communist March | statement item by item, answering it 
F with same type argumentation you have effectively used past meetings, 
lh. Press for Communist release of 13 Americans, emphasizing in- 


creasingly obvious Cormunist use of them as political hostages. 







5. Continue to reject Commmist demands for investigation status 
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individual Chinese in US in absence specific allegation of cboteustion: : 
Since Wang has specifically alleged that Tan Wen refused permission depart ee 
depart by INS, Department is investigating this case. FYI Department has oD 
requested INS discreetly obtain pertinent information on all Chinese , 


useful in event Wang alleges specific obstruction to departure or ine 
dividual should become center of public attention. EMM END FYI % 

6. Inform Wang that Department will send copies Agreed Announcement.” f 
by registered mail to 37 Chinese named by him if current addresses can. ‘s a 
be found, Remind him that no case of Chinese claiming obstruction in : ih gs e | 
departure has been brovght to Department by Indian Enbassy. e 
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5B samen oN 
pc ~ FROM JOHNSON ~ 
co 1. Two-hour 25 minute meeting this morning with no (repeat 1 
BSG no) change. o 
a ei Kn 
5 | e. Wang was obviously marking time and refused to respond 0) 
: to or be drawn into discussion on renuncietion. 
2) 
- , 3. In context making points DEPTEL 1718 repeated Kerachi 
rn | TOSEC 13, I also characterized his position at last meeting 
Ss and CHICOM March 4 statement as constituting retrogression 
r : from apparent previous position and stated my understanding 
4 their present position was they refused to renounce force 





pe even temporarily with respect Taiwan area unless US first 

‘ agrees to Foreign Minister reeting and that this logically. 

3 ‘ leads question what new conditions and prerequisites would? 
be presented in connection with Foreign Minister meeting, -thet 
is, would they consider renunciation binding only up to and 
during such cot be and if meeting did not result complete 
concession their views would they then consider themselves - 
free use force? Such position is complete perversion renun- 
ciation force principle and glaring reversion to war-like , 
ultimata and holding negotiations under threat by one party 
of initiating hostilities in absence peaceful surrender by: 3 + 
other party. Contrasted with US position particularly as , ® ie 
set forth in Januery 21 and March 6 statements stressing ~ ~ 
last paragraph both statements. hry 
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3.* Wang completely failed respond these points steting 
respective positions fully developed last 20 meeti and 
their views set forth their Merch 4 statement to which 

he hed nothing to edd. Hoped next meeting I would make 
choice between their two drefts. i noped he would correct 
me if my foregoing stetement their position in error. 


4, I made very strong statement on implementation, chserec- 
terizing situation in this field also as retro —— Sr 
CHICOM receding to same positions they held befo ed 
ennouncement oem with respect Americans in Chine os Chinese 
in US. During »ourse in 7 and take I seid, “insofer es 
desires your “Roverancnt with respect to our talks here ere 
concerned, policy continuing to hold 13 as political hostages 
cen only be counterproductive". 


5. He renewed usual charges concerning US "obstruction", 
repeated demand for accounting for names he had given me, 

and Chinese in US, and alle interception mail from 
families to Chinese in US, and alleged requirement Chinese 
apply permanent residence or obtain Taiwan entry permits. In 
latter connection made and reiterated charge US interferred 
in Indian Embassy desire make public statement. When I 
replied US does not have to agree or disagree to Indian 
Embassy making any public statement it desires within proper 
sphere its activities diplomatic mission. He said "atmosphere 
here appears to be somewhat different that in Washington". 


6. In rebuttal my continued stress on 13 he said if they 
covered by agreed announcement Chinese US prisons were 
covered and renewed his demand for "accounting". 

7. Next meeting Thursday March 15. 

8. Proceeding Prague tomorrow morning returning Tuesday. 
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l. Wang's performance today's meeting confirmed my previous 

‘ feeling they awaiting assessment success their efforts in- 
fluence us through January 18 and March 4 statements and 
probably more importantly through GOI during Secretary's visit. 


LS 


2. Before dsciding next move they may only await reports they 
receive on any discussion this subject during Secretary's visit 
New Delhi or possibly they may wait to see if any new moves our 
part following completion Secretary's FE trip. 


of the United States 


3. They are retaining flexibility of action with regard con- 
tinuation talks but have left selves very littdeée cy me pt 

on text any renunciation force declaration in absence Unit 

States concession on Foreign Minister's meeting. However, de- 
pendent on what reports they receive from New Delhi they may 

well make move towards break or even carry out break at next - 
meeting. Ps 2 
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1. | OPENED 40TH MEETING BY TELLING WANG | HAD GIVEN VERY 
CAREFUL STUDY TO POSITION OF HIS GOVERNMENT AS OUTLINED IN HIS 
STATEMENTS AT OUR LAST MEETING AND HIS GOVERNMENT'S PUBLIC 
STATEMENT OF MARCH 4. 1 CONTINUED FROM PREPARED STATEMENT: 


A. | HAVE SEARCHED HARD FOR SOME EVIDENCE THAT YOUR GOVERNMENT 
1S GENUINELY WILLING TO RESPOND TO PROPOSAL OF MY GOVERNMENT 
FOR RENUNCIATION OF FORCE=-PROPOSAL THAT MEETS ASPIRATIONS 

OF PEOPLES OF ALL POLITICAL PERSUASIONS THROUGHOUT WORLD, 

WHO SEEK AN END TO DISCREDITED AND OUTMODED MEANS OF 

ATTEMPTING SETTLE DISPUTES BY AN APPEAL TO FORCE. 


B. ESSENTIAL PURPOSE OF MY PROPOSAL WAS TO REMOVE OVERHANGING 
THREAT OF APPEAL TO FORCE BY ONE SIDE AND THUS MAKE POSSIBLE 
FREE DISCUSSION DIFFERENCES AND SEARCH FOR THEIR FAIR AND 
EQUITABLE SOLUTION BY PEACEFUL MEANS. | HAD FELT THAT IN 

SPITE OUR DIFFICULTIES WE WERE LARGELY IN AGREEMENT IN 
PRINCIPLE AND THAT WITH SINCERE DESIRE BOTH SIDES MAKE PROGRESS 
THERE WAS REAL HOPE OF NARROWING AND FINALLY ELIMINATING 

OUR AREA OF DISAGREEMENT. | HAVE BEEN DOING MY BEST TO APPROAC 
MATTER FROM THIS STANDPOINT AND TO SPEND WHATEVER TIME WAS 
REQUIRED IN PATIENT EFFORT TO CLEAR UP MISUNDERSTANDINGS 

AND TO REMOVE DOUBTS. 


C. HOWEVER, | FIND YOUR STATEMENT AT OUR LAST MEETING AND 
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INTENTIONALLY OR UNINTENTIONALLY DRAGGING OUR TALKS ON THIS 
SUBJECT BACKWARDS. 


D. | HOPE THAT THIS TREND CAN BE PROMPTLY REVERSED AND THAT - 
WE CAN AGAIN MOVE FORWARD. 1! DO NOT BELIEVE THAT WAY TO 
PROGRESS LiES IN ISSUANCE OF ULTIMATA, AND IN PARTICULAR 

| DO NOT BELIEVE THAT PUBLIC STATEMENTS SUCH AS THAT ISSUED 


BY YOUR GOVERNMENT ON MARCH 4 CAN CONTRIBUTE TO PROGRESS WE 
SEEK. 


E. AS | UNDERSTAND POSITION YOU SET FORTH AT OUR LAST MEETING 
YOU CATEGORICALLY ASSERT THAT ONLY MEANS OF PEACEFULLY DISCUSSING 
AND SETTLING OUR DISPUTES IN TAIWAN AREA IS BY MEETING OF 

OUR RESPECTIVE FOREIGN MINISTERS. 


F. ALSO, AS | UNDERSTAND YOUR POSITION, YOU REFUSE TO 

RENOUNCE FORCE, EVEN TEMPORARILY, WITH RESPECT TO OUR DISPUTE 

IN THE TAIWAN AREA, UNLESS MY GOVERNMENT FIRST AGREES WITH 

YOUR GOVERNMENT'S CONTENTION THAT ONLY MEANS OF DISCUSSING 

AND SETTLING THIS DISPUTE IS BY MEETING OF OUR FOREIGN MINISTERS. 


G. ESTABLISHMENT OF THIS PREREQUISITE AND CONDITION WITH 
RESPECT TO RENUNCIATION OF FORCE IN TAIWAN AREA LOGICALLY 
LEADS TO QUESTION OF WHAT NEW CONDITIONS AND PREREQUISITES 
WOULD BE PRESENTED IN CONNECTION WITH SUCH MEETING. FOR 
EXAMPLE, WOULD YOU CONSIDER SUCH A RENUNCIATION OF FORCE 
BINDING ONLY UP TO AND DURING HOLDING OF SUCH MEETING? IF 
MEETING DID NOT RESULT IN COMPLETE CONCESSION TO YOUR VIEWS 
WOULD YOUR GOVERNMENT THEN CONSIDER ITSELF FREE TO USE FORCE? 
ANY SUCH POSITION WOULD, OF COURSE, BE COMPLETE PERVERSION OF 
PRINCIPLE OF RENUNCIATION OF FORCE AND SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES 


, BY PEACEFUL MEANS. 1!T WOULD BE MOST GLARING REVERSION TO 


PRACTICE OF WAR=LIKE ULTIMATA AND HOLDING OF NEGOTIATIONS 
UNDER THREAT BY ONE PARTY OF INITIATING HOSTILITIES IN ABSENCE 
OF PEACEFUL SURRENDER BY OTHER PARTY. 
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H. | THUS F!ND YOUR PRESENT POSITION DIFFICULT TO RECONCILE 

WITH YOUR PREVIOUS APPARENT ACCEPTANCE OF AT LEAST SOME OF 

PRINCIPLES OF MY PROPOSAL OF OCTOBER 8. 1 ALSO FIND IT HARD 

TO RECONCILE YOUR PRESENT POSITION EVEN WITH YOUR DECEMBER 

1 DRAFT AS | HAD UNDERSTOOD IT. | THOUGHT THAT YOU HAD ASSURED 

ME THAT YOUR DECEMBER 1 DRAFT DID COVER SITUATION IN TAIWAN 

AREA. | DID NOT RECALL YOUR HAVING STATED IT COVERED OUR 

DISPUTE THERE ONLY ON CONDITION THAT WE AGREED TO FOREIGN 

MINISTER'S MEETING. IN FACT, AS | RECALL IT, YOU OFTEN SAID 

THAT YOU WERE ESTABLISHING NO CONDITIONS OR PREREQUISITES. 
NOW, IN STATEMENT ISSUED BY YOUR AUTHORITIES ON MARCH 4, | 
FIND DEMAND FOR FOREIGN MINISTER'S MEETING STATED NOT ONLY : 
AS CONDITION, BUT IN TERMS APPROACHING AN ULTIMATUM. 


of the United States 
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|, YOU WILL NOTE THAT IN NECESSARY STATEMENT OF REPLY MADE 
BY MY GOVERNMENT iT CAREFULLY AVOIDED ANY SUCH ASPECT, AND | 
HAVE AND WILL CONTINUE TO AVOID SUCH ASPECTS HERE FOR | AM 
CONVINCED THAT THEY CANNOT CONTRIBUTE TO THAT PEACEFUL 
SETTLEMENT OF OUR DISPUTES WHICH WE CONTINUE TO SEEK. 
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J. POSITION OF MY GOVERNMENT WAS CAREFULLY AND SOBERLY SET 
FORTH IN ITS STATEMENT OF JANUARY 21 AND IN 1 TS RESPONSE 

YOUR GOVERNMENT'S STATEMENT OF MARCH 4 COPIES OF WHICH YOU 
HAVE. | WANT PARTICULARLY TO STRESS CLOSING WORDS OF BOTH 

OF THESE STATEMENTS. "UNITED STATES FOR ITS PART, INTENDS 

TO PERSIST IN WAY OF PEACE. WE SEEK NOW OVERDUE FULFILLMENT 
BY YOUR GOVERNMENT OF YOUR UNDERTAKING THAT AMERICANS IN YOUR 


COUNTRY SHOULD 
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COUNTRY SHOULD BE ALLOWED EXPEDITIOUSLY TO RETURN. WE SEEK 
THIS NOT ONLY FOR HUMANITARIAN REASCNS BUT BECAUSE RESPECT 

FOR INTERNATIONAL UNDERTAKINGS LIES AT FOUNDATION OF STABLE 
INTERNATIONAL ORDER. we SHALL ALSO SEEK WITii PERSEVERANCE 

A MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION OF FORCE, PARTICULARLY IN TAIWAN 

AREA.” 


2. WANG SAID WE HAVE SPENT MUCH TIME IN OUR DISCUSSIONS FOR 


REACHING AGREEMENT ON ISSUANCE OF DECLARATION ON RENUNCIATION 
OF FORCE. THEY HAVE MADE VERY CLEAR VIEWS OF THEIR SIDE IN 
ALL OUR PREVIOUS MEETINGS. HIS GOVERNMENT HAD RECENTLY 
ISSUED PUBLIC STATEMENT IN WHICH POSITION HIS SIDE ALSO VERY 
CLEARLY SET FORTH. THIS ALLOWED NO MISUNDERSTANDING OR 
DELIBERATE MISINTERPRETATION BY ANYONE. 


3. WANG SAID AT LAST MEETING HE HAD INDICATED THAT IF THERE 
WERE GENUINE DESIRE FOR AGREEMENT ON DECLARATION THEIR TWO 
DRAFTS WERE THERE=--THAT IS, THEIR OCTOBER 27 AND DECEMBER 1 
DRAFTS--AND HE HAD INDICATED ANY THESE WOULD HAVE SERVED FOR 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN US, AND HE ASKED THAT | MAKE CAREFUL CHOICE 
EITHER THESE TWO DRAFTS. THEIR DECEMBER 1! AND OCTOBER 27 
DRAFTS WERE CONSISTENT AND THERE WAS NOTHING WHICH COULD BE 
TERMED INCONSISTENT BETWEEN THOSE TWO DRAFTS. THEIR DRAFT 
DID NOT IN ITSELF SET FORTH ANY PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS. 


4, WANG SAID THEREFORE AS HE SAW IT IF WE WERE TO MAKE 
DECLARATION AT ALL WE WOULD HAVE TO BE CLEAR ON THREE POINTS. 
FIRST, SUCH A DECLARATION MUST BE ON EQUAL FOOTING AND BE 
RECIPROCAL. SECOND, SUCH DECLARATION MUST NOT PREJUDICE THE 
SOVEREIGN RIGHTS OF ANY OF PARTIES. FINALLY, SUCH A 
DECLARATION MUST BE ACCEPTABLE BOTH SIDES. THEIR OBJECTIONS 
MY PREVIOUS DRAFTS HAD ALL BEEN BASED ON GROUNDS MY DRAFTS 
DID NOT CONFORM WITH THREE POINTS MENTIONED ABOVE. 


5- WANG SAID HE HAD CAREFULLY STUDIED STATEMENT ISSUED BY 
DEPARTMENT ON MARCH 7 AND EXAMINED THAT STATEMENT IN ACCORDANCE 


WITH THREE PRINCIPLES ABOVE BUT FAIL FIND IN THAT STATEMENT 
ANY REPLY THEIR QUESTIONS MENTIONED ABOVE. IN SAME WAY THEY 


FOUND SELVES 
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FOUND SELVES DISAPPOINTED WITH MY OPENING STATEMENT THiS MORNING 


BECAUSE HE DID NOT FIND ANYTH: -G IN iT WHICH COULD LEAD US 
FORWARD OR WHICH COULD CONTR!BUTE OUR PROGRESS. 
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6. WANG SAID WE HAVE NOW COME TO STAGE OUR DISCUSSIONS IN 
WHICH NOT A QUESTION OF SETTING FORTH RESPECTIVE VIEWS BECAUSE 
THESE VIEWS BEEN MADE CLEAR IN COURSE DISCUSSION. IT WOULD 

BE VERY DIFFICULT FOR DISCUSSIONS GET FORWARD IF AT EVERY 
MEETING WE SHOULD REPEATEDLY SET FORTH VIEWS WHICH BEEN SET 
FORTH BEFORE. WE HAD IN FRONT US TASK OF RESOLVING QUESTION 
REGARDING DECLARATION. 


7- WANG SAID HE NOTED | HAD STATED DESIRE FOR OUR DISPUTES 
BEING SETTLED PEACEFUL MEANS AND FOR NARROWING DOWN AREA 
DISAGREEMENT. IF THIS CASE, THEN SHOULD WE NOT MAKE GENUINE 
EFFORT AND GET ON TO AGREEMENT ON BASIS DRAFTS HE HAD 

ADVANCED? IF ONE SHOULD, ON ONE HAND, CLAIM DESIRE FOR SOLUTION 
BUT ON OTHER HAND REFUSE TOUCH ON SUBJECT OF DECLARATION 

ITSELF, HOW COULD WE MAKE ANY PROGRESS? THEY CONSIDER THERE 

NO POINT IN GOING ON IN THIS WAY BY REPEATING ALL OUR 

PREVIOUS GROUND. 


8. | SAID | HAD TRIED THIS MORNING NOT TO REPEAT PREVIOUS 

GROUND. | HAD TRIED DURING THESE WEEKS OBTAIN REAL UNDERSTANDING 
H!S POSITION IN ORDER WE COULD MAKE PROGRESS. AS HE HERE 

AND AS HIS GOVERNMENT IN ITS STATEMENT OF MARCH 4 AGAIN PERSISTED 
IN CONFUSING DISCUSSION OF MERITS OUR DISPUTES, WHICH BELONGS 

AT LATER STAGE, WITH OUR IMMEDIATE TASK OF DECLARATION 

RENOUNCING USE FORCE, | FOUND VERY DIFFICULT GET AT HIS EXACT 
POSITION THIS LATTER AND ESSENTIAL QUESTION. WAY TO UNDERSTANDING 
BETWEEN US WAS, IN THESE TALKS AND IN PRIVACY THIS ROOM, 
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CONFIDENTIAL 
-2- 1615, MARCH 8, 8 P.M. (SECTION THREE OF SEVEN) FROM GENEVA 
TO TRY MEET AND UNDERSTAND EACH OTHERS POINTS VIEW. 


9. | SAID | HAD IN MY OPENING STATEMENT THIS MORNING SET 

FORTH JUST AS SIMPLY AND CLEARLY AS | CAPABLE MY VERY FRANK 
UNDERSTANDING HIS POSITION. | ASKED SOME SIMPLE AND 
STRAIGHTFORWARD QUESTIONS, NOT WITH DESIRE ENGAGING IN CONTROVERSY 
BUT WITH VERY HONEST DESIRE OF ATTEMPTING UNDERSTAND FULLY 

HIS POSITION. 


10. | SAID | DISAPPOINTED HE HAD NOT ANSWERED THESE QUESTIONS. 
HE HAD SPOKEN OF MISINTERPRETATION HIS POSITION. IF IN FACT 

| HAD MISINTERPRETED IT | WOULD APPRECIATE HIS TELLING ME 

WHERE . 


11. WANG SAID IF AT PRESENT STAGE WE STILL TALKING ABOUT 
UNDERSTANDING EACH OTHERS POSITION !N ORDER HELP IN PROGRESS 
HE WOULD SAY WE HAD ADEQUATE UNDERSTANDING BECAUSE WE HAD 

HELD 20 MEETINGS OUR DISCUSSIONS ALREADY AND THESE 20 MEETINGS 
SPENT SOLELY IN EXPLAINING EACH OTHERS POSITIONS. IF ANYONE 
WANTED GENUINELY SEEK UNDERSTAND POINTS VIEW OTHER SIDE IT 
WOULD NOT TAKE 20 MEETINGS DO SO. 


12. WANG SAID AS FAR AS POSITION HIS SIDE CONCERNED, THEIR 
POSITION BEEN ALWAYS CLEAR. AND THEIR POSITION EMBODIED IN 
TWO DRAFTS WHICH THEY HAD PRESENTED. ALL QUESTIONS RAISED 

BY ME BEEN ANSWERED THESE TWO DRAFTS. | ENTIRELY FREE MAKE 
CHOICE BETWEEN THESE TWO. 


13. WANG SAID AGAIN STATEMENT HE MADE LAST MEETING ALSO 
SUFFICIENTLY CLARIFIED AND SET FORTH THEIR VIEWS. THERE NOTHING 
UNCLEAR IN IT. THERE NOTHING CONCEALED IN IT. IF | CONSIDERED 
WE OUGHT MAKE DECLARATION AT ALL, THEN | SHOULD MAKE CHOICE 
EITHER OF TWO DRAFTS THEY HAD PRESENTED. 


V4. 31 SAID | INCLINED AGREE HIS STATEMENTS WERE FAIRLY CLEAR. 


AND | HAD SET FORTH THIS MORNING WHAT | THOUGHT THEY CLEARLY 
SAID. | HOPING | WAS WRONG OR THAT | HAD POSSIBLY NOT UNDERSTOOD 
THEM. FOR THEY SEEMED ME TO BE LONG WAYS FROM CLEAR 

RENUNCIATION FORCE AND PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES. 


15. | SAID 
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15. | SAID | HOPED HE WOULD STUDY INTERPRETATION | HAD PLACED 
ON IT THIS MORNING AND IF | WRONG ANY RESPECT THAT HE WOULD 
CLARIFY AT NEXT MEETING. JF HE NOTHING MORE ON THIS THIS 
MORNING, | HAD ANOTHER MATTER WOULD LIKE BRING UP. 


16. WANG SAID HE HAD STATED HIS VIEWS REGARDING OPENING STATEMENT 
| MADE THIS MORNING. IN MY OPENING STATEMENT THIS MORNING 
| HAD AGAIN REPEATED PREVIOUS OLD TUNE. ALL ARGUMENTS 


ADVANCED BY ME IN OPENING STATEMENT BEEN REFUTED OUR PREVIOUS 
MEETINGS. 


17. WANG SAID AS HE HAD STATED, IF | STILL THOUGHT WE SHOULD 
MAKE DECLARATION AT ALL THEN THERE WERE TWO DRAFTS OF THEIR 
SIDE AND ! ENTIRELY FREC DETERMINE ON EITHER THEM. BOTH THESE 


DRAFTS CONTAINED REASONABLE PRINCIPLES FOR SETTLEMENT OUR 
DISPUTES. jo 


18. WANG SAID IF | NOT IN POSITION DETERMINE ON ONE THESE 
DRAFTS WE WOULD BETTER LEAVE IT UNTIL NEXT MEETING WHEN HE 


HOPED | WOULD DO SO. IF JI HAD ANYTHING ELSE BRING UP, HE 
PREPARED LISTEN. 
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19. | THEN READ PREPARED STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION: | 

HAVE SPOKEN THIS MORNING OF WHAT APPEARED TO ME TO BE SOMETHING 
LIKE REVERSE TREND IN OUR DISCUSSIONS UNDER SECOND ITEM OF 

OUR AGENDA, IT IS HARD TO AVOID DRAWING PARALLEL BETWEEN THAT 
SITUATION AND SITUATION WITH RESPECT TO OUR FIRST ITEM, 

RETURN OF CIVILIANS DESIRING TO DO SO, 


A, IN ORDER TO DISPOSE OF MATTER OF RETURN OF CIVILIANS, 
WE WORKED OUT AN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT RECOGNIZING RIGHT TO 
CIVILIANS DESIRING TO DO SO TO RETURN TO THEIR RESPECTIVE 
COUNTRIES, {IT SPECIFIED THAT MEASURES WOULD BE OR HAD BEEN 
ADOPTED TO PERMIT OUR RESPECTIVE CIVILIANS EXPEDITIOUSLY TO 
EXERCISE THAT RIGHT, WE WORKED OUT THIRD PARTY ARRANGEMENT, 
IN ORDER FULLY TO MEET YOUR POINT OF VIEW, AS AN ASSURANCE 
IN IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREEMENT, 


B, OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT NOT ONLY EXPRESSED SUBJECTIVE 
INTENT OF OUR TWO GOVERNMENTS TO ALLOW CIVILIANS TO RETURN 
FREELY AND EXPEDITIOUSLY WHEN THEY DESIRED TO DO SO; IT ALSO 
PROVIDED THIRD PARTY ARRANGEMENT AS MEANS OF MAKING OBJECTIVE 
TEST OF WHETHER THIS INTENT WAS IN FACT BEING CARRIED OUT, 
FOR WHILE, OUR AGREEMENT SEEMED TO BE PRODUCING SOME RESULTS, 
APPARENT INTENT OF YOUR GOVERNMENT TO ALLOW AMERICANS TO 
DEPART SEEMED TO BE EVIDENCED BY ANNOUNCEMENT OF RELEASE 

OF NUMBERS OF AMERICANS FORMERLY DETAINED, 


C, THEN, GRADUALLY, YOUR COUNTRY STARTED TO BEHAVE AS THOUGH 


YOUR AGREED 
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YOUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT HAD NEVER BEEN ISSUED, FIRST, AS 
REGARDS AMERICANS IN YOUR COUNTRY, YOU BEGAN TO IGNORE PLAIN 
FACT THAT YOU WERE RESPONSIBLE, UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 
TO ADOPT MEASURES PERMITTING THEM EXPEDITIOUSLY TO EXERCISE 
THEIR RIGHT TO RETURN, YOU IGNORED, OR TURNED AS!DE WITH 
FLIMSY EXCUSES, OBJECTIVE AND REASONABLE STATEMENTS OF U,K, 
CHARGE WHEN HE POINTED OUT THAT RETURN OF THESE AME’ICANS WAS 
BEING OBSTRUCTED, 


D, THEN AS REGARDS CHINESE IN UNITED STATES, YOU STARTED 

TO REVERT TO SAME POSITION YOU HELD IN OUR EARLY MEETINGS IN 
AUGUST, YOU ALLEGED THAT UNITED STATES HAD INSTITUTED MEASURES 
TO PREVENT CHINESE WHO DESIRED TO RETURN FROM DOING SO, 

YOU MADE THESE ALLEGATIONS PARTLY ON BASIS OF CERTAIN ENTIRELY 
NORMAL AND PROPER REQUIREMENTS OF MY GOVERNMENT APPLICABLE, 

NOT TO CHINESE WHO DecSIRED TO RETURN, BUT TO CHINESE--OR TO 
ANY OTHER ALIEN--WHO DESIRED TO STAY IN U.S, PARTLY, YOUR 
ALLEGATIONS SEEM TO HAVE BEEN BASED ON NO MORE THAN SUPPOS!TION 
THAT ALL CHINESE IN U,S, DESIRE TO RETURN, AND THAT THEREFORE 
FAILURE OF ANY CHINESE TO RETURN IS OF ITSELF EVIDENCE OF 
OBSTRUCT ION, 


E, MORE SERIOUSLY, YOU MADE THESE ALLEGATIONS IN APPARENT 
DISREGARD OF THIRD PARTY ARRANGEMENT, TO WHICH WE BOTH 
AGREED IN MAKING OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, THIS ARRANGEMENT 
PROVIDES AN OBJECTIVE TEST OF WHETHER IN FACT CHINESE FEEL 
THEY ARE BEING PREVENTED FROM LEAVING MY COUNTRY, BY THIS . 
OBJECTIVE TEST, | THINK IT IS EVIDENT THAT CHINESE IN U,S, 
DO NOT CONSIDER THAT THEY ARE BEING PREVENTED FROM LEAVING, 


F, YOU NEVERTHELESS ALLEGE THAT SOME CHINESE ARE BEING 
PREVENTED FROM LEAVING, AND YOU HAVE GIVEN ME NAMES OF 37 
PERSONS WHO YOU SAY FALL INTO THAT CATEGORY, MY COUNTRY HAS 
ALREADY FULLY COMPLIED WITH TERMS OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AS 


REGARDS THESE 
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REGARDS THESE 37 PERSONS, AS WELi AS ALL OTHER CHINESE IN 
U.S, MOST IMPORTANT AND ESSENTIAL THING 1S THAT ANY OF 
THESE 37, OR ANY OTHER CHINESE IN MY COUNTRY, IF THEY DESIRE 
TO RETURN, CAN EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT RETURN YOUR COUNTRY WHENEVER 
THEY CHOOSE AND EXPEDITIOUSLY AS THEY CHOOSE, NEXT MOST 
\MPORTANT AND ESSENTIAL THING 1S THAT ANY THESE PERSONS WHO 

FEELS HE BEING OBSTRUCTED FROM DEPARTING CAN COMMUNICATE WITH 
'NDIAN EMBASSY, | HAVE INFORMED YOU REPEATEDLY AND IN DETAIL 

OF WIDE PUBLICITY GIVEN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT MY COUNTRY IN 
ACCORDANCE TERMS ANNOUNCEMENT, HOWEVER, IN VIEW YOUR ALLEGATIONS 
THESE 37 PERSONS, MY GOVERNMENT WILLING GO BEYOND MATTER .- OF 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND ENSURE THAT EACH THEM, INSOFAR AS 
CAN BE POSITIVELY IDENTIFIED, HAS COPY OF FULL TEXT ANNOUNCEMENT, 
ALSO DESIRE INFORM YOU MEDICAL CASE HISTORY LIU YUNG-MING IS, 
ACCORDANCE YOUR REQUEST, BEING TRANSM!TTED BY AMERICAN RED 


Att 





| 0} pemmiey eg yer}: 


“CROSS TO YOUR RED CROSS SOCIETY, ; 





G, | WOULD LIKE ASK YOU JUST HOW FAR YOU PREPARED GO IN 
COMPLYING TERMS OUR AGREEMENT WITH REGARD AMERICANS YOUR 
COUNTRY, CAN YOU ASSURE ME EACH OF 13 AMERICANS WHOSE NAMES 
| GIVEN YOU AND WHO DO INDISPUTEBLY DESIRE RETURN CAN NOW 


EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE RIGHT RETURN? 
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20. WANG SAID STATEMENT BY DEPARTMENT STATE OF MARCH 7 AS 
WELL AS MY STATEMENT THIS MORNING HAD AGAIN RAISED QUESTION 
13 AMERICANS, THEY THOUGHT SUCH MANNER OF RAISING QUESTION 
NOT IN CONFORMITY TRUTH AND INTENDED STIR UP ARGUMENT, 


( 21. WANG SAID IT PRECISELY ATTEMPT USE THIS QUESTION AS 
PRETEXT COVER UP FACT OBSTRUCTION AGAINST RETURN CHINESE 
IN U.S. IT PRECISELY CHINESE SIDE INSTEAD U.S, SIDE WHICH 


FEELS HIGHLY DISSATISFIED WITH SITUATION RETURN ITS CIVILIANS, 


22. WANG SAID IT TRUE WE HAD AGREEMENT ON RETURN CIVILIANS 
AND THIS AGREEMENT PROVIDED FOR EXPEDITIOUS RETURN THOSE 


CIVILIANS WWHO DESIRED DO SO, IT ALSO TRUE WE HAD AGREED ONR 


THIRD NATION ARRANGEMENT IN ORDER INSURE SMOOTH RETURN 
CIVILIANS AND IMPLEMENTATION PROVISIONS THIS AGREEMENT, 


ALL THESE ARRANGEMENTS BEEN MADE WITH VIEW EXPEDITING ADOPTION 


MEASURES PERMITTING CIVILIANS RETURN, 


23- WANG SAID HOWEVER EVER SINCE ANNOUNCEMENT AGREEMENT THEY 
‘ NOT SEEN ADOPTION BY U.S, GOVERNMENT OF MEASURES TO EXPEDITE 


RETURN HIS CIVILIANS, INSTEAD U.S. HAD ADOPTED MEASURES WHICH 


FORCIBLY REQUIRED CHINESE OBTAIN ENTRY PERMITS TAIWAN IN 
ORDER OBSTRUCT RETURN THESE CIVILIANS HIS SIDE, AND WHAT 


IS MORE U.S, HAD KURTHER ADOPTED MEASURES TO FORCIBLY REQUIRE 


CHINESE IN U.S, APPLY PERMANENT RESIDENCE, 


24. WANG SAID INDIA AS THIRD NATION HAD NOT BEEN IN POSITION 
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DISTRIBUTE TEXTS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT THEIR CIVILIANS IN U.S, 
AND HAD NOT BEEN ALLOWED EVEN MAKE ANNOUNCEMENT REGARDING 
FORCIBLE REQUIREMENT OF OBTAINING ENTRY PERMITS TAIWAN 
IMPOSED BY U.S. ON CHINESE CIVILIANS, 


25. WANG SAID FURTHERMORE IN SPITE FACT | HAD MADE ASSURANCES 
ALL ALONG IN PREVIOUS MEETINGS THAT CHINESE IN U.S. 1 HAVE 
FREEDOM COMMUNICATE, THEY FOUND IN CASE MR, LU CHO. U: SON 

LU CHIH WEI FORMER PRESIDENT YENCHING, HIS FAMILY HAD ¥T}TTEN 
20 LETTERS HIM BUT HE RECEIVED ONLY TWO, REMAINDER BFEN 
INTERCEPTED BY U.S. IN U.S. TERMS, CAN THIS Ne “ALLED FREEDOM 
OF COMMUNICATION? wu 6G 


26, WANG SAID AND THEN OF 103 <HINESE STUDENIS THEY HAD 
DISCUSSED PREVIOUSLY, 32 Tit! STILL NOT RETURNED, 


27~ WANG SAID AS REGARDS 37 PERSONS WHOSE NAMES HE HAE GIVEN 
ME PREVIOUS MEETINGS, | HAD NOT BEEN ABLE UP TO NOW GIVE 
ACCOUNTING THEM AS TO WHETHER U.S, GOVERNMENT WILL NO LONGER 
( OBSTRUCT THEM. I HAD STATED ''.S, GOVERNMENT WOULD BE WILLING 
FURNISH EACH OF 37 WITH COPY TEXT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
HOWEVER FAILURE OF RETURN THOSE37 WAS NOT JUST QUESTION THEIR 
LACK INFORMATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT BUT BECAUSE OF DELIBERATE 
OBSTRUCTION OFFERED BY CONCERNED U.S. AGENCIES WHICH PREVENTING 
THEIR RETURN, THEREFORE NO MATTER HOW U.S, TRIED TO EXCUSE 
| SELF ON QUESTION RETURN CHINESE IN U.S., JF NO DEFINITE ACCOUNTING 
FORTHCOMING WITH REGARD QUESTIONS HE HAD R&ISED, HOW COULD 
POSSIBLY BELIEVE U.U. WAS IN FACT IMPLEMENT NG AGREEMENT? 
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28. WANG SAID QUESTION BEFORE US WAS WHETHER’ U.S. HAD 

ALREADY ADOPTED MEASURES TO REMOVE FORCIBLE REQUIREMENT FOR 
CHINESE IN U.S, TO OBTAIN TAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS? QUESTION 

WAS WHETHER U.S. WOULD ADOPT MEASURES TO REMOYE SUCH REQUIREMENTS 
AS FORCIBLY REQUIRING CHINESE IN U.S, OBTAIN FERMIT FOR LONG- 
TERM RESIDENCE U.S. QUESTION WAS WHETHER U.S, WOULD NO LONGER 
OBSTRUCT INDIAN EMBASSY IN U.S, FROM MAKING ANNOUNCEMENT THIS 
REGARD, QUESTION WAS WHETHER U.S, WOULD STOP (INTERCEPT ING 

MAIL OF CHINESE IN U.S., WHICH WAS AGAINST PRACTICE OF 

CIVILIZED NATIONS, THIS WAS PRACTICE OF SECRET POLICE, 
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QUESTION WAS ALSO WHETHER U.S, WOULD BE WILLING MAKE INQUIRY 
INTO CASES PA HAD RAISED IN ORDER REMOVE ALL EXCUSES FOR 
OBSTRUCTING RETURN THESE CASES, 


29. WANG SAID I HAD AGAIN THIS MORNING RAISED CHARGE REGARDING 
13 AMERICANS IMPRISONED CHINA AND STATEMENT AMERICAN DEPARTMENT 
STATE ALSO RAISED THIS MATTER, NOW THEY EXACTLY WOULD LIKE 

ASK U.S. AS TO HOW MANY CHINESE IMPRISONED IN U.S, THESE 
PEOPLE BEING KEPT IN PRISON, HOW COULD THEY EXPRESS THEIR 
DESIRE FOR RETURN? 


30. WANG SAID IF U.S, FELT SELF ENTITLED EXPRESS CONCERN FOR 
IMPRISONED AMERICANS, THEN WHY DID U.S, REFUSE MAKE ACCOUNTING 
SITUATION INNUMERABLE CHINESE BEING KEPT IMPRISONED U,S? 


RESPONSIBILITY OF MY SIDE COULD NOT BE AVOIDED BY EVASIVE 
MEANS. 


31. WANG SAID IMPLEMENTATION OUR AGREEMENT WAS EQUALLY BINDING 
BOTH PARTIES, IT NOT PROPER ASK ONE PARTY ABIDE BY AGREEMENT 
STRICTLY WHILE OTHER PARTY COULD BREAK IT, FROM SERIES 
ACTIONS TAKEN BY U.S, IN VIOLATION OF AGREEMENT, IT RAISED 
QUESTION OF WHETHER U.S, ACTUALLY GOING TO RESCIND AGREEMENT, 
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32. WANG SAID IN ADDITION 37 NAMES HE HAD GIVEN ME PREVIOUSLY, 
THIS MORNING HE HAD FIVE MORE NAMES HE WOULD LIKE GIVE ME, 
WHOSE RETURN BEING PREVENTED BY U.S. (HANDED OVER LIST; 

NAMES IN FOLLOWING TELEGRAM). IT STATED IN THIS LIST THAT 

ALL THESE PERSONS WANT RETURN BUT BEING PREVENTED DOING SO. 


33. WANG SAID IN CASE MR. MAI, HE WAS AMONG 32 OF 103 WHO | 
NOT YET RETURNED AND HE STATED HIS FAILURE RETURN WAS DUE 
DELIBERATE OBSTRUCTION OFFERED BY U.S. AGENCIES. THERE NOT 
SLIGHTEST INDICATION THAT FAILURE RETURN OF THESE 32 PERSONS 
WAS DUE TO CHANGE OF THEIR MINDS. FAILURE THEIR RETURN DUE 
TO OBSTRUCTIONS. 


34. WANG SAID HE CONTINUED TO AWAIT ACCOUNTING BY MY SIDE OF 
ALL THESE QUESTIONS HE HAD RAISED. 


35. | SAID HE HAD RIGHTLY SAID THAT IT WAS QUESTION WHO WAS 

IN FACT CARRYING OUT OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. AS | HAD POINTED 
OUT THIS MORNING THIS WAS NOT QUESTION OF OPINION OR VAGUE CHARGES 
BUT VERY FORTUNATELY WAS QUESTION OF FACT. IT QUESTION OF 

FACTS THAT CAN BE DETERMINED BY OBJECTIVE IMPARTIAL TEST. 

THIRD COUNTRY ARRANGEMENT WHICH ESTABLISHED BY OUR AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT WAS ESTABLISHED EXACTLY AS SUCH TEST. 


36. | SAID FACTS WERE, AND HE AS WELL AWARE OF THEM AS |, 
THAT OUT OF MANY THOUSANDS CHINESE IN U.S. THERE NOT YET BEEN 
ONE CASE IN WHICH INDIAN EMBASSY HAD CALLED ATTENTION MY 
GOVERNMENT WHY OBSTRUCTION IN DEPARTURE ANY CHINESE. THIS A 
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RECORD THAT WAS C_UAR vied FOr At. WOF.D TO SEE. THIS FULL 
CONFIRMED STATEMENTS We | HAD FEES ATEDLY MADE HERE EVER 


IN RETURNING HLS COUNTRY. 


37. |! SAID FACTS WORE ALSO TrAT CHINESE WERE STEADILY 
R=TURNING HIS COUNTRY. NOT ONLY SINCE AUGUST 1 LAST YEAR BUT 
ALSO PRIOR AUGUST i LAST YEAR. QUESTIONS HIS GOVERNMENT 

CONT INJALLY RAISDD AND WHITH &E RAISED AGAIN THIS MORNING, 

AS |! PEPEATEDLY HAD POINTED OUT, HAD NO RELATION TO CHINESE 

WHO DESIRE RETURN KIS COUNTRY. IT ABSURD ON FACT OF IT TO SAY 
UeS» FORCIBLY REQUIRING PEOPLE DO TH!S OR DO THAT IN ORDER 
RIQUIR= TrEM STAY IN OUR COUNTRY. WE HAD NO INTEREST WHATSOEVER 
IN REQUIRING CKINESE OR ANY OTHER ALIENS TO REMAIN IN U.S. 

WHO DID NOT WANT REMAIN TREE. 


38. | SAID HE KNEW AND | KNEW THAT AS FAR AS AMERICANS IN 

H1S COUNTRY CONCERNED OUR DISCUSSION CONCERNING AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT REVOLV=D AROUND THOSE SPECIFIC AMERICANS WHOSE 

NAMES | HAD GIVEN HIM AND WHO HE KNEW AND | KNEW DESIRED TO 
RETURN. | HAD FROM VIRY BEGINNING OUR DISCUSSIONS HERE, 

IN MOST EARNEST DESIRE OF REMOVING THOSE IMPEDIMENTS TO IMPROV=- 
MENT OUR RELATIONS, EXPLAINED TO KIM EXACT RELATION THESE DETAIN=D 
AMZRICANS THAT SITUATION. | HAD VERY FRANKLY EXPLAINED THAT 

OUR ATTITUDE REGARDING THESE PERSONS WAS NOT ONE ARBITRARILY 
TAKCN BY MY GOVERNMINT BUT ONE ABOUT WHICH AMERICAN PEOPLE 

FEEL VERY STRONGLY. | HAD MOST EARNESTLY HOPED THIS PROBLEM 
COULD BE AND WOULD B= RIMOVZD WEN WE MADE OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEM=NT 





39. | SAID i SIMPY WAS AT LOSS UNDERSTAND WHY IF HIS GOVERNMENT 
GONUINELY DES(ROUS IMPRO/E OUR RELATIONS, IT HAD NOT TAKEN 
ADVANTAGE THIS OPPORTUNIT( REMOVE THIS IRRITANT. AS | HAD 

SAID HERD MANY TIMES AND AS Wo HAD SAID OUR PUBLIC STATEMENT, 

| JUST COULD NOT AVOID CONCLUSION THESE AMERICANS CONTINUE 

BE FOLD FOR POLITICAL PURPOSES. | DID NOT KNOW HOW | COULD MAKE 
CLEAR TO FIM THAT, INSOFAR AS DESIRES HIS GOVERNMENT WITH RESPECT 
OUR TALKS FERRE WERE CONCERNED, SUCH POLICY HAD BEEN AND COULD 
ON.Y CONTINJE TO Bu COUNTSRPR QIU Ci. 


LO. | SAID ! HAD SPOKEN VIRY FRANKLY ABOUT THIS AND IN WHAT 
ONE MIGHT 


: 7 CONFIDENTIAL / 








Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


a 





ee i eee . 





a 


%- 
?- 


i? . CONF I DENT! AL 
-3- 1615, MARCH 8, 8 P.M. (SECTION SIX OF SEVEN) FROM GENEVA 


ONE MIGHT CALL THIS PERSONAL VEIN BECAUSE ITS TREMENDOUS 
IMPORTANCE AND MY VERY DEEP FEELINGS REGARD TO IT. | HOPED 
HE WOULD ACCEPT IT IN THAT SPIRIT. 


41, WANG SAID | HAD SPOKEN ABOUT DESIRABILITY OF REMOVING 
CAUSES MISUNDERSTANDING BETWEEN PEOPLES OUR TWO COUNTRIES ON 
QUESTION RETURN OUR TWO NATIONALS. IT EXACTLY IN THIS SPIRIT 
THAT HIS SIDE BEEN CARRYING OUT AGREEMENT RESPECTING AMERICANS 
IN CHINA. 


42, WANG SAID IT HARD HIM TO RECONCILE THIS WITH ACTIONS 
ADOPTED BY U.S. WITH RESPECT CHINESE, WHICH WERE UNFRIENDLY 
AND COMPLETELY CONTRARY WHAT THEY HAD DONE. ATTITUDE ADOPTED 
BY U.S. GOVERNMENT TOWARD CHINESE NATIONALS DID NOT CONTRIBUTE 
IMPROVEMENT OUR RELATIONS BUT RATHER WORSENED RELATIONS 
BETWEEN US. HE MIGHT FRANKLY INFORM ME THAT CHINESE PEOPLE 
VERY INDIGNANT OVER STEPS U.S. GOVERNMENT HAD TAKEN WHICH 
INCONSISTENT WITH ITS WORDS. 
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43. WANG SAID | HAD SPOKEN ABOUT FAILURE INDIAN EMBASSY 
BRING UP SINGLE CASE WITH MY GOVERNMENT. HE WANTED ASK WHY 
UeSe GOVERNMENT SHOULD INTERFERE WITH INDIAN EMBASSY TO PREVENT 
(T MAKING PUBLIC STATEMENT THIS RESPECT. DID UoSe THINK THIS 
ACTION ITS PART WOULD HELP INDIAN EMBASSY IN PERFORMANCE 

( ITS FUNCTIONS? HE WANTED ASK WHETHER #§ WILLING REMOVE SUCH 

. OBSTRUCTIONS AGAINST INDIAN EMBASSY'S MAKING ANNOUNCEMENT 
ON QUESTION OF SO-CALLED EXIT PERMITS TAIWAN.’ 





Pe ae 


4k, WANG SAID SINCE | HAD RAISED QUESTION 13 AMERICANS IN 
PRISON, THEN HE WANTED KNOW WHETHER 1 WAS GOING TO MAKE ACCOUNT- 
ING OF CHINESE IMPRISONED UsS. ALL THESE PROBLEMS WERE COVERED 
BY AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT BETWEEN USe THEREFORE THEY FULLY 
ENTITLED RAISE THIS MATTERe AND UsSe IN SAME WAY HAS OBLIGATION 
GIVE ACCOUNTING. 
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45. WANG SAID THAT WHY THEY HAD MENTIONED BOTH SIDES SHOULD 

MAKE RECIPROCAL EFFORT !MPROVE STATE AFFAIRS ON QUESTION RETURN 

: CIVILIANSs FIRST OF ALL MUST BE MADE VERY CLEAR IN OUR THINKING 

* THAT BOTH CHINESE AND AMERICANS WERE HUMAN BEINGS AND WERE EQUAL. 
THEIR PERSONAL RIGHTS MUST BE RESPECTED EQUALLY. 
1T NOT PROPER BE CONCERNED WITH ONE'S OWN CIVILIANS WHILE 
ADOPTING UNFRIENDLY AND CONTRARY ATTITUDE TOWARDS CIVILIANS 
OTHER SIDE. IF SUCH INCONSISTENT ATTITUDE BE ADOPTED, HOW 
COULD RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES BE IMPROVED? 
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46, 1 SAID UeSe UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT HAD NO OBLIGATION 
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GIVE WHAT HE CALLED ACCOUNTING CHINESE IN U.S~e UeSs HAD 
OBLIGATION NOT OBSTRUCT RETURN ANY CHINESE WHO DESIRES RETURN 
HIS COUNTRY. WE WILLING RECEIVE AND PROMPTLY ACT UPON NANY 
FACTS WHICi1 INDICATE WE NOT CARRYING OUT THAT OBLIGATION. 

WE WILLING DO THAT FOR INDIAN EMBASSY IN UeSe OR | WILLING 

DO THAT FOR HIM HERE. J STILL HAVE NOT SEEN ANY FACTS ON ANY 
OBSTRUCTION. WE IN PAST AND WILL CONTINUE FULLY COOPERATE 
WITH INDIAN EMBASSY IN CARRYING OUT FUNCTIONS IT ASSUMED UNDER 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


47. WANG INTERRUPTED TO ASK DID THIS MEAN | WILLING AGREE 
TO INDIAN EMBASSY MAKING PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT? 


48, 1 SAID U.S. DID NOT AGREE OR DISAGREE TO INDIAN EMBASSY'S 
STATING ANYTHING PUBLICLY IT DESIRED STATEe PRESS IN U.S. 
ENTYRELY FREE AND INDIAN EMBASSY COULD SAY ANYTIME ANYTHING 

IT DES?RED SAY AND IT WOULD BE PUBLISHED. | RECALLED 1! BROUGHT 
UP HERE SOME WEEKS AGO STATEMENT MADE BY INDIAN EMBASSY 

BEING PUBLISHED IN UeSe 1! THOUGHT !T WAS LAST DECEMBER. 





49, WANG ASKED DID 1 SAY THAT U.sSe GOVERNMENT HAD NEVER 
INTERFERED WITH INDIAN EMBASSY'S MAKING ANY PUBLIC STATEMENT? 
COULD IT BE SAID IF THERE SHOULD HAVE BEEN ANYBODY WHO INTERFERED 
WITH INDIAN EMBASSY'S MAKING PUBLIC STATEMENT IT ENTIRELY 

ACTION H1#S OWN RESPONSIBILITY? 


50. | SAID | DID NOT KNOW WHAT HE TALKING ABOUTe UeSe 
GOVERNMENT HAD IN NO WAY KEEPING INDIAN EMBASSY FROM SAYING 
ANYTHING IT DESIRED WITHIN PROPER SPHERE ITS ACTIVITIES AS 
DIPLOMATIC MISSION. 


51. WANG SAID THEY HAD NOTED THIS QUESTION AND HAD NOTICED 
ATMOSPHERE IN WASHINGTON SOMEWHAT DIFFERENT FROM WHAT HE HAD 
EXPERIENCED HEREe (WANG ASKED WHETHER | HAD FINISHED BEFORE 
CONTINUING). | 


52. WANG SAID | HAD SPOKEN ABOUT UeSe HAVING NO OBLIGATION 
UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO MAKE ACCOUNTING CHINESE-IN U.Se 


aa CONF IDENT} AL 








Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 


CONF IDENT 1 AL 


-3- 1615, MARCH 8, 8 P.M., FROM GENEVA (SECTION 7 OF 7) 


53- |! SAID ! DID NOT FOLLOW HIS POINT. 


54. WANG SAID | STATED | HAD NO OBLIGATION GIVE ACCOUNTING 
FOR CHINESE. IF THEY FOLLOWED MY LOGIC, WOULD THEY ASK IF 
13 NOW IN PRISON HAD NO RELATION WITH AGREEMENT BETWEEN US? 


55~- $F SAID 1} JUST DID NOT FOLLOW POINT. WE HAD OBLIGATION 

NOT OBSTRUCT RETURN CHINESE, TO PERMIT THEM EXPEDITIOUSLY 
RETURN. HE HAD EXACTLY SAME OBLIGATION REGARDING AMERICANS 

H1iS COUNTRY, !NCLUDING AS WE BOTH KNEW SPECIFICALLY THOSE 

13 AS THEY WERE ONES WE TALKING ABOUT WHEN WE MADE ANNOUNCEMENT. 
THE TR RETURN INDISPUTABLY STILL BEING OBSTRUCTED. 


56. WANG SAID | HAD CLAIMED U.S. DID NOT OBSTRUCT RETURN 
CHINESE. NOW REGARDING FAILURE RETURN 32 PLUS 42 PERSONS, 

COULD 1! EXPLAIN !T AS NO OBSTRUCTIONS BEING OFFERED THEM; 

{fF THEFE 13 AMERICANS WERE RELATED TO AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT BETWEEN 
US THEN CHINESE IN UeSe PRISONS WERE ALSO RELATED TO AGREEMENT. 
THEY WISH BE INFORMED SITUATION THEM, AND THIS ALSO WITHIN 

SCOPE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. COULD NOT BE SAID THIS BEYOND 

SCOPE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 


57+ | SUGGESTED NEXT MEET}NG BE THURSDAY MARCH 156 WANG 
AGREED. 


CONF IDENT IAL 
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Very 
LL Py 
D Bown grace _er 


Dear Alex: 
We have received your 161); analyzing the March 8 meeting, and two 
out of seven secticns of your 615 giving the record of the meeting. We 
don't see how we can give yee any varient to freshen the atmosphere 
at the next meeting. It is vexing to have to walter around the floor 
to the same old mic for the umteenth time. We understand and share 
your antipathy for this business bat, our strategy requires us to stand 
fast and to do nothing to precipitate a walkout. Your pertinacity 
will put an extra star in your CTUWN. 
One of the 37 Chinese named by Wang came in to see us yesterday 
in a state of great agitation. He is.... 


faculty | 
A senior member of the University/acccrpanied him. The 


occasion of the visit was his receipt of a letter from Wang, enclesing 
a copy of the Agreed Announcement. It was posted in Geneva February 28. 
An informal English translation of the letter is enclosed. We do not 


—» 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now eat Geneva, 
American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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) know how marry of these ietters Wang has mailed, but the presumption is 
| that he has sent the letter to all the Chinese whose addresses are 
known to the PRC. _ suspects that his name and addrest were obtained 
from one of the students who recently returned to the Mainland. There 
is a printed list of the members of the Chinese Students Club at the 
| University of Illinois, and this list was probably taken back to Chim 
by one of the recent travelers. .., thinks that the letter to him 
signifies that his wife and two children will be pressured in som way 
if he does not return. Of course he does not want to go back. He is 
completely adjusted and committed to life in this country, and has already 
taken out his first citizenship papers. He would like to bring his family 
over. But he is not willing to intimate in any way either in a letter 
‘to the Mainland or in conversation here outside of the Department bhat 
he wants to stay here, or that he a. prevented from returning to 
the Mainland. He is scared to death, so much so that he insisted that 


of the United States 


' we blank out his name and all other identifying data from the letter 
sent him before we photostated it. The letter apparently is a circular 
form, with blanks to be filled in as appropriate. This man will not 





talk to the Indien Embassy or é&o anything to disillusion the Chinese 
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Commmists or otherwise set the record straight, so long as his close 
relatives are at the mercy of the Chinese Commmists. This case is 
| probably typical of what we are up against. 
! Hubert Graves told me at lurch on the 5th that he had just received 
an informal note from O'Neill stating that Chou En-lai or Chang Han-fu - 
I forget which, had recently mentioned to a diplomat in Peiping that 


the PRC has a list of 200 Chinese who are in American prisons, which the 
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Chinese Communists are holding in reserve for possible future use. We 
surmise that the PRC does not intend to produce this list at Geneva, 

at least for the present, but -is: “seeping it as an ace in the hole for 
exploitation when the recriminations start, if there is a break off, 

My guess is that if there is a list of 200, the great majority are American 
citizens of Chinese race, but this would not necessarily prevent the 

PRC from getting some propaganda mileage out of the list. 

The Chinese Embassy here, and the large Chinese commnity in 
San Francisco and New York, are greatly upset over the extensive Federal 
Grand Jury investigation of the Chinese passport fraud racket. A 
very energetic Assistant District Attorney in Sgn Francisco is pushing 
an umusually vigorous investigation there, with the officers of many 
Chinese benevolent, fraternal and family societies, being subpoermed to 
appear before the Grand Jury with all their records, Many ill-informed 
Chinese apparently think that the information sought is eventually to 
be turned over to the Chinese Commmists as part of some deal growing out 
of the Geneva talks. It is a far fetched apprehension, but apparently 
is real and widespread. The Chinese Embassy claims that many Chinese 
are in a state of near panic. We are sending you a copy of a memorandum 
of conversation on titis subject. 

In reference to the unaccounted for military personnel, Sol. Monroe 
says Defense is working on the list of 50 and expects to have a revision 
ready about the middle of next week, There will be a reduction in the 
fotal mmber of names resulting from the identification of some additional 


bodies. There will also be some new information on mamy of the names, 
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Also the list will show what the recent Cormumist "“accouting" at 
Permuniom was with respect to each name. (Incidentally, Defense will be 
sending a message to the MAC shortly stating ve consider the eccounting 
inedequate and spelling out why.) A copy of the above list will be sent 
to us and to you. 

I think nothing further need be said about this at Geneva for the 
time being. 

We spent last Sunday afternoon at the Department studying the 
Chinese Communist gtatement and deciding how we would handle it. I 
gather you agreeiwith cur decision not to be hasty in our reply, and 
mot to :itch it in a restrained key. WYeither the Chinese Comanist 
statenent ror our reply got any appreciable play from the press. We think 
it was just eas well no great attention was paid to the exchange, I 
apolécize for the slip which resulted in your not getting our reply until 
2, hours after it was issued. We had been assured through FE/P that you wu 
would get it promptly through the USIA tmlletin. For some unaccountable 
reason USIA did not carry it in its European Service, although it vas 
carried in the Far Yast and Middle Eastern Service. I had a copy 
telegraphed you early on the morning of March 7, just on a hunch that 
you might have missed it. It was on ite way before you telephoned. 

But you should have hed it immediately andin the future we will see that 
anything of comparable interest is telerraphed expecially to you at once. 


We will not rely on USIA for this service, 
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A few short miscellaneous items. There was an error in ny last 
letter in the amount of Miner's account. The total arount for which 
the C. V. Starr Company is requesting a license from Treasury is 
approximately $85,000. Prospects seem to be pretty good that Zreasury 
will license the full amount requested, and that the local authorities 
will accept the settlement and give Miner his exit permit. 

We have sent the Liu Yun-sing dossier to the American Red Cross 
for transmittal to the Red Cross in Peiping. 

We are working on the possibility of temporarily detailing 
John Holdridge t Geneva in place of Stanley. Holdridge is here on home 
leave from Hong Kong and could return to Hong Kong by way of Burope with 
very little extra travel expense. ‘long Kong has been anxious to play 
a somewhat more active part in the Geneva talks, and this would give them 
their chance, The experience would be good for Holdridge and his 
observations would be useful to all our political reporting people in 
Hong Kong when he returns there. He is a Ching lanruage officer with a 
good record although he is young. This is all tentative tut I wanted 
you to know the way the wind is blowing. Presumably he could not stay 
in Geneva indefinitely, but it is questionable if the talks will continue 
indefinitely. 

Tue House Foreign Affeirs Committee is very fully occupied with 
the Foreign Aid Bill, and for this reason has postponed the hearings 


on Chinese Communist mistreatment of Americans prisoners until May. 























Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 





— 
ee ele ln amma 





~~ 
SECRET 





Lindbeck has finished his work. He has winnoWWout the 50 most significant 
cases of mistreatment and has included case summaries of only these 
SO with his report. He took inte account your very constructive suggestions 
vhen he revised his first draft, | 

Your letter of February 28 (No. 2h) came on March 5 and was warmly 
welcomed, . 

We ought to be hearing domsthing from New Delhi over the weekend. 
Regards and good luck, 

Sincerely, 


Walter P, McConaughy 


Enclosures! 


1. Copy of letter to... 
2. Despatch No. 8 from Taipei 
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CHINESE COMMUNIST CONSULATE GENERAL 3:30 P.M, TODAY ISSUED 
COPIES 7O00-WORD "STATEMENT MINISTRY FOREIGN AFFAIRS PRC" 
DATED MARCH 11, SENT USUAL TWO COPIES ADDRESSED AMBASSADOR | 
JOHNSON, : 


FIRST TWO-THIRDS STATEMENT DEVOTED IMPLEMENTATION, CHARGES ON 
U.S. WITH FAILURE TAKE ANY MEASURES IN REGARD: CHINESE IMPRISONEDS 
U.S, SAYS U.S, HAS "FORBIDDEN" INDIAN EMBASSY ISSUE ANNOUNCEMENTS 
CITES OTHER FAMILIAR "FACTS" WHICH "SERVE TO EXPOSE BEYOND 4 
DISPUTE DISTORTION MADE BY DEPARTMENT OF STATE" IN ITS MARCH 
6 STATEMENT, 


of the United States 


ON RENUNCIATION, STATEMENT CONTAINS ONE~PARAGRAPH SUMMARY THEIR 
CURRENT VERSION OF U.S, POSITION; "HAS REFUSED EXPRESS,°*%. 
DEFINITE ATTITUDE ON (FOREIGN MINISTERS MEETING) AND EVEN? 
DEMANDED SO-CALLED RIGHT INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF 
DEFENSE ON CHINA'S TERRITORY TAIWAN, ONE CANNOT BUT CONS | DER 
AIM 1S REQUIRE CHINA ACCEPT U,S, OCCUPATION TAIWAN, INTERFERWNGE 
LIBERATION COASTAL ISLANDS," DOES NOT REPEAT NOT CONTAIN | 
LINE OF MARCH 4 STATEMENT, THAT U,S, MUST CHOOSE EITHER ca 
OCTOBER 27 OR DECEMBER | DRAFT, - 
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CONCLUDING PARAGRAPH: "U.S, NOT ONLY VIOLATED AGGREMENT © 
ALREADY REACHED AND OBSTRUCTED FURTHER PROGRESS OF TALKS, 
BUT IS STEPPING UP MILITARY ACTIVITIES TAIWAN AREA, CHINESE 
92> MINISTRY FOREIGN AFFAIRS DEEMS NEIESSARY POINT OUT UNITEQ. STATES €4 
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MUST BEAR FULL RESPONSIBILITY FOR ALL CONSEQUENCES 
RESULTING FROM THIS STATE AFFAIRS," 


OF COURSE NOT COMMENTING HERE, HOWEVER, LOCAL REUTERS MAN, 
NOTING THIS FIRST PUBLIC CHARGE US HOLDING CHINESE IN PRISON, | 
INQUIRED IF GARNISH WHETHER ANYTHING TO CHARGE, GARNISH } 
UNATTRIBUTEDLY DISCOUNTED CHARGE AS UNFOUNDED CHINESE COMMUNIST 
EFFORT COVER UP OWN FAILURE IMPLEMENT, SUGGESTED CT U WIFE* 
READ TOO MUCH SIGNIFICANCE INTO IT, 
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pir 
Reference SECTO 41. 


Following is summary of Chou En-lai memorandum to Nehru, dat < 
March 2 for discussions with Secretary. Johnson-Wang talks concey 
two principal questions, one implementation of agreement on Ol 
Nationals, two declaration on peaceful settlement disputes. As ~ 
regards American Nationals out of 40 prisoners only 13 remain. 
Cases of remaining are under review. No difficulty exists in oo § 
of prisoners. However, as regards Chinese Nationals _US many om. & 
F6 have SO» ¢ 
far returned. PRC have list of 3477 names of which 628 wish.to a— 
come back. US however, have told them permission to return has 
been given to only 103 students. Of these 31 have still not re- 
turned and 3 are missing. Names and addresses of all have been 
given to Indian Embassy. Chou En-lai mentioned following specific 
US obstructions: (a) US has taken no action communicating text 
agreed announcement to Chinese prisoners; (b) have refused to give 
list of prisoners; (c) Indian Embassy has no facility for communi- 
cating agreed announcement to Chinese prisoners; (d) Formosa entry 
permits and permanent resident permits. 


9 


As redeclaration on peaceful settlement of disputes the sage the 
four® drafts have been made available to Indians. Last Arerican fait 
raised two fundamental questions: (a) right of self-defense 34 (b) 
specific mention of Formosa area. Under no circumstances-co 

PRC agree to any statement regarding US so-called right of. se 
defense in Formosa area. Chou En-lai intimated that US might 
withdraw clause re self-defense in order to inSist thgt Formo 

area be specifically mentioned in text. PRC would no® objett RH 
Formosa being specificially mentioned in draft as one fof exis teneg 
disputes provided Foreign Ministers' conference-a]so mentione 
agreed method of settling these disputes. Unless-US w%.ling& ept 
this compromise declaration should be in generas. gerne 43 suggested 
by PRC draft of December 1. Chou En-lai listed fee reasons why 
US insists upon mentioning Formosa while avoiding referBince | 

Foreign Ministers' conference: (a) they wish tozBhow superfftially 
to world that declaration has softened tension i& Formosa area 
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-2- SECTO 43, March 11, 10 p.m., from Colombo (SECTION 1 of 3) 
while actually it would freeze situation there; (b) they wish to 
tide over election year and have no (repeat not) intention of 
agreeing on Foreign Ministers' conference; (c) they wish to in- 
crease their armed strength in Formosan area under pretext of -help- 
ing Chiang Kai-shek. Choul En-lai said present American tactics 
hidden conspiracy to cheat and deceive China. PRC have seen 
through plot and would not agree to "their designs" PRC position 
is that US can accept either of two Chinese drafts: (a) draft 

of last October or, (b) draft of December 1. In case of US 

; continuing obstructive tactics PRC intends releasing entire pro- 

| ceedings of discussions of second item of agenda. , 


BYP x 












va) 
| 
ie) 
- DULLES 
Ps) 
© 
7. 7 
w EOC :MAA 
<a e 
Cc 
1) 
oT 
a 
. wn 
Oo WwW 
i. 

© 
cH 
™ WY 
cw 
Oo W 
‘Tc + 
- 
coc 
U> 
oa — 
= & 
2 = 
> +} 
Qa. 

Qe 
- Oo 
° 
y 
ao) 
ie) 
= 
ee a 
~_= e.. 
” ° 
” 
© 
— 
VU 
wv 
(am) 

_— oO — _— ~ 
+ 


CONFIDENTIAL 





Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 








INCOMING TELEGRAM Department of State 








45-B CONFIDENTIAL 
Action a 6716 
ec'd: 
FE March 12, 1956 
wa FROM: Colombo 12:40 a.m. 


RMR TO; Secretary of State 


3S NO: SECTO 43, March 11, 10 p.m. (SECTION 2 of 3) 

SP 

C Following is memorandum given to Cooper for delivery to Nehru 

NEA re release Nationals "at time the ee pe negotiations “—" 

L began in Geneva on August 1, 1955 there were 41 American <7 
civilians being detained in China, 29 in prison or under house 
arrest, and 12 poring denied exit permits. .. 

| / 
Y 


"On September 16 Chinese announced release of the 12 exit-permit 
cases. Therefore only the 29 prison and house arrest cases were +> 
under discussion between Wang and Johnson at the time the agreed — 
announcement was made on September 10. On that day the Reds - 
announced the release of 10 of these imprisoned Americans. This 
left 19 (18 in prison and one under house arrest) subject to the , 
terms of the agreed announcement. ™~ 


"Today exactly 6 months after this public commitment was made to 
expedite the departure of these Americans only 6 of the 19 have 
been released. The British Charge in Peiping has been able to 

see only one of the 13 still held and has received letters from 
only 5 others. He has been unable to establish contact with the 
remaining 7. In his discussions at Geneva, Wang Ping-nan has 
virtually admitted that these Americans are being held as political 
hostages, stating that "review of cases" will be governed by "state 
of relations" between US and Communist China. s 


= 
"Our records show that 114 Chinese have returned to the Mainlang: 
from the US since our negotiations began on August 1. 102 of tis 
number have returned since the agreed announcement of en © 
, "With reference to Chinese Nationals in the US the Chinese Comm@ists 
first demands concerned only students. They later asked for li 
of all Chinese in US thus seeking to establish position of bein 





lawful representative of all Chinese in America. Q 
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SP 

C "All of the approximately 5,000 students in US at time of Communist 
NEA takeover of Mainland in 1949 held National Government of China 
L passports. The overwhelming majority of these students were and 


are adherents of the National Government. No exit restrictions 
were ever imposed except on a small number (spproximately 175) 
during a period beginning with the Red Chinese entry into the 
Korean War. All restrictions were rescinded in the spring of = 
1955. At that time the restrictions covered 103. Chou En-lai's 
statement that 'the Chinese Government have ascertained that 628 
wish to come back' and that 'US Government have, however, told them 
that permission to return has been given to only 103 students’ is 
pure fabrication. “ts 


"The US Department of State in press release December 16, 1955 - 
publicly invited any person who knows of any Chinese who claims 

he is being prevented from returning to China Mainland to com- 
municate at once with the State Department or the Indian Embassy. 
The Indian Embassy has not (repeat not) questioned US compliance 
with the terms of the agreed announcement and has made no (repeat 
no) allegations of interference with the departure of any Chinese. - 
Not a single case of a Chinese claiming obstruction has been re- 
ported. The so-called 'Formosa entry--permits' and permanent 
resident permits obstructions are nonexistent". 


of the United States 
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| Attachments: one,agreed announcement September 10, 1955 one copy; 
two,Department of State press release December 16, 1955. \ 


| With regard to 5,000 students it would be helpful to give coopera- 
tive breaddown of how many have returned to Mainland over past 
years insofar as our records cover, indicating how many had - 
| turned at US expense. 





Please repeat reply to Secretary for attention Robertson. 
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Wang called tonight asking postpone our next meeting to 
March 22 stating it necessary he leave here March 14 for 
Warsaw "oa urgent business". 
In order assist in assessing this move would appreciate any 0) 
information you can discretely obtain as to what if any am 
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Nationel Catholic Welfare Conference has learned from letters sent 
he 9 ae 
by Father lioule to his mother that /MMM was tried October 30, 1955 and 


sentenced #o 4 years retroactive to date of arrest June 1953. 


Without citing Father Houle's letters as source informmtiun Wang 





you have learned of his sentencing and protest in strongest terms this 


further flarrant violation a& Agreed Announcement, ae | 
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Nehru. From 1949 to 1955, U. S. at public expense assisted 36) Chinese toy 


pursue studies in U. S. and, among this group, provided travel funds to 
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ct | 
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definable as students who have returned to mainland since 19k9 not. avails 
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Dear Walter: 


I received your letter No. 3h off March 9 which I 
apprecieted very much, 


ee ee ee 


Your account of Wang's letter to Show confirms the 
feeling that I he ve, hag that many of the Chinese in the 
United States, who not desiring to return, are being 
careful to play both sides of the fence, sometimes to 
protect relatives, and probably sometimes to not slam any 
doors if leter they change their minds. I agree that this 
is a very cifficult situation to handle and for the moment 

‘ heve no thoughts on what we may be eble to do. I have been 
trying to think of some way that I could casually make the 
point to tiang during the give and take for what it might be 
worth. I think it entirely possible that apart from their 
oDvious desire to use this for their propaganda play, they 
are, in fact, also being somewhat misled by the situation, 


CF." Les 


of the United States 
St’ dad ZL F901 


I sent your office a telegram last night on “ang's 

‘ request to postpone this week's meeting, It was as welcome 
to me €s I am sure it was to you. You will see that Warsaw 
susgests he may be going bac’: to attend the funeral of 
Eierut. I had not thought of this and think it may well 
be correct, At the same time, I think it entirely likely 
that they may be planning some new move for the next meeting, 
While, as you see from my telegrams, I feel thet we are 
pretty near the end of the road, we nevertheless cannot 
forget the Communist ability to ignore everything that has 
happened in the past and radically shift positions. I agree 
that Chou's memorandum to Nehru does not appear to threaten 
an early break but do not understand how they feel that 
; publication of the “entire proceedings" on the second agenda 

item constitutes any pressure on us, The entire substance 
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has certainly been made public in our respective statements 
and it does not seem to me that there is anything substantial 
that can be added thereto. 


Incidentally, while I greatly appreciate the copies of 
the memorandums contained in your 750 I am left a little 
vuzzled as to whether Nehru simply handed the Memorandum 
over without discussion, or whether there was some discussion 
between himself and the Secretery, and if so what its nature 
might have been, I hope that I know at least as much about 
what may have taken place in this regard as Wang may know, 

T wonld also be interested in knowing whether or not there 
was any discussion of Indian functions under the Agreed 
Announcement and Tmplementation beyond that indicated in 
our Memorandum for Cooper to give to Nehru, Thet is, I 
would be very much interested in knowing to whet degree 

the Indians may have expressed satisfaction or dissatisfac- 
tion, as this would assist me in governing the statements 

I make here to Wang in this regard. 


In the absence of any instructions to the contrary, I 
will assume that your 1751 will still be applicable to the 
March 22 meeting. I am not very impressed with the point 
in the first sentence of paragraph e of those instructions 
and in this regard will pnlan to confine myself to ernressing 
Gdisanpointment over their makinz the March 11 statenent 
rather than the violation of our understanding with regard 
to making statements. He had tolc me at the previous meeting 
that they were going to make a stetement on renunciation and 
TI only implied that we might make a reply and cid not say our 
revly would cover inmlementation. Our March 6 statement did 
very properly, I believe, include implementation and their 
statement of March 11 wés mes a renly thereto. I therefore 
do not believe that any exchange based upon technicalities 
of our understanding with regard to public statements can 
be very useful or fruitf1l but we should rather keep to the 
substance, 


If he pursves his tactics of the last meeting of simply 
not meeting my arguments and chanting his refrain on accept- 
ing either their two drafts, the situation may get fairly 
sticky, If their purpose is to bring about a break they will, 
of course, try to manuever me into a position whsre it would 
appear the initiative had come from me, However, I will be 
alert for all such situations and do my best to avoid them, 


I think 
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I think that my best line will continue to be a willingness 


anc desire to continue to strive for an agreement with them 


and a willingness to listen to any alternative formulstions 


weiw 
they may have with respect to the substance of our January 12 
dreft,. ; 


I will also make the point contained in your 175) with 
regard to Father Houle, Although this point has never seemed 
very impressive to me as the usual rattern in the past has 
been “trial and sentencing” just prior to release. My position 

has always been thet I am not interested in their legal munbo- 
jumdo but only the fact of the release of the Americans, 


I am enclosing an original and two co 
of a White Paver summarizing the ta ks, Ti 
| contains blanks that require Pillins in as t 


Je 


ime passes. Eew- 





ever it embodiss my thoughts on how this whole complicated and 
in many ways esoteric subjecs cen most clearly be cresented 


3 

in Wnite Paper forn, ave Osborn has done the writing and 
deserves whatever credit the paver may merit, I have approved 
. ey et J x 

it and, therefors:, ceserve the full share of whatever blane 


, may ne attached to it for errors. many event, I hors that 


the Department mey find it acceptable as a basis from wnich 
the final product can be prodced, 


s 
+ 
4 


Kindes* regards to all, 


7 , 
MENS MO 2 


Sincerely yours, 





P.S. In looking over the postscript to my letter “No. 2 
1 note that there is a typosrephical error in the fi 
sentence of the last parascrseph which comletely reverses 
, the meaning, It should have read “wilder charges" rather 
than “milder charges", 


Is ther> any conceivails factual basis for this 
continued repetition in Chinese students' letters to 
"applying for permission to INS" to return? In the 
absence of word to the cortrary I am assuming [ am 
still on atsolutely solic ground in saying the, do not 
apply to anybody for anything. I have in mind the income 
tax clearance but that has never been raised, 


If the assignment of Stanley here, which I still think 
is the best plan, cannot be worked out I woule agree that 
the detail of Holdridge wuld be useful. 
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10: Secretary of State 





NO: 1474, March 16, 6 p.m. 






SENT DEPARTMENT 1474; REPEATED INFORMATION GENEVA 17, TAIPEI 1. 


Foreign Office official has informed Embassy representative? thal 
Chiao Kwang-hua, Chinese Communist Deputy Minister Foreign . 


Affairs, discussed with Zeeman, Netherlands Charge Peking on 





communique which Chinese Communists issued re Geneva talkg. 
Chiao pointed out that, although communique threatened US w 
rupture talks unless either October 27 or December 1 proposals 


accepted. “hinese Communists had deliberately fixed no time 
limit fo such acceptance. 


| 


‘ 
0) 
4) 
0) 


zeeman reported that he feels this observation was made to him 
for specific purpose of relay to US Government. It was his 
impression that Chinese Communists were willing, despite tenor 
of communique, to continue talks in Geneva. 
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1. One hour forty minuite meeting this morning. No change 
whatever. 


2. Wang's opening statement was devoid of any new content 

and closed with reiteration I choose between their two drefts. 
In response my last meetings characterization his position as 
war-like ultimata he msde this charge against US citing slleged 
statement by Air Force Major General Hunter Harris to effect in 
even outbresk fighting Matsus would be no question but that 
there would be joint air support. I reiterated our position 
including willingness listen any reformulation essentisel points 
our January 12 ammendments contrasting with their ultimatum and ta 
it or leave it attitude. Renunciation closed with each of us 
hoping other would meet position of other at next meeting. 





of the United States 


Z2-¢926°199 


3. I attacked their March 11 statement as not helpful to 
negotiations and as containing gross distortions and misstatements OI 
of fact including charge we had pretended Indiens msking statement ,O 
I had admitted 32 Chinese detained, etc. Also made statement on 
Father Houles sentencing statement "protesting outrage" US authori- 
ties causing death of Daniel Pao (Pao Che-en) (See FBIS March 
daily report) who pleced under surveillence in 1950 after try img 
return and in 1952 "forcibly" sent to sanatorium ‘on pretense’ 
he hed TB and where he "mysteriously" @ied two months later ™ 
obviously as resu?' ©* US "persecution". I made vigorous reply 
characterizing cr regarding Pao as desperate and absurd §& 
attempt cover up . . ure release 13 and characterized CHICOM te 
ment imprisoned Americans and other foreigners as "barbarous". 
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5. Meeting closed on this acid and acrimonious note. “a 





= 6; Next meeting Thursday March 29. 
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Comments today's meeting. 


While there was some indication Wang might be attempting 

goad me into saying I saw no point in continuing talks given 
their present position, he did not push hard and made no 
attempt move further toward break. In accordance pattern last 
few meetings he did not make any attempt meet my points and 
rebuffed my efforts draw him into substantive discussion. In 
general might characterize his attitude today as willingness 
continue endurance contest and continued unwillingness make 
slightest move to break deadlock. 
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1. WANG OPENED 41ST MEETING SAYING STATEMENT | MADE LAST 
MEETING ENTIRELY UNSATISFACTORY, HE GAVE ONLY POINTS TO LACK OD 
SINCERETY MY SIDE TO REACH AGREEMENT PROPOSED DECLARATION, an 
ONE WOULD NOT FAIL SEE IT WAS ATTEMPT MY PART BY DISTORTING ~ 
STATEMENT HE MADE MARCH 1 TO EVADE REPLY HIS QUESTION AS TO ° 
WHICH OF TWO DRAFTS HIS SIDE | PREPARED ACCEPT, = 
™ 
2, WANG SAID AT THAT MEETING | EVEN TERMED HIS PROPOSAL Ol 
FOR FONMINS CONFERENCE A PREREQUISITE AND WAR-LIKE ULTIMATUM, ' 
SUCH ASSERTION ENTIRELY UNFOUNDED, EXACTLY CONTRARY MY ALLEGATION, IV 
FONMIN CONFERENCE HAS BEEN ACCEPTED THOURGHOUT WORLD AS PROVEN NM 
MEANS RESOLVING INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES, THEIR INSISTENCE a 


RE PEACEFUL 


SETTLEMENT DISPUTES, HOWEVER, IN LIGHT MY UNJUSTIFIED 
INSISTENCE CONFUSING INTERNAT | ONAL DISPUTES AND MATTERS 
CHINA'tS INTERNAL AFFAIRS AS WELL AS US INTENT CONTINUE SEIZURE 


TAIWAN AND OFFSHORE ISLANDS, IT CLEAR IT EXACTLY MY S|! 
MAKING THREATS AND ULTIMATA, 


“ MAJ GENERAL HUNTER HARRIS KNOWN TO HAVE DECLARED THAT 


EVENT OUTBREAK FIGHTING MATSUS, JOINT AIR SUPPORT WOULD BE 
OUT OF QUESTION (APPARENT INTENT OF WANG WAS TO SAY, "WOULD 
BE UNQUESTIONED"), HIS REVELATION AMOUNTS TO DECLARATION TO 
CH LNESE PEOPLE THAT US PREPARED USE FORCE AGAINST CHINA, 
w THAT_ 1S ANOTHER FLAGRANT EXAMPLE OF WAR CLAMORING, AGAINST ~~ 
r © THIS-HE MUST LODGE SERIOUS PROTEST, IF MY SIDE WILL NOT 
PROMPTLY Stop SUCH PROVOCATIVE ACTIONS, SITUATION COULD ONLY 


'. 8 3 
~ wv “. 

we? CONF IDENT | AL 
PERMANENT Sz % 
RECORD COPY “This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notat 


c = 





WANG SAID RECENTLY FOR INSTANCE CHIEF OPERATIONS FEAF 


DE WHICH 


43 
Vd 


Sie 


IN 


VIINIGSROF 


REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
COPY, IF CLASSIFJED, I$ 
PROHIBITED 4 


ion of action tiene 
es 








Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 


ns 


CONF IDENT | AL 
-2- 1668, MARCH 22, 10 PM, FROM GENEVA (SECTION ONE OF FIVE) 


BE INTERPRETED ATTEMPT DISRUPT TALKS AND GRAVE CONSEQUENCES 
MUST BE BORNE ENTIRELY MY SIDE, 


4. WANG SAID | HAD ALSO SAID AT MARCH 1 MEETING | FOUND 

HARD RECONCILE HIS STATEMENT THAT MEETING WITH HIS PREV!OUS 
POSITION, THIS AGAIN DISTORTION FACT, AFTER 21 SESSIONS 
BETWEEN US COULD IT BE POSSIBLE POSITION THEIR SIDE THIS REGARD 
NOT BEEN AMPLY CLEAR? WAS IT NOT CONSISTENT STAND THEIR SIDE 
TO INSIST REMOVAL SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE AND TO CATEGOR! CALLY 
REJECT ANY ATTEMPT INTERJECT CHINAtS INTERNAL AFFAIRS INTO 
NEGOTIATIONS OR MAKE THEM SUBJECT NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN US? 

IT CONSISTENT ALS? WITH THEIR INSISTENCE ON FONMINS CONFERENCE, 
AS REGARDS THEIR PROPOSAL FONMINS CONFERENCE, HE BEEN STRESSING 
ON MORE THAN ONE OCCASION THAT WITHOUT SUCH CONFERENCE NO 

WAY TO CARRY OUT DECLARATION AND DECLARAT!ON WOULD CONSEQUENTLY 
BECOME SCRAP PAPER, 


5. WANG SAID IN ORDER REACH AGREEMENT SPEEDILY ON 
DECLARATION, TWO DRAFTS WHICH BEEN PUT FORWARD BY THEIR SIDE 
WERE EXCLUSIVELY FAIR AND REASONABLE PROPOSALS, WHICH OF 
THESE TWO DRAFTS WAS | WILLING ACCEPT? THIS WAS THE ONE 
eke TO WHICH THEIR SIDE CONTINUED SEEK ANSWER FROM ME, 
6. IN RESPONSE, | SAID AS | TOLD HiM AT LAST MEETING, 

1 FELT POSITION EMBODIED HIS GOVT*S STATEMENT OF MARCH 4 

AND WHICH HE HAD SET FORTH OUR MEETINGS BEFORE AND AGAIN SET 
FORTH TODAY, WAS ONLY RESULTING DRAGGING OUR TALKS BACKWARDS, 
SINCE OCT LAST YEAR, | BEEN TRYING FIND BASIS FOR AGREEMENT 
WITH HIM ON DECLARATION USE FORCE, 


Te | SAID US HAD, IN ITS OBLIGAT:ON UNDER UN AND IN ITS 
ARRANGEMENTS FOR COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE IN FAR EAST AS WELL 
ELSEWHERE IN WORLD, MADE CLEAR BEYOND QUESTION OR DOUBT IT 
WOULD NEVER INITIATE USE FORCE IN SETTLEMENT INTERNATIONAL 
DISPUTES, THESE NOT ONLY WORDS, BUT BEEN FULLY ESTABLISHED 
BY ACTIONS US, US HAS IN PAST AND HAS MANY TIMES REITERATED 
HOWEVER THAT IT WILL NEVER SUPINELY SURRENDER TO AGGRESSION 
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OR INITIATION OF USE FORCE BY OTHERS, AND IF OTHER NATIONS 
DO USE FORCE US 1S DETERMINED DEFEND ITSELF AND ITS ALLIES, 
NO STATEMENT MADE BY ANY RESPONSIBLE SPOKESMAN US GOVT HAS 
EVER BEEN CONTRARY TO THIS AND | SATISFIED NONE EVER WILL BE, 


8. | SAID WHEN WE CAME HERE IT WELL KNOWN TO WORLD THAT 

ONE SIDE IN THESE DISCUSSIONS WAS THREATENING TO INITIATE USE 
FORCE TO RESOLVE SITUATION WITH WHICH IT WAS DISSATISFIED, 
PURPOSE OF PROPOSALS WHICH | HAD MADE THIS REGARD WAS REMOVE 
OVERHANGING THREAT FORCE AND MAKE POSSIBLE PEACEFUL DISCUSSION 
AND SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES, | THOUGHT 
HE SHARED THIS PURPOSE, | THOUGHT HE AGREED ME AS TO GENERAL 
CHARACTER DECLARATION WE SOUGHT, OBVIOUSLY SUCH DECLARATION 
MUST APPLY UNEQUIVOCALLY TO ALL SITUATIONS WHERE DANGER RESORT 
FORCE BY ONE SIDE EXISTED, YET HE STILL PERSISTED IN REFUSING 
EMBODY IN SUCH DECLARATION STATEMENT THAT MADE CLEAR IT DID 
APPLY ALL SUCH SITUATIONS, HE REFUSED MAKE IT CLEAR THAT 
DECLARATION APPLIED PRECISELY TO THAT SITUATION WHERE THREAT 
USE FORCE BEEN MOST EXPLICIT, 


9. | SAID SUCH DECLARATION | THOUGHT WE BOTH AGREED MUST 
NOT EMBODY ANY PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, YET THEIR POSITION, 
THAT THEY HAD SET FORTH PUBLICLY AND SET FORTH OUR MEETINGS 
HERE, WITH RESPECT FONMINS MEETING | COULD ONLY INTERPRET 
AS EFFORT ESTABLISH PRE-CONDITIONS, HIS EVASION AT OUR LAST 
MEETING AND AGAIN THIS MORNING OF REASONABLE AND LOGICAL 
QUESTIONS WHICH | ASKED HIM IN THIS REGARD ONLY FURTHER 
DEMONSTRATED THAT THIS THE CASE, | RAISED THESE QUESTIONS 
HE WOULD RECALL, IN ORDER DEMONSTRATE THAT DECLARATION 

ON CONDITIONS HE LAID DOWN WOULD BE ENTIRELY LACKING IN ANY 
MEANINGFUL CONTENT AS A RENUNCIATION FORCE, 
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10. | SAID AS | POINTED OUT OUR LAST MEETING HIS GOVT 

SEEMS BE PROPOSING THESE TERMS ALMOST AS ULTIMATA, HE HAD 
PRESENTED TWO DRAFTS HERE WHICH MET HIS POSITION, HE SAID 
THAT US COULD CHOOSE BETWEEN HIS TWO DRAFTS, !T HARD TO CALL 
THAT SERIOUS OR SINCERE NEGOTIATION, WAY TO NEGOTIATION DID 
NOT LIE IN ISSUANCE SUCH TAKE-~IT-OR-~LEAVE-!1T POSITIONS, 


11. |§ SAID IN CONTRAST HIS POSITION, | WITHDREW PREVIOUS 
DRAFT OF NOV 10 MY SIDE TO WHICH HE OBJECTED AND ADOPTED HIS 
DRAFT DEC 1 AS BASIS OUR NEGOTIATIONS, AT OUR JAN 12 MEETING 
! EMBODIED AMENDMENTS TO HIS DRAFT WHICH | CONSIDERED 
ESSENTIAL TO MAKE IT MEANINGFUL, HE HAD CONTINUED TO MIS- 
INTERPRET AND MISREPRESENT INTENT IN PLAIN WORDS THAT JAN 

12 DRAFT, 


of the United States 


12. | SAID | HAD OFTEN SAID HERE | THOUGHT THAT HIS 
POS!T!ON WAS NOT WELL TAKEN, HOWEVER, IF HE HAD OTHER THOUGHTS 
ON WAY CONCEPTS THEREIN COULD BE STATED | WOULD BE GLAD 

. LISTEN THEM, | HAD ISSUED NO ULTIMATUM, | HAD TAKEN NO 

i TAKE-}-1T-OR-LEAVE 1T POSITIONS, | HAD AND WOULD CONTINUE TRY 

a . DO MY UTMOST TO REACH REAL AGREEMENT WITH HIM ON BASIS HONEST 

‘ NEGOTIATIONS, | DID NOT SEE HOW HE COULD FEEL THAT ISSUANCE 
ULTIMATA SUCH AS HE HAD AGAIN ISSUED THIS MORNING HELPED IN 
PROGRESS OUR TALKS HERE AND IN RESOLUTION TREMENDOUSLY 
IMPORTANT PROBLEMS WE CALLED UPON TO DEAL WITH HERE, 
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13. %|'§ SAID | DID NOT SEE HOW HIS GOVT FELT THAT STATEMENTS 
SUCH AS IT AGAIN MADE MARCH 11] WERE HELPFUL TO US, FOR EXAMPLE, 
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IN HIS GOVT*tS MARCH 11 STATEMENT IT SAYS MY GOVT HAD FORBIDDEN 
INDIAN EMBASSY MAKE ANNOUNCEMENTS, 1 COULD ONLY CHARACTERIZE 
THIS AS WILFUL AND COMPLETE MISSTATEMENT OF FACT, 1 HAD 

TOLD HIM HERE THAT EVEN IF IT DESIRED DO SO MY GOVT HAD NO WAY 
PREVENT INDIAN EMBASSY FROM MAKING ANNOUNCEMENTS AND HAD NOT 
SOUGHT DO SO, ANYONE HAVING SLIGHTEST FAMILIARITY MY COUNTRY 
WOULD IMMEDIATELY RECOGNIZE ABSURDITY THIS, AND OTHER SUCH 
STATEMENTS §N MARCH 11 STATEMENT HIS GOVT, ! HONESTLY DID NOT 
SEE HOW IT HELPED THESE TALKS, 1! DID NOT BELIEVE IT EVEN 
ACCORDED WITH GENUINE INTERESTS HIS OWN SIDE, 1! MIGHT MENTION 
ANOTHER DISTORTION FACT HIS MARCH 11 STATEMENT, ATTEMPT 

MADE THERE TO GIVE IMPRESSION | HAD ADMITTED MY GOVT®S 
RESTRICTION DEPARTURE 32 CHINESE, WHAT PURPOSE WAS SERVED 

BY THIS SORT JUGGLING OF WORDS? AGAIN WHY DID HIS GOVT DECLARE 
THAT ALL AMERICANS HIS COUNTRY FREE TO CONTACT OFFICE 

UK CHARGE Dt AFFAIRES WHEN WE KNEW AS MATTER FACT THEN ONLY 

6 OF 13 REMAINING PERSONS DESIRING RETURN HAD BEEN PERMITTED 

DO SO? 


14, | SAID | HAD HOPED IT NOT INTENTION HIS GOVT IN ISSUING 
STATEMENTS THIS KIND TO FACE MY GOVT WITH WHAT AMOUNTED TO 
ULTIMATA, TO FORCE MY GOVT TO AGREE HIS DEMANDS, 1 COULD 
ASSURE HIM THAT NO TACTIC COULD BE MORE MISTAKEN OR MORE CERTAIN 
OF FAILURE, | HAD HOPED THAT IF THIS WAS INTENTION HIS GOVT 
1'Y HAD BEEN ABANDONED, HOWEVER, HIS STATEMENT THIS MORNING 
GAVE ME NO GROUNDS FOR FEELING IT HAD DONE SO, 1! WOULD 

HOPE THAT BY NEXT MEETING HIS GOVT WOULD HAVE ABANDONED HIS 
INTENTION AND WE WOULD BE ABLE PROCEED IN ORDERLY MANNER TO 
DISCUSSION OF DECLARATION UNEQUIVACALLY AND UNCONDITIONALLY 
RENOUNCING USE FORCE, 1! WOULD HOPE THAT IT WOULD ENABLE US 
RESUME PROGRESS WE SEEMED FOR TIME TO BE MAKING, RATHER THAN 
BE DRAGGING US BACKWARDS WHERE WE WERE LAST OCTOBER, 


15. WANG SAID IT SEEMED | HAD NOT MADE ANY ATTEMPT MY 
STATEMENT THIS MORNING TO ANSWER QUESTIONS HE HAD RAISED 
PREVIOUSLY, WE KNEW OUR DISCUSSIONS HAD BEEN DRAGGING ON 
QUITE LONG TIME, IN SPITE FACT THAT THEIR SIDE HAD SUBMITTED 
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CONCRETE PROPOSALS AND IN SPITE MY STATEMENT THAT | HAD 
ACCEPTED THEIR DECEMBER 1 DRAFT AS BASIS DISCUSSIONS, IF 
BASIS FOR OUR NEGOTIATIONS ALREADY EXISTED, HE SAW NO REASON 
WHY TWO SIDES SHOULD NOT ADVANCE ON THIS BASIS, 





a 16 WANG SAID HE RECALLED THAT DRAFTS HE PUT FORWARD 

HAD BEEN SUBMITTED AFTER HIS SIDE HAD GIVEN DUE CONSIDERATION 
MY VIEWS, AND THEIR DRAFTS HAD UNDERGONE AMENDMENT, THEIR 
DRAFTS ALSO EMBODIED VIEWS MY SIDE, SINCE THEIR DRAFTS HAD 
TAKEN INTO CONSIDERATION VIEWS BOTH SIDES THEY WERE THEREFORE 
CAPABLE OF BEING ACCEPTED BY BOTH SIDES, 


17~ WANG SAID IF AMENDMENTS PUT FORWARD BY MY SIDE DID NOT 
: INVOLVE INTERNAL AFFAIRS OF CHINA AND DID NOT RAISE ANY PRE- 
REQUISITE CONDITIONS, SUCH AMENDMENTS WOULD BE CERTAINLY CONSIDERED 
BY HIS SIDE IF REASONABLE AND EQUITABLE, THEREFORE IT SEEMED 
HIM FACT WE NOT BEEN ABLE SO FAR REACH AGREEMENT ON DECLARATION 
C AND EVEN THAT THERE HAD BEEN RETROGRESSION IN OUR DISCUSSIONS 
WAS NOT FAULT THEIR SIDE BUT WAS RESPONSIBILITY US SIDE, 
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18. WANG SAID I HAD DECLARED THAT US HAD NEVER INTENDED 
TO INITIATE USE FORCE IN SETTLEMENT INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES AND 
THAT US HAD NOT ONLY DEMONSTRATED THIS INTENT BY WORDS BUT ALSO 
BY DEEDS. HE MIGHT ASK QUESTIONS AS TO WHETHER DECLARATION 
MADE BY MAJ GEN HARRIS IN AN OFFICIAL UTTERANCE, AS HE HAD 
MENTIONED THIS MORNING, WAS NOT REPRESENTATIVE OF POSITION 
OF US? IF MAJ GEN HARRIS DID NOT MAKE HIS DECLARATION AS SPOKESMAN 
. OF US GOVT, THEN HIS REVELATION ENTIRELY EXPOSED GROUNDLESSNESS 
C MY STATEMENT. WE NOW IN THIS ROOM DISCUSSING DECLARATION FOR 
; RENOUNCING USE FORCE. COULD SUCH WAR-CLAMORING DECLARATION 
OF GEN HARRIS HELP OUR DISCUSSIONS HERE? 


19. WANG SAID I HAD REFERRED TO SOME POINTS IN MARCH 11 STATE- 
MENT BY HIS GOVT. THESE POINTS IN THEIR STATEMENT WERE NOT ADVANCED 
WITHOUT BIAS. THEY WERE BY NO MEANS JUGGLING OF WORDS. US COULD 
ONLY LIVE UP TO ITS WORDS BY TAKING ACTUAL ACTIONS TO CORRECT WHAT 
IT HAD DONE. TWO DRAFTS THEY HAD PROPOSED COULD BY NO MEANS BE 
BE TERMED AS ANY ULTIMATUM. 


20. WANG SAID HE SURE I ALSO FELT WE HAD SPENT ENOUGH 
TIME THIS QUESTION. DISCUSSIONS WE BEEN CONDUCTING ON 
QUESTION OF DECLARATION WERE NOT DISCUSSIONS FOR SAKE OF 
DISCUSSIONS. THEY MUST BE AIMED AT GENUINE EFFORT TO REACH 


of the United States 
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4 REASONABLE AND PEACEFUL SOLUTION OF PROBLEM. THIS A HOPE WHICH 
j THEIR SIDE CONTINUED MAINTAIN. 
r- ‘ 21. WANG SAID THEY CONTINUED HOPE THAT IT WOULD MAKE MY 


ATTITUDE CLEAR ABOUT THESE TWO DRAFTS, SO! THAT WE MIGHT IN 
LONG SUN COME TO AGREEMENT ON THIS QUESTION OF RENUNCIATION 
RORCE,. IF Wie WOULD WORK ALONG THIS LINE WE WOULD BE HELPING 
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OUR TALKS FORWARD RATHER THAN PREVENTING ANY PROGRESS. 


22. | SAID OUR DIFFICULTIES WITH REGARD TO DRAFT--AND 
LET ME SAY NOT ONLY WITH REGARD TO WORDS OF DRAFT, BUT WITH 
REGARD UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN US-- SEEMED TO REVOLVE AROUND 
TWO POINTS PRIMARILY. FIRST, WAS SPECIFIC MENTION ON 
TAIWAN AREA AND OTHER WAS SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE. HE HAD SAID 


MANY TIMES THESE MEETINGS, THAT ANY DECLARATION WOULD COVER 
TAIWAN AREA. | FOUND IT COMPLETELY INEXPLICABLE THAT HE UNWILLING 
ACCEPT SPECIFIC MENTION TAIWAN AREA IN HIS DECEMBER 1 DRAFT, 

IF THAT WERE CORRECT. 


23. | SAID THE OTHER POINT--WITH REGARD SELF-DEFENSE 
CLAUSE--WAS THAT NEITHER US WOULD IN THIS DECLARATION BE 
RENOUNC ING WHAT WE EACH CONSIDERED TO BE OUR LEGITIMATE RIGHT 
OF INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE SELF-DEFENSE. THESE WERE TwO 
SIMPLE AND FUNDAMENTAL PROPOSITIONS. 

24. | SAID | HAD GIVEN HIM MY THOUGHT OVER AND OVER 

AGAIN ABOUT HOW | THOUGHT THEY SHOULD BE EMBODIED IN DECLARATION. 
IF HE CONTINUED TO DISAGREE TO FORM OF WORDS | HAD SUGGESTED 
FOR EMBODYING THESE TWO THOUGHTS | WOULD HOPE THAT AT OUR NEXT 
MEETING HE WOULD BE ABLE SUGGEST FORM HE WOULD CONSIDER MORE 
DESIRABLE. | FELT BOTH THOUGHTS WERE FUNDAMENTAL TO MEANINGFUL 
DECLARATION. BUT |! HAD NOT TAKEN HARD AND FAST POSITION ON 
EXACTLY HOW THEY SHOULD BE STATED. | NOT ABLE THINK OF ANY 
BETTER WAY OF STATING THEM THAN WHAT WE HAD ALREADY SUGGESTED. 
IF HE HAD OTHER THOUGHTS, AS | HAD SAID, 1! WOULD CERTAINLY 

BE GLAD LISTEN THEM. 1! DID NOT SEE HOW MY POSITION COULD BE 
ANY MORE REASONABLE OR SHOW ANY GREATER DESIRE TO GET AHEAD 
WITH THIS. 


25. WANG SAID WITH REGARD TwO POINTS | HAD MENTIONED, 

NAMELY SPECIFIC MENTION TAIWAN AREA AND SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE, 

HE HAD ALREADY MADE HIS POSITION ADEQUATELY CLEAR AND DID NOT 
THINK NECESSARY HIM TO REPEAT HIS PREVIOUS STATEMENTS. 

HE MUST HOWEVER REMIND ME THAT OUR DISCUSSIONS WHICH WE BEEN 
CONDUCTING SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO SEEKING REASONABLE AND PEACEFUL 
SOLUTION DISPUTES BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES. THERE WOULD 


CONF IDENT IAL 


‘al ‘ (om: 


>» * = «¢ é « ore a 
wg att : 176 YN ee Last 
. . 








CONF IDENT IAL 


-3- 1665, MARCH 22, 10 P.M., FROM GENEVA (SEC. 3 OF 5) 


BE ENTIRELY NO MEANING FOR CONDUCTING THESE TALKS IF THEY WERE 
TO ALLOW US TO ACHIEVE DESIGN OF CONT!NUING SEIZURE OF TAIWAN 
BY ANY FORMULA OR ANY WAY. IF US SHOULD IN ANY WAY STILL 
CLING TO ILLUSION THAT HIS SIDE MIGHT IN ANY WAY CONCEDE OR 
CAPITULATE OF THIS POSITION MY SIDE IT WOULD BE FUTILE. 


CES 


(#) OMISSION. 
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26. Wang said as regards mentioning of Taiwan in our declara- 
tion he should say that this was precisely what they haddone in 
their draft of October 27. They had asked me to choose from two 
drafts of their side. If I were really concerned with mentioning 
Taiwan srea, then why not accept their draft October 27. 


27. Wang said I had ssid I would be ready listen and consider 
any thoughts he might have. His thoughts were very simple. 

* As he had said they have two drafts. I1 might choose either 
these two. He also hoped at our next meeting I would be able 
make choice from these two drafts so that our talks would move 
forward. If I had no other matters at hand he would like raise 
another matter with me. 


of the United States 


He must lodge serious protest against my side over outrage of my 
authorities in causing death of Chinese student Mr. Daniel Pao. 
Pao went to US in 1945 study civil engineering at University of 
Florida. He applied return after receiving master's degree 1950. 
However my authorities refused him permission and put him under 
surveillance. This was an overwhelming pressure on his mind. In 
May 1952 in order strengthen surveillance over him my authorities 
forcibly sent him sanatorium on pretense his contracting TB. Two 
months later he mysteriously died aqbviously he died as result 
persecution of him by my authorities. 


| 28. Reading from prepared but handwritten statement Wang continued. 
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“  @9. + Wang said I had often repeated in our meetings pledge that 
my side had never persecuted Chinese nationals. t no amount 
sophistry could cover up fact such persecution. He must again 
demand my side promptly stop such wanton persecution against 
Chinese nationals and give responsible account death Mr. Pao. 


30. Wang said next he would als appreciate any. information 
about these Chinese students and nationals he had asked me to 
make investigation of and if there.any information‘available he 


would be 
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would be ready listen to it. Also he continued await reply from 
me about status Chinese in US prisons. 


31. I said I wondered what extent his government was willing 

go in attempt make these absurd allegations regarding Chinese 

in US in order attempt confuse people regarding their failure 
release people they said they would release on September 10 

last year. His statement regarding Mr. Pao apparently came down 
allegation that US maintain institutions called sanatoriums where 
we liquidate people for reasons which are not clear. I had heard 
many allegations concerning my country over years but I must say 
this was new one. Liquidation of people or their execution with- 
out public and due process of law was something that happily not 
known my country, contrary situation in other countries with other 
forms government. 


32. I said simply on basis information he had given.regarding 

Peo it appeared very simple case of somebody who contracted TB, 

was sent to one of sanatoriums which maintained throughout US 

for treatment this disease, and unfortunately he did not recover. 
To jump from that to statement that he obviously died of persecu- 
tion was conclusion that even most gullible person knowing anything 


about my country could not accept. 


35. I said I had not brought into our conversations here what I 
could only call the barbarous treatment that Americans imprisoned 
his country had undergone. People who had died in his prisons and 
who we had only heard of years later, people who had emerged from 
his prisons broken in mind and body, people who will never forget 
the terror, the physical treatment they received -- I had not 
discussed them here, but if it his desire do so I could certainly 
well do so. These not been isolated experiences but been common 
experiences nct only Americans but of people other nationalities. 
However, when we came here to begin these discussions I said I 

did not want engage recriminations with regard past but would look 
to future and I continue do so. 


34. I said one of best and most recent examples I knew of way 
his authorities carrying out commitment they made was that 
exemplified in case Father Houle. He would recall I specifi- 
cally mentioned his case October 20. We had now learned that 


on October 
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on October 30, just ten days later, this man who had been under 
arrest since 1953 was finally tried and sentenced long term 
imprisonment. It hard call this permitting his expeditious return 
to US. Over three months have now passed without single one 
Americans, who subjects our September 10 announcement being per- 
mitted return. It dismal record. 


GOWEN 
SW:GWL/12 
* As received. Correction to follow. 


(#) Omissions. Corrections to follow. 
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35. WANG SAID HE MUST SAY | HAD AGAIN FAILED GIVE PROPER 
ANSWER TO WHAT HE RAISED, ALLEGATIONS | MADE REGARDING AMERICANS 
IN CHINA ENTIRELY WITHOUT FACTUAL BASIS, EVEN IN THESE 
UNJUSTIFIED ALLEGATIONS MY SIDE | HAD NOT BEEN ABLE CITE SINGLE 
INSTANCE IN WHICH MEASURES AGAINST LAW-ABIDING AMERICANS HIS 
_ COUNTRY HAD BEEN TAKEN, | NOT BEEN ABLE CITE ANY INSTANCE 
C IN WHICH PEOPLE DIFFERENT SKIN COLOR HAD BEEN PUT TO DEATH 
WITHOUT ANY LEGAL PROCEDURES, SUCH BARBAROUS ACT AGAINST 
HUMANITY COULD NEVER HAPPEN HIS COUNTRY, 


36. WANG SAID YET CASES UNHAPPY MR, LIU MENTIONED PREVIOUSLY 
AND MR, PAO WHOSE NAME TOLD ME THIS MORNING WERE EXAMPLES 

HOW PEOPLE COULE BE TURNED INTO MADMEN OR DEAD MEN, I HAD SAID 
THIS WAS SOMETHING NEW ME, HE WOULD NOT SAY IT ANYTHING NEW, 
BUT WOULD SAY IT FRIGHTENING REVELATION, IT EXTREMELY 

INHUMAN ACT, IT MOST BARBAROUS ACT, IT IMMENSE INSULT AGAINST 
CIVILIZED PEOPLE, THEY SHOCKED WHEN HEARD THIS INCIDENT, 

PAO DID NOT DIE ANY DISEASE, BUT DIED RESULT OBSTRUCTIONS AND 
PERSECUTION AGAINST HIM, IT BE UNCONCEIVABLE IF U, S, 

DID NOT CORRECT THIS ACT, 


37. | SAID | WILLING LET WORLD JUDGE, 1! HAD NOTHING MORE 
THIS MORNING, 


38. WANG SAID WORLD WILL KNOW IN WHOSE COUNTRY MOST BARBAROUS 
OUTRAGES HAVE TAKEN PLACE, 


39. | ASKED IF HE HAD ANYTHING MORE, HE SAID NO, 1 SUGGESTED 
NEXT MEETING THURSDAY MARCH 29, HE AGREED 
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Guidance for March 29 meeting. 








1. ieview course &K discussions on return of civilians. Remind Mang: § 


would have provided solid basis for further progress. Early optinisn 
engendered this country by release some Americans and issuance Agreed 


Announcement long ago replaced by disillusionment. US Government and people gy 


cannot understand why Chinese Communists deliberately choose flout their ” wes Lo, . 


E. +" H: 


pledged word if they have serious desire improve relations with US. a ig 
Failure carry out their public commitment September 10 and attempt obscure 


this failure by vague unfounded charges concerning treatment Chinese in Be 


: t 
can only be interpreted as intended place pressure on US for political © ‘<= 


concessions. This maneuver cannot succeed. If Chinese Communists oe 
xs 


intend react understanding with US on outstanding issues between us they oe -* 





. 


must start vy fulfilling their pledge release Americans. 
2. On renunciation force maintain posture of being willing consider P ; 
any Chinese Communist amendments which would not do violence basic | <g 


principles 
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principles our January 12 draft. Criticize their "take it or leave it 
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attitude regarding their two drafts. 


3. We understand how difficult it is for you carry on these | ts 


- ort aaa game 


discussions and continve repeat arguments and restate positions made. 








many times before. The skill, ingenuity and good temper which you have :: 


7s 


shown in face of Wang's provocmative and belligerent conduct is ainizable. * 


It is desirable that these talks continue and extremely important tat 





<he 


any break should be on Wang's initiative and in such a way as. to ve lieasy, ~ 
demonstrable to public. We know you have in mind that you must furnish | by? . 


no basis for any claim that you caused break. 


of the United States 


04 








ACTI | " 
11176 
SECRET 
Classification 





~ LIMIT DISTKILUTION 





Maen. sf 


of the United States 


ener ie ARS —1 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





—_— 


Orafted bys 





. ” Clearances: 


w/e yehe | 
MAR 28 1956 P.M 


Nu 





Department of State |, 4541 he. 















Classification 


SENT TO: Amconsul GENEVA PRIORITY /’7°7 
FOR JOHNSON 














Following for your background. 





ry 
a= 
*}8- 
1. Re wang's reference last meeting to General Harris statement, ; Ke 


Taipei liecka 12 states local press erroneously quoted Harris as saying * 








US would give air support if Communists attacked Matsu. US public informa 


denied ip ANGST TASES CST Ea: 
officer following day, Biaje : Consider your ae as et .. 


Bi: : 





tactic avoid any é+reet comment this subject as you did last meeting. -%. SS One: 


Sabet 
2. ke your letter March 15 only discussion between Secretary and = ee ae =e 
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4 
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Nehru on China problem summarized DULTE 22 rptd Geneva 1772.. There was: 











repeat no discussion of Indian functions under Agreed Announcement. Indian 
have never expressed x dissatisfaction at cooperation afforded them by ae 2 y 
Department in carrying out their functions, although in certain reopen ie 
under Agreed Announcement favored by Chinese Communists. 

3. ills hes assured us Chinese students do not repeat not have to 
"apply to return". They are, of course, required to show they have 
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Ic back lest night from frascue and found your 
5. \ most interesting letter No. 35. I an not particularly 
aot : surprised at the news it contalnec nor with the PRO pro- 
ty om posal which I am inclined to think is genuine and not 
ae just @ brainchild of Krishna's, As you «now, I have - 
Pe thought ell elong thet they want to do business with us, 2 
cs on their terms of ccurs2, but they find our terms on 
: renunciation of force too herd for them, I think that = 
they ar: substantially risht in seving that accepting our y 
for tion w i t them of the ‘i 
vw 
ut 
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Stent ip oO ilitury act ty {mn the lalwan area) can the 

Orir num pressure is. In a event, I reluctantly 
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Walter P., McSonaughy, Esquire cece 
vir tor, Office of Chinessa Affairs, 
bureau of Far Sastern Affairs, 
& Department of tate, 
Washtnwton 25, D.c. 
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Come to the conclusion that these talks are going to be 
sterile of further results, end the length of time they 

will continue very problematical unless I am able to 
introcuce some new element. I feel I have gone to the 

very outer limits of my instructions in holding out a 

pot of gold at the end of the rainbow to them and in try- 
ing to get across the thoughts contained +n Senator George's 
letter to the Secretary, I also feel that I have gone as 

in 
ex 


ct 


ye 
far as I can he other direction without getting so far 
down the slippery slope which would lead up to @ break that 
I would not be able to draw back. I know that the Department 
appreciates that this leaves fairly narrow limits within 
which I can coerate., In connection with the Department's 
‘ lances, inciudtn.: the puidence for tonorrow's 

meeting, you can be sure that unless clearly anc specifically 

as 


instructed [I am never coing to bring about a break and will 
do my naximun to avoid giving him any basis for claiming I 
have caused a bresk, erhuos my telegrems have at times 
fnédicated a greater decree of frustration and exasperation 
then I nave intended and ssibly given rise to a little 
cor mivsht sometime go too far in a meeting, Bdut you 
Cur sure that T will co my best not tc do so. I full 
well realize that this a situation wnich completely 
transcencs in importance any perscnal feslings [ may have 
and I w'li 9b give wa > tnem. I do eppreciate the kind 
2m ; iords rach 3 of the Pecartment's 1804, 
I uu that they ne & lift. JI assume the 
r t morc 4 tactic t c of the recent 
seti not ipt to dr it the meetings in the 
f ' in ii : to ent into ény real discussion 
but c it off r : is ly points, 
I Mew i } = Tt 
oriso: ; ] naer id t it is seq 
ts of what your ‘4 ; ists rendered 
in ect ¢ rs ] i* t yet found 
a! ti 2) a i [ of the 
i ly ] s ir vs v) l atio ] 
om 5 t wii £ ! i e I t ft Le z,! *] ncicated 
that o 7 ‘ssins pere >] 1,93 were carried on 
tre Li " is aval *. 1 ir lous as to whet 
ini ve ‘4 . 25 regare to the otners and wnether it 
Coverec any anericans, [I am elgo intarested in information 


on how to reconeile this new list with the previous list, 
From @ cursory examination of the new list it indicates thet 
it now contains a total of 430% names (23 Army, 5 Navy, 3 

Marine and 187 Air Yorce) which represents a reduction of 67 
(55 Aray, 10 Marine, 4 Air Force, plus 2 additional Navy) 


; - 
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over the august 1, 1955 list. Th‘s comes out toa t 

of 505 whereas the August 1 list was 450. Perhaps a fur 
detailed study which ! hope to make will explsin this, du 
I would énorectate any readily available in®ormation cn how 
these *igures are to be reconciled, I am immediately sending 
back by surface pouch rather than burdening Stanley's baggage 
with them the driefinzg book for Eanmerskjold and the previous 
roster from Defense of missing American personnel which [ 
presume you mean by “prisoner book”. TI an not clear as to 
what else you nay mean by the latter and if this is not 
correct, oleese let m 


a 
uo 
n2 wore 


i 


- . & ame 7 7 £¢ ~ . 
To break the nonotony, Pat and Janrifer are comide down 
ry . “ y , | 7 . ) a + sc 
nere ursde nadwe plan to drive up to farts on Friday wy 
Spena the saster weskenag, I have only been through ae on 
‘ 4 _-4+ ‘ > ‘ area ft ly A ‘ 

rus! rins with the Secretary and Fat had never seen it so 

L$ - 747 , . . , 3; T hk . . 4+} 
this s 3 like 32 goo. opportunit:, and hope that neither 
— + I . a" } ; ‘ 
wery r > GZecns spoll ny plans, 

> * -« 
y . 2 ) 3 L » 
Since: : r3, 
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FROM JOHNSON Direction to DO/R é 
1. Calm and mild one and a half hour ap this morni 
with Wang soliciting and even urging new dreft by U.S. 8 


I tossing ball back to his court. 


2. I opened meeting with prepared statement incorporeting 
peregraphs 1 end 2, Department telegrem 1804. Wang made no 
attempt to meet, but receding from teke it-or-leave-it 
attitude on their October 27 and December 1 drefts, steted 
"If U.S. still found those drefts unecceptable U.S. should 
put forward new constructive proposal and submit new dreft". 
I, of course, countered pointing out by all logic end normel 
negotisting procedures it was their turn put forward dreft 
if they genuinely shsered our desire for decleration. Much 
inconclusive fencing during remainder of meeting on point of 
who should submit new dreft. 


of the United States 


9S6¢e-2£/2f6°I119 


3. His reply ny stetement on implementation wes very bnief, . 
reiterating in low key charges U.S. not carrying out agreed ~* 
esnnouncement end stating if U.S. hes in mind only Americans 
in Chins snd does not_give due consideration problem Chinese 
in U.S., “this problem can never be resolved". Again raised 
fellure account Chinese in prison end on lists given me and 
asked for information on Peo's "mysterious" desth. 
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4, He proposed and I sgreed to next meeting Mondsy April 9. 
In order I could meke plans I asked whether he would segree 
next following meeting Thursdsy April 19. He esked decision 













be deferred until next meeting end I told him I expected mike [J JU 
proposal April 19 meeting thst time. ° . a 
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COMMENTS TODAY'S MEETING: 


BELIEVE WANG CONSIDERS THAT HIS SHIFT TODAY FROM FORMER TAKE 
iT OR LEAVE IT ATTITUDE WITH RESPECT HIS OCTOBER 27 AND DECEMBER 
1 DRAFT WAS MOVE ON THEIR PART TO GET TALKS OFF DEAD CENTER, 
AND THAT NEXT MOVE IS UP TO US. DO NOT BELIEVE HE WILL SUBMIT 
ANY NEW DRAFT NEXT MEETING. HOWEVER | FEEL HIS MOVE TODAY 
GIVES US OPPORTUNITY PRESENT NEW DRAFT WITHOUT SAME 
DISADVANTAGES AS HERETOFORE, IF WE DESIRE DO SO. 


of the United States 


GOWEN 


9S66c-2£/£6°119 


CRH 


te 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


i¢ € Wd 62 UV Mol 
if VIO 


Suivad¥ Nb aisv uv! 
40 iV 
UVES 40 LN 


6c6t 2 3933 


at 
at 












REPRODUCTION THIS 
SECRET COPY, IF Is 
PERMANENT PROHIBITED 
RECORD COPY ¢ This copy must be returned to RM/R central iiles with notation of action 


> A ; Fg SP ee Oe a 
EA Sd Se OL OE PA in? ee. 9s SO eal 























WtOHING TELEGRAM = Department of State 













but I felt that issues were too important to permit discourége- 
ment or impatience. 


3. I ssid my government proposed and his government egreed 
first item to be resolved was return of civiliens. It was well 
known when we came here this fundamentally involved from us 
standpoint question Americans imprisoned in his country or 
denied exit permits. 
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LIMIT DISTRIBUTION . => 
/-tion Offiee Symhpl___ & 2 
FROM JOHNSON 5 
, ive of Oflicer | & 
: 1. I opened 42nd meeting with prepared statement saying I 
= was very disturbed at course of last few ieetthe tadvela os. 
+. at apparent absence of intent Wang's Eg ge take those 
2 simple and fundamental steps that could lead to improvement 
c+ our relation. 
oo 2. I seid I had come here last year with high hopes that two © 
+- of us could, notwithstending obvious difficulties, find solutions _, 
v5 t to more pressing practical problems existing between our two ° 
= 2 countries and thus open road to mutuslly satisfactory resolution © 
3+ other matters. Success in this could mean much to our two peoples’ 
‘+: 8s well as to all other peoples. My hopes hed not yet been realiz 
oO 
— 
.°] 
a 
. 
2 


4. ssid his government had professed concern over question 
restrictions imposed during Korean war by my government on de- 
parture of some few Chinese students with militerily useful 
technical training. It was well known thet sll other Chinese 
have et all times been free to depart if they desired to do so. 
As I hed told him et outset of these telks removal these restric= 
tions had been completed by that time. No smount vegue and un- 
founded charges concerning Chinese in US or introduction extren 
eous issues could obscure fact. Third party srrangement he had 


) 








suggested to confirm Chinese in US desiring return his country ff 
were free to do so had in fact confirmed it. | za 
~ 
cf 5. I said st as outset these talks I had spoken of iwportance 4 
satisfactory resolution problem of Americans in his country. I = 
had pointed 
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had pointed out then, and have continued to point out in every 
way which I am capable, that early and satisfactory settlement 
this problem would have provided solid basis for further progress. 
At time we issued agreed announcement I had pointed out very favor- 
able effects its prompt and faithful execution by his government 
could have on our relations. I had often pointed out to him 
here optimism over future our relations that was engendered in 
my country by issuance 8nnouncement and release some Americans 
effected by his government at that time. These releases were 
understandably taken as grounds for hoping that there would in 
fact be full implementstion agreement and that this unnecessary 
irritant cur relations thereby removed. However, as long months 
hed passed since then, this optimism had, I git! regretted 

to say, naturally been replaced by a sense of disillusionment. 

It simply impossible for my government and people understand 

why his authorities chose continue flout their pledged word in 
our agreed announcement of last September 10, if there is serious 
desire reslly to improve relstions with my country. They could 
only interpret attempt obscure this failure by resort to vague 
cherges concerning treatment Chinese in my country, charges 
which every American and every person familiar with my country 
immedistely peonee see as unfounded, as attempt to pléce pres- 
Sure my country for political concessions. I ssid I hed con- 
sistently pointed out that such policy could only be counter- 
productive. I could not stress too often or too strongly that 

if his authorities seriously intended to reach understanding 
with my eer on issues outstanding between us there must 

be fulfillment of first agreement reached between us, our agreed 
ammouncement of September 10 last year, that is, Americans stiil 
detained in tis country must be released. I did not know how 

I could meke words any pleiner, or how I could bettei persusde 
him of overriding importance this matter. And if I hsd agsin 
spoken st some length on it, it was because of my desire to 
stress its importance and implications for future of our relstions. 


6. I said we both sgreed that next important practical probiem 
confronting us was situstion existing in Tsiwan eres. in this 
regard first and most urgent task was to sssure that our dif- 
ferences with regard to this problem would not lead to war. 

I ssid my proposition was and is very simple -- it is just 

that 
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While we disagree about issues there, we agree we will not 
plunge our peoples or world into war about them but will 

discuss them as rational human beings. In putting forward 
a method of stating this proposition I had tried to respect 


his views and even offered specifically to agree to his saying 
thet it would be clearly understood that whatever was said was 


without prejudice to peaceful pursuit of his policies. 


7. I ssid yet he was unwilling to accept this simple 

proposition. He saw tricks where there were no tricks. He 
split heirs about what he termed international and domestic 
matters in an apparent attempt to obtain declaration which 


would sanction use of force by his country whenever it felt its 
desires with regard to Taiwan area were not being met. He said 
he would not agree peacefully to discuss matter unless I first 
agreed with him that meeting between our two Foreign Ministers 


was only way it could be discussed. He said his ears were closed 


to further negotiations on text of any declaration and only 


choice open to us was between two drafts which he had submitted 


es his points of view. In short his position seemed to 


be one of renewing his threat to resort to force unless I 
surrendered to his demand that there be prior agreement to 
——- holding of meeting our Foreign Ministers. 


S f said I continued to hope this not his real position 


and that if he continued to object to form in which I incorporated 
my amendments to his December 1 draft in my January 12 draft, 
he would this morning offer alternative language that would enable 


us proceed to negotistion of meaningful declaration that 
would honestly assure world that we do not intend to go to 
war sbout our differences but would strive to seek their 
— in spirit of peace and goodwill. 


i feplied (speaking only from uotes) he must say he 
disappoint 
a 
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after listening my statement and surprised I had again indulged 

in unfounded cherges concerning Americans in China. He noted 

I had failed give concrete opinion on question of making declaration 
between us. I did not seem to have put forward any fresh on con- 
structive opinion which would enable further progress our talks. 
When we now meeting 42nd time between us he did not see how I 


thought it would help talks to renew old contentions they had 
—- repeatedly refuted in course talks. 





- 7 


10. Wang said when he came these talks last year he also 

had goodwill and desire resolve differences between us and thus 
open road to practical settlement differences and improvement 
relations between us. They also well aware present talks 
between us not only concerned our two peoples but also have 
important bearing on peace in whole Far East. If we genuinely 
desirous settling outstanding issues between us and thus 
improving relations between us we should accordingly make 
effort resolve disputes between two countries Taiwan area by 
peaceful negotiations instead of going to war to resolve them. 


ll. Wang ssid if we have these desires it not matter 
words but of deeds. Even on question of issuance of declaration 
between us which we now discussing he could hardly find such a 
desire on part of us. Proposal for making such declaration 

e between us was initiated by my side. They went along with 
this idea. Two drafts presented by their side and which 
we had often discussed iately had actually been put forward 
efter due consideration been given my opinions as well as 


on ong opinions. These two drafts should therefore be acceptable 
oth us. 


of the United States 


le. Wang ssid in regard these two drafts there no element 
of coercion in least. As he repeatedly been making clear 
amendments submitted by me were not acceptable his side. After 
so much discussion situation confronting us, seemed to him, if 


st. 
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I could not find drafts his side acceptable to us (repeat us) then a 
I should put forward constructive new proposals a submit new yur 
drefts which I deered reasonable. Only in this way could sr‘trit ae 
of negotiation be demonstrated. - t7# 
13. Wang said if I refuse accept their proposals and their drafts be 
on one hand while refusing produce new drafts of my own he did ay 
not see how could proceed any farther. Therefore if I had Ain 
genuine desire make progress in talks and eventually reach agreement ah 
on question of declaration in talks, he would hope I would be 
able submit new and concrete proposal and draft on behalf us. 
14, Wang said next he wanted discuss ss return civilians 
I had in my statement made many unfounded charges against his 
side. All these charges he must reject. I had not . 
4 
5 +MAA/RSP , 
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FROM JOHNSON Direction to DC/R 


Fair attitude when I discussed this problem. It must be clear 
that agreement last September 10 between us was agreement on 
question civilians both sides. If I only had in mind 13 
Americans in China while neglecting fact there innumberable 
Chinese in US who have not been able return --in view this 
situation how could relations between us be improved on this 
question of civilians? In dealing with this problem if one 
oniy has in mind one side, without due consideration other 
side he would say this problem could never be resolved. 


15. Wang said he might bluntly inform me that Chinese Government 
and people have every day been asking this question: Why 

US so far been refusing implement agreement and still obstr ctiing 
return and still refusing give accounting Chinese imprison: 

US? He had here in these meetings requested we look into 
situation 42 Chinese and he not yet received any information * | 
from me. 


16. Wang said today he would like bring up question four more 
Chinese in US who not able return his country. Information 
about them contained this paper which he handing me (names in 
following telegram). He again requested I make investigation 
these four individuals. 


17. Wang said about case Mr. Pao, which he raised last meeting 
--mysterious death Mr. Pao cannot be explained Chinese people 
and Chinese Government. They request account by me as to cause 
his death and actually how he died in US. He would say this 
question humaniterisnigm. 


18. I ssid first pagers lag question our-decisration I must say 
I not entirely able follow his logic. He would recall history 
our negotiations on this. As he-_mentioned I made proposal for 
declaration first on October.8. He presented draft on October 27. 
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I explained reasons why US did not consider draft satisfactory and 
presented new draft November 10. He did not find that acceptable 
and on December 1 he presented draft. I carefully explained why, 
although I thought December 1 draft represented some advance over 
his previous position, I felt it defective some respects and, 
withdrawing my November 10 draft, I presented draft on January le 
in which I incorporated amendments which I considered essential 

to make his December 1 draft meaningful declaration. 


19. I said if his statements regarding his desire issue such 
declaration and to find point at which our views could be 
reconciled have any meaning, it certainly by all laws logic 
and normal negotiating procedures up to him at this time to 


submit alternative suggestions if he still did not agree my 
January 12 draft. 


20. I said I tried my best in January 12 draft to produce 
something which I felt met both our points of view and which 

I felt he would find acceptable. That draft fully incorporated 
our views regarding his December 1 draft. If we going get ahead 
on this and if he really desired get ahead on this it clearly 


up to his side produce alternative that meets essential points 
contained my January 12 draft. 


el. I said I had not taken any artitrary positions on this and 

I had in past and continued to express willingness give 
consideration any thoughts he might have on how thoughts expressed 
my January 12 draft might be better stated. I had hoped that 

this morning he would have such suggestions which would enable 

us get on it. I, of course, disappointed that he had not. I 


hoped he would have at our next meeting so we could again resume 
progress on this. 





e2. I said with regard to civilians I had little to add to what 
I already said. What I said was very carefully considered and as 
I pointed out, very important. only wanted add that statements 
here, statements on radio, press, vaguely charging that Chinese 
in US desiring return his country were not able do so, did not 
constitute facts or evidence that such is case. p2 


23. I seid very clear objective test AsbeonAssigatachrine 


whether or not our agreement regardin was being carried 
Out both sides. This test was Eh rd eae ER coments het test 


head provided very clear and irrefutable evidence as to who was and 
who was not carrying out our September-t0-egreed—snnouncement. 
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2+. I said in list he gave me this morning I noticed in case 

Mr. Chen and Dr. Wang he referred to their having made applicatior 
for permission return. His information this regard, I could only 
say, simply could not be correct. I had said over and over agair 


here, and I categorically repeating, that any alien in US including 
any Chinese alien who desired depart US 
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(#) Omission. Correction to follow. 
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I 
é 25. I said we had no exit visa, exit permit, or any other such 


requirement regarding departure from US by elien. He simply 
goes down, buys ticket on boat or airplane and goes. I did not 
ask him accept my word on this. Anyone familiar with US, in- 


cluding Indi8n Embassy, knows this to be fact and can confirm 
this to him. 


26. Wang ssid again on question of declaration in statement 

I had just wade | i had spoken about this question in such way 

ss to say that “if Chinese side desires make such declaration 
Chinese side should do thus and so". Now he must ask me whether 
this indicated US not willing make such declaration. 


e7. I. said I did not quite follow his point. 


28. Wang said he might quote actual words. I had said if his 
statewents regarding desire issue declaration and find point 

on which our views can be reconciled-- "et cetera" It appeared 
trom my statement that I said if his side desired make such state- 
rent his side should undertake produce what I hed termed alternative 
suggestions. In view this statement he might ask me if this 
indicated there no such desire make such declaration on my part. 

l referred to declaration as desire on their part. 
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29. T said 1 did vot follow his point. I had submitted draft 
which I hed hoped met his point view as well as our point view 

and upon which we could find egreement. He had not so far found 
thet &cceptable and had said that only choice we had was to choose 
hetweén his two previous drafts. Last draft before us was one 
incorporating my amendments his December 1 draft. 


whe Pitiad >: 


30. J said wy point sinply was thet by all laws logic and normal 
negotiating proceduves, if his desire was to.find draft on which 
agreement could be reached, it clearly up to his side to submit 
alternatives that they would find acceptable and would incorporete 
&%) thoughts it contained. I had expressed willingness consider any 


thoughts 
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thoughts he might have this regsrd. I did not know how I could 
be any more reasonable or show any greater desire to push shead 
with essential task of issuing such declaration. My assumption 
had been that there had been &8n equal desire to reach such 
declaration. 





31. Wang said if as I said both sides desire to reach agree- 
ment then, of course, I could not ask one of two sides erbitrarily 
to do what I had said. 


me aan ORS eae 


32. I asked what was there arbitrary about normal, natural and 
logical procedure of doing such things? 


34. Wang said problem was way I had put things in my statement 
which crested impression that it only Chinese side which had 
been so desirous make such declaration. That why he felt necessary 
to clarify this matter. If we put things es if one side had de- 
sire and other side was without such desire, then pattern our 
discussions would be quite different. 


34, Wang said if matter confronting us was, as I put it, that 
both us had desire reach agreement then his position regarding 
making declaration has been quite clear and he had repeatedly 
indicated January 12 draft presented by me unacceptable his side. 
And again I had not been able state definitely whether I could 
accept two drafts submitted by him. I had failed accept two 
drafts his side despite fact these drafts incorporated points 
view both us. 


of the United States 


35. Wang seid so that we could get ahead on this matter it was 
hoped I would produce new reasonable and constructive formuls. 
And so he looked forward to any new proposals and opinions which 
I would put forward our next meeting. He desired know if I wes 
going make such new and reasonable proposal next meeting. 
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360. 1 said T had already said if there were equal desire get 
ahead on this certeinly all logic and normal negotiating pro- 
cedures would require him to present some constructive suggestion 
our next meeting that would meet points view I had expressed 
where regerding his December 1 draft and I would hope at next 
meeting he would have such suggestions. 


37. Wang said if issuance this declaration was equal desire both 
us the effort to make progress should be forthcoming from both 
sides. If I on one hand would not accept their drafts but on 
other hand would not put forward new proposals it hard him call 
& this attitude of reasonable negotiating. 38. Wang seid 
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38. Wang said on matter return civilians if return Chinese ™, 
in US so simple and straightforward that they need only go to : 
buy ticket on boat or plane for passage home and there been 
no requirements whatever to do with US authorities, then it would 
seem be entirely to no purpose his bringing up cases 46 Chinese 
= in US these meetings. It would be nighly desirable on their part 
if rosy picture I painted were actually true in case Chinese. 
; 39. I said I nad nothing more this morning. 
40, Wang said he looked forward to new proposals forthcoming from 
me next meeting. 
41, I said it up to him. I presented last draft. 
42, Wang quipped these meetings ere negotiations-- we not playing 
. football. 
18) 
3 43, I suggested next meeting Thursday April 5. Wang suggested 
” Monday, April 9. . 
vc ) oo 
re 44, I said that was all right. Wheat was his thought regarding x 
£& meeting after that so I could make plans. r 
FS I would suggest meeting Thursday following week, 19th. Wang wr 
“a said we might discuss that matter next meeting. I said I would Oye 
° probably so propose at next meeting. oa 
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GFFICIAL INTCHMAL . 


Dear Alext | NG, 
With reference to ny last letter No, 35, of March 23, 1956, I 
am now enclosing copies of the two hijhly classified memoranda of 


| Srishna Kenon's recent conversations in Washington, with Sherman Adams, 


and .... I am sending you the text 


of these ‘wo documents since the flavor is somewhat different from 
that dercribed in my last letter. My description was based on an 


ST’ Gd 22 3OT 


oral bricfing given me i iscs My last letter was written before I 
had sect the meno of conversation with.... My oral briefing vas 
tiesd on 6 contesentien Of <>. Lat sar mere 
accurately convey the tenor of the conversation than the written memo, 
I have no way of judging: that, but in any event we think that you 
should have the written sumary of the conversation. 

We discussed this latest Krishna Menon move with the Secretary 
shortly after I wrote you last. His reaction was that the nove was 
probably an effort by the Chinese Cormmuntete/ tates an intermediate 


stop in the direction of an eventual Foreign Ministers! Meeting, 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
American Consulate General, 
- Geneva, 
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«20 
His off-hand reaction was that we had nothing to gain by assenting 
to Krishna Menon's suggestion, and that we would be walking into a 
trap if we did, 

We all anticipa‘e that Nehru may follow uw on Krishna Menon's 
initiative vhen he cones to Washington in July. This looks as if it 
is preparatory to a more active espousal of this proposal on the part 
of the Indians, 

Wang's more flexible and moderate attitude at the last meeting 
on March 29 amply confirms our feeling that the Chinese Communists are 
not contemplating an immediate break. “Mr. Robertson is in Richmond 
today but we will have « mesting in ample time to congider the latest 
developmonte and get your instructions to you before the next meeting 
a week from today, 

Drumright rather objects to giving up Holdridge for ary extended 
period. He points out that the important reporting on Mainland China 
developments from Hong Kong will suffer. With the pattern of the talks 
now getting pretty set, and with the big job of revision cf the possible 
White Paper now finished, we may have to consider cutting you down to 
one advisor in the near future. Do you feel that you could get along 
reasonably well with just one mon-it addition to.Col. Ekvall? 

Rerards and good wishes, 

Sincerely, 


Walter P, MocConaughy 


Enclosures? 








March 21, 1956 Cfp— 
CONFIDENTIAL 


Enclosed is a memo of con- 
versation between Gov. Adans, 
Krishna Menon and Ambassador 
Mehta. The meeting wes at the 
suggestion of the Indians. 


We supplied Gov. Adams w!‘h 
appropriate briefing memoranda 
prior to the meeting. 


Herbert Hoover, Jr. 


ccs Mr. Murphy s KX 
Mr. Robertson l - 
Mr. Allien : , i e- 


of the United States 


Attachment: Lag pe 
Memo dtd 3/19/56 oF Low ge sy 
fr Gov. Adams Ms eB anh PR Me 
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2 . THE WHITE HOUSE 


a 
* ; 

WASHINGTON —. aN 

: . 


THE ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT 
, 


March 19, 1956 SG 


PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL | 


MEMORANDUM FOR 


THE UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE 


SUBJECT: Meeting with Krishna Menon and Ambassador 
?, Mehta or March 19, 1956, 


The purpose of the mesting seemed to center upon the suggestion 
' made by Krishna Menon that overtures should now be made toward 
a meeting between the Communist Chinese Government and the 
Americans, The rationale o. the suggestion was based on the 


‘desirability of exploratory discussions toward the resumption of 
diplomatic and trade relations. 


a ed 


Prompted by a reference to the possibility of the Formosan question 
being raised, it was readily admitted that the matter would unques- 
tionably come up, but that the inclusion of Chiang Kai-she« in any 


such meeting was an obstacle which ought not to be permitted to 
intervene, 


Publication in Foreign Relation 
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In answer to my emphasis upon the showing by the Chou En-lai 
Government of good faith and the willingness and ability to support 
and maintain guaranties and commitments respecting Far Eastern 
territorial integrities and like questions, Menon made the statement 
that those were precisely the points that the Chinese themselves 
raised in their discussion of possible negotiations. The purpose of 
any such conference in Menon's mind was designed principally to 
show that a meeting could develop both solutions and good will. In 
answer to my questions he suggested such a meeting could be held 
_ in Vienna, and would be attended by Chou En-lai and a Presidential 


designee. He thought the Secretary of State would doubtless be too 
much engaged. 
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The Indian Ambassador spoke of the Nehru visit. Apparently 
he wished to convey that the change in Nehru's plans had been 


brought about only with considerable effort. 


No mention of nuctearn tests or dis@rmament was made, and 

German reunification came up only with perfunctory reference, 

mainly by Menon's reference tot e fact that he had never believed 
iat the Sc: iets should oppose free discussiors between th peoples 


div ed Germany. 
-) 
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de are considering having you introduce following reformulation " yl Ef 
@ ct a 
renuncirtion force announcement at April 19 repeat April 19 meeting: . 8, oh 
© 
UOTE  B 4, 
ee 
1. Ambassador Vang Ping-nan, on behalf of the Government of the  ~-"— 


People's Republic of China, and Ambassador Alexis Johnson, on behalf of 


the Government of the United States of America, agree to announce without 


- 


prejudice to the pursuit by each side of its policies by peaceful means or * 


its inherent right of individual or collective self-defense: 
2. The ieople's Kepublic of China and the United States of America 
are determined that they should settle disputes between their two countries 


throurh peaceful negotintions without resorting to the threat or use of 


force in the Taiwan area or elsewhere; “ 


and feasible neans for the realization of this common desire. 


UNQUOTE 


ie believe above reformulation, while not dropping any elements we e 
consider essential, provides opportunity for Chinese Communists to abandon 
rane tone —— 
) one | 
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previous adamant position without loss of face, should they be inclined a eee 


do so. From US point of view it has advantage constituting further effort 


on our part find suitable formula and thus permit us maintain strong public’, 7b 


a ¥ nt 
- “4 's 


at dese” ee 
position. If this refommulation is adopted we are thinking of having you = ok 


force announcement and might have proposal make at following meeting. Pees) pee <3 


Refornulation has not yet been considered by Secretary. Would 


appreciate your comments. 
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Date of Action 


10: Secretary of State 


426, April 5, 7 p.m. 


¥P 


NO: 


9 Y/Y ey; 


n 


Action Off ioe Symbo ol 


PRIORITY Name of orri,. 


SENT DEPARTMENT 1264 REPEATED INFORMAPTON a GENEVA, ° 36 
yours 3 : 
1. Followin are my comments on text re formulation contained a 
DEPTEL 1836; Do not see any advantage from our standpoint : 
of inclusion m “this stage phrase ' tO the pursuit by each side 
of its policies by peaceful means." Also do not believe it makes 
paragraph any more palatable for CHICOMS who have already rejected 
it as part of November 10 draft. If Department concurs in its 
inclusion I would in any event prefer to leave it out of initial 
draft and be authorized offer its inclusion during course of de- 
bate if appeared be useful tactic. 


SOl¥4 jenua 


PeuMay aq ys 


oe me 


Lbk9 


B. In light foregoing as well as from standpoint style suggest . 
following for phrasing latter portion first paragraph “Agree, 
without prejudice to the inherent right of each side to individua 
or collective self- defense, to announce:" (if phrase mentioned 
subparagraph nA" above included suggest same order of words, 

that is "agree" at beginning of clause and "to announce" at end.) , 


of the United States 


~ 


C. With respect paragraph 2 sugguest substitution of "means" 
for "negotiations' and "and that" for "without" as in our January. 
l2 draft for reasons considered that time. If Department willing 
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accept wording this paragraph setforth DEPTEL 1836 would still 
prefer adhere formulation as in our January 12 draft and: be au- 
thorized offer accept form this portion December 1 draft during 
course debate if appeared be useful tactic. 

a 
2. Do not believe there much likelihood that CHICOMs will aceep 
any of the foregoing formulations as "individual and collective 
self-defense" has now become such a red flag to them. Theref§Pe 
likely issue will again become crystallized around those .words 
in spite of their repositioning. However believe introduction 
such reformulation provides useful material for several subse- 
quent meetings, gives CHICOMs opportunity to move if they are 
locking for way to do so, and greatly improvesour public positiof#. 


y Gea 


SES 


5. However, dependent on our immediate objectives suggest consi 
vga could . ieee! be given to inclusion some general 
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SECRET 
426, April 5, 7 p.m., from Prague 


phrase in first paragraph such as "without prejudice inherent 
rights either side" which would preserve our position, make 
draft much harder for CHICOMs to reject and should give us 
even better public position if they do so. However, anything 
of this nature would have to ve done in initial new draft as 
reintroduction of self-defense clause may again face us with 
situation where its acceptance by Wang or alteration by us 
could appear as yielding on substance Taiwan area dispute. 


4, Am returning Geneva Saturday. 


JOHNSON 
AW/2 
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JO 00 hie 
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_ Guidance for April 9 meeting. 


1. Maintain strong position that Chinese Communists must implement 
their commitment release imprisoned Americans. Tell Wang that Chinese am 
Communists should discard any illusion that their continued failure live up 


to their agreement will gain them political advantages. Also that failure 








carry out in good faith agreement already made is unpropitious basis for 


attempt make further agreements. 





@ 
Es) 
® 
ct 
J 
a 
2. FYI We have asked General Swing ascertain from appropriate By sy] 


@¥9SS-P 


—* 


of the United States 


a, securing release of Americans. Our reasoning is that this might sapnens * es 
our public position vis-a-vis Chinese Communists and Indians, increase . 


pressure on Chinese Communists release Americans, and provide face-saving 
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pretext for them do so. Vecision not repeat not taken as yet, but under 
consideration. Request your comment. Bearing this in mind, it appears 


desirable for Wang continue advance claim that Chinese in prison are ~ Be ad 
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covered by Agreed Announcement and entitled exercise right return to China, 
thus laying further basis for our claim regarding imprisoned Americans,” | 
and placing Communists in difficult position if Chinese in US prisons are . 
deported. You should not of course intimate in any way we are considering cs 
extending our interpretation Agreed Announcement cover Chinese prisoners, 
but at same time avoid giving Wang opening to claim American prisoners «4 
not covered. END FYI 


3, On renunciation force restate US position, but tell Wang positions 





both sides being restudied and intimate that new US draft may be forthcoming 


“ee 


April 19. ; es 


4. Prospose next meeting April 19. 
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PARTICIPANTS: 
= ~~ -“"Dy,; Wellington Koo, Chinese Ambassador 
' °\ ¢] My,lRobertson, Assistant Secretary, FE 
Lavaihi + McConaughy, Director, CA 
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= Amconsul Geneva for Amb. Johnson ~(1«¢ ) 37 is " e: 
4 G = Mr. Murphy (1 cc) £-2-f- Ie - ae 
w * D . : ik ge 4 
Lo {2, yee “3 Rit 
oO ® Amb, Koo asked about the progress eB the Geneva talks. Mr. Robertson said the’ + ie 
>= situation was the same. There was no progress. The two sides at Geneva were repest= oer 
C5 ing the same arguments over and over, It was sbout as if each side were playing  g_.° B% 
—q@  @ phonograph record. ee. e 
a5 te OF 
— In response to a question, Mr. Robertson confirmed that the Secretary was keep= o Ps 
S = ing in close touch with the Ceneva talks, Our position on renunciation of force ~ © Ol i 

= and n° Chinese Communist obligation to release the American prisoners renained firme. i 
ae al | ee 
Oo se (See separate memoranda of conversat‘ion entitled, "Recent Asian Oo. ; o 

© Trip of Secretary Dulles", "Situation in Cambodia and Viet Nam*, =" O. 

9 "Canadian Position on China Policy. (uestions*®, ) oe tics oO: 
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. Letter No. 37 

Dear Alex: 


You were probably in Paris wen we sent you the wire inviting your 
comments on the prospective rearrangement of our renunciation of force 
formula. We still want jour carments, although since we sent you the 
initial telegram, ths Secretary has anproved the idea and your guidance 
tcac fam for the next meeting has been dispatched. Since you will not si bmit 
| the reformulation at the next meeting on April 9 but merely intimate there 
- will be a new draft later, there is still time for us to consider your 


reaction. 


of the United States 
ST? Gd ZL FO! 


Our thoucht is tat the reformulation will provide a furtiier test of 


Chinese Communist attitudes and will afford another token of our desire 


to reconcile the opposing positions. We have hdarenithe reference to the 


Taiwan area so that it is no longer contincuous to the reference to the 
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right of individual and collective self defense. We have adhered to the 
wording of their draft at every place where we could, and we have civen 
them a veg on which they can gracefully hang a modification of their 


position, if they have any desire to come to an agreemert. We doubt that 





The Honorable 
U, Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
American Consulate General, 
Ceneva. 
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=-2< 
ae they will accept the new formula but we at least have something to gain 
= - ~tactically by introducin; it, and we do not depart from our essential 
position. The redraft is the work of Judge Phleger. It was approved by 
. as the Secretary on the afternoon of April | when he reviewed the entire course 
of recent developments at Geneva. 

While there may not be much material for new discussions in this 
revision, it does at least give you a little something to chew on and should 


take care of the meetings threzgh the 26th of April, which is the earliest 


* o Te 


date on which Wang couldgive a Peiping reply to a revised draft introduced 
on April 19, 

We told you in the guidance telegram yesterday about our decision to have 
I& N.S. actvally ascertain if deportation would be possible in each of 


the 50 cases of Chinese aliens in the U. 5, penitentiaries. ‘this is quite 


of the United States 


a project, but the preliminary survey seems worth while. Enclosed is a 
j copy of our letter requestinz the survey which gives our beckground thinking. 
We are aware of your view expressed in a recent letter that deportation cf 


Chinese prisoners vould not bring about the release of the “nerican prisoners 
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since the detention of the Americans is linked to political demands, Ye 


agree with jou that the Chinese Communists are using the American prisoners 





to try to extort political concessions, including a Foreign Minister's 
Conference. But some of the people working on the matter at this end 
believe that the release of Chinese prisoners would at least give us a better 
elub with which to hammer the Chinese Commmists on the prisoner issue and 


might well put the Chinese Communists in dutch with even their neutralist 


es a friends if they fail to release the Americans following release of Chinese 
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prisoners. Although you have commented at length 4m this matter in a 
recent letter to me we invited your reaction to this proposal so that we 
will be svre that we have your latest view on this, and also that we may 
have it in the official record, 

I am not surprised that you discovered discrepancies in the figures 
given in the new Defense Department list of missing military personnel. 

RA discovered the same discrepancies in reviewing the figures and called 
them to the attention of Defense. Corrected sheets have been prepared by 
Defense for your book and are forwarded herewith. There is also enclosed 
an additional sheet with detailed information on Captain Malcolm Sdens «hich 
should be filed under Tab 2 in jour book. 

There is encloced a copy of the "accounting" given by the Chinese 
Cormunists in UNCMAC last February. We delayed sending it to you expecting 
a more detailed report from UNCMAC, but it later turned out that this was 
all they had, As you will see it is far from satisfactory. We have been 
working with Defense on an instruction to UMMAC asking further specific 
questions about the accounting. This has not yet pone out cue to clearance 
problems in Defense, but we e;pect it to go shortly and we will see that 
you cet a copy. The feeling here in both State and Defense was that we . 
shoulc. exhaust all possibilities in Panmunjom before we ask you to bring the 
matter up again in Geneva, 


The Prisoner Book which we would like back if you do not need it is a 
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gray loose leaf binder containing miscellaneous serorande and other documents 
collected by =£d Martin when he vas Prisoner Officer here. Please send it 
by air pouch. Dave Osborn should be familiar with it. ith the increasing 
Conrressional interest in the problem of Arericans detained in Communist 
China, and queries as to what the Department has done about this problem in 
the past, we felt this book would be needed rore here than in Ceneva. 

Mr. Robertson is having a little stomach trouble again cnd is supposed 
to te taking a rest im bed. However he is insisting on staying on the job 
for at least a couple of weeks. 4e is planning to take two weeks rest in 
bed around the end of this month. 


It vas -0od to get your letter No. 26 Messrs. Phleger, Jobertson 


and ~ebald read it too and ve all found it of particular interest. 


We hope you and Pat had a pood ani relaxing Saster weekend in Faris, 
Repards and good luck, 


Sincerely, 


Welter P. McConauchy 


Enclosures? 


1. 
2. 
36 
he 


Additional Sheet for Tab 2 of Defense book. 

Copy of the “accounting"ty Chinese Cormunists in UNCMAC, 
Arry Telerram No, FE 800650 from CINUNC Tokyo. 

Copy of letter to General Swing. 
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Desr Walter: 


I was reniss in not letting you know that I hed left 
Geneva and returned to Prague last week, ny plans for a trip 
to Paris saster having fallen t hrousch .... 


Sty dad zl 701 


I was very cisepvointed to hear about Holdridge and today 
sent a telegram whicn summarizes my views, CObviously the man 
in Stenley's job is fully occupiec only on meeting days anc I 
am concerned tnat something can be worked out that wi ll use- 
fully occupy the person in that jot the rest of the time. As 
I seic in my telegram, I still think that Stanley's assignment 
to Geneve for consular training is a logical and efficient 
answer from every point of view, The pace of the meetings is 
of course not my choice and otviously my staff here is not 


heavily 
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heavily pressed. However, when I need people, I need them 
and it seems to me the issues are important enough to meet 

my very modest requirements. Dave has assisted Stanley in 
keeoving notes and they provide a very useful cross-check 

with each other, Eowever, if Dave were to have full res- 
ponsibility for the notes he would have to concentrate 
entirely on this and would be unable to offer me any advice 
or assistance, Even during the recent meetings I have found 
his advice very useful, he feeding me ideas that occur to hin, 
providing some one with whom I can crosscheck my impressions 
of oew often very fine nuances, and searching through folders 
for materials that I may unexpectedly need, Wang nas two men 
doing nothing but feeding him ideas and materials (his inter- 
preter keeps their notes). It seems to me thst I would be 
placed at a considerable disadvantage unless I am abdle to 
continue something comparable. All of this has, of course, 
not been of vital importance curing recent meetings as issuss 
have been very cut and dried. However, no one can predict 
when things night become more complicated and active and I 
cannot honestly feel I can do my best without something 
comparable to my present setup. Incidentally, as I mentionec 
in my telegran, although @kvall is a splendid interpreter it 
is still very useful to have someone in the room with Stanlsy's 
knowledge of Chinese and by comparing impressions and discuss- 
ins the matter he and Ekvall are often able to clarify subtle 
and obscure points often made by Wang and which come out only 
very imperfectly from his interpreter, Also, incidentally, it 
is entirely out of the question for Ekvall to keep full notes 
of the meeting, 


In this regard, Zkvall's time will be up in June and we 
may well be having to versuade Defense for &@ new extension, I 
hone thet you can pave the way on this so that there will not 
be too much trouble, as he is, of ccurse, absolutely essential, 


Also, “Miss King's time will be up May 27. I will be very 
hanpy to have her stay and she is entirely willing to do so, 
although she neturally hopes to and should have her home leave 
before too much more time has passed, If she cannot be extended 
I would, of course, very much hore that some way could be worked cut 
to send Helenka back here. This would be ideal from the stand- 
point of both Dave and myself. Incidentally, Dave is making 
very good use of his tine studying Russion at nis own exvense. 

I have told him to write to the Devartment ani see whether 
something could not be worked out that would pay for his lessons 
and give him credit for the work, 
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Spring is as slow in coming here as the Chinese Comminists 
are in thawing with regard to the resleess of Anericans, It is 
still very cold here in Geneva and we were having a really 
heavy snowstorn in Prague as I was leaving. 


All the best to everyone, 


Sincerely yours, 






exis Johnson 
American ambassador 
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1. VERY MILD ONE HOUR 10 MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING, 


2@e WANG OPENED WITH STATEMENT HOPING | WOULD HAVE 
CONSTRUCTIVE SUGGESTIONS THAT WOULD ENABLE US TO MAKE PROGRESS. 
| REPLIED WITH EXPRESSION DISAPPOINTMENT HE HAD NO CONCRETE 
SUGGESTIONS; UNREASONABLE EXPECT ME OFFER SUGGESTIONS MEET 
HIS OBJECTIONS WHICH | DID NOT CONSIDER WELL=FOUNDED; WILLING 
COOPERATE FIND LANGUEGE MEET BOTH POINTS OF VIEW AND LISTEN 
ANY SUGGESTIONS HE HAD CONSISTENT WITH PRINCIPLES | CONSIDER 
ESSENTIAL, 1! HOPED THAT HE WOULD AT THIS MORNING'S MEETING 
"AT LEAST HAVE SOME THOUGHTS THAT WOULD ENABLE ME TO GIVE 
FURTHER DETAILED CONSIDERATION THIS MATTER PRIOR TO OUR 

NEXT MEETING", HE CUT OFF ANY FURTHER DISCUSSION, MOVING TO 


IMPLEMENTATION. 


3. IMPLEMENTATION WAS ALONG FAMILIAR LINES, HE GIVING ME 
THREE MORE NAMES, | MAKING POINTS CONTAINED PARA ONE DEPTEL 
1841. ALTHOUGH | GAVE HIM MANY OPENINGS TO DO SO HE SEEMED 
DELIBERATELY TO AVOID ANY MENTION WHATEVER OF CHINESE PRISONER 
IN US, CONCENTRATING ON "ALMOST 50 NAMES" HE HAD GIVEN ME 

FOR WHICH | HAD NOT ACCOUNTED, IN MY REBUTTAL | CITED HIS 
FAILURE GIVE ME ANY ADDITIONAL INFO ON YUAN JUJ-HSIANG OR 
REPLY TO MY REQUEST FOR MEDICAL RECORDS ON BRADSHAW AND 
KANADY AS WELL AS FOCUSING DISCUSSION ON FACT INDIAN EMBASSY: 
HAS NOT YET BROUGHT TO OUR ATTENTION SINGLE ALLEGATION OF 
OOBSTRUCTION, 
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FROM JOHNSON 


1. WANG OPENED 438D MEETING, CONSULTING NOTES TO SAY HE 
RECALLED AT LAST MEETING HAVING SAID IN ORDER ADVANCE OUR TALKS 
HE HAD HOPED | WOULD AT PRESENT MEETING BE IN POSITION MAKE 
NEW SUGGESTIONS ON SUBJECT ISSUANCE DECLARATION AND SO HE 

READY LISTEN ANYTHING | HAD TO SAY THIS SUBJECT, 


2. | REPLIED FROM PREPARED STATEMENT THAT IT WAS | THAT 
HOPED THAT HE WOULD HAVE SOME NEW SUGGESTIONS THIS MORNING, 
AT OUR LAST MEETING HE TOOK POSITION THAT |!T UP TO ME TO OFFER 
SUGGESTIONS MEET OBJECTIONS HE HAD VOICED TO AMENDMENTS | 
OFFERED JANUARY 12 TO HIS DRAFT DECEMBER 1, AS | EXPLAINED 

HIM AT TIME | FOUND HIS POSITION INEXPLICABLE IF HE REALLY 
SHARED MY DESIRE ARRIVE AY AGREEMENT THIS SUBJECT, IT OBVIOUSLY 
UNREASONABLE EXPECT ME OFFER SUGGESTIONS MEET OBJECTIONS WHICH 

| DID NOT CONSIDER WELL-FOUNDED, AS 1!sHAD CONSISTENTLY 
STATED | ENTIRELY WILLING COOPERATE IN FINDING LANGUAGE 

THAT WOULD MEET BOTH OUR POINTS VIEW,* |! HAD CONSISTENTLY 
STATED | WOULD BE WILLING LISTEN ANY SUGGESTIONS HE HAD 

THAT WERE CONSISTENT THOSE PRINCIPLES WHICH | CONSIDERED 
ESSENTIAL, | HAD LONG HOPED CAREFUL DETAILED EXPLANATIONS 

| HAD MADE OF OUR JANUARY 12 AMENDMENTS WOULD LEAD HIM 
PERCEIVE HIS OBJECTIONS THERETO DID NOT HAVE REAL VALIDITY, 
FAILING THAT | HAD ‘OPED HE WOULD OFFER CONCRETE SUGGEST 1ONS 
FOR ALTERNATIVE LANGUAGE, IF HE DID NOT HAVE SUCH CONCRETE 
SUGGESTIONS THIS MORNING | HOPED HE WOULD AT LEAST THIS 
MORNING HAVE SOME THOUGHTS THAT WOULD ENABLE ME GIVE FURTHER 
DETAILED CONSIDERATION THIS MATTER PRIOR OUR NEXT MEETING, 
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-2- 1746, APRIL 10, 10 PM (SECTION 1 OF 3) FROM GENEVA 


3. WANG SAID HE BELIEVED HE HAD ALREADY MADE HIS POINTS 

VERY CLEAR AT OUR LAST MEETING, THEREFORE, HE RATHER 
DISAPPOINTED | HAD FAILED AGAIN OFFER FRESH SUGGESTIONS THIS 
MORNING THIS SUBJECT, IT SINCERE HOPE HIS PART THAT AT 

NEXT MEET!NG | WOULD BE ABLE DO SO BY OFFERING NEW SUGGESTIONS, 
IF ! HAD NO NEW SUGGESTIONS PUT FORTH THIS MORNING HE WOULD 
LIKE BRING UP ANOTHER MATTER, 


4. WANG SAID THEIR ATTENTION BEEN AGAIN CALLED CASES THREE 
CHINESE IN U.S, WHOSE RETURN BEING OBSTRUCTED, HE WOULD NOW 
HAND ME NAMES THESE THREE PERSONS AND WOULD APPRECIATE IF | 
WOULD MAKE INVESTIGATION THEIR CASES, PARTICULARLY CASE OF 
CHOU, EVEN AFTER AGREEMENT ON CIVILIANS WHICH REACHED LAST 
YEAR BETWEEN US WAS ANNOUNCED HIS RETURN STILL BEEN OBSTRUCTED, 


(HANDED LIST--NAMES FOLLOWING TELEGRAM), THIS SEEMED > 
INEXPLICABLE HIS SIDE, 


52 WANG SAID TO DATE HE HAD MADE REPRESENTATIONS ON NEARLY 
50 PERSONS, INCLUDING NAMES THREE PERSONS HE GIVEN ME TODAY, 
ALMOST THREE MONTHS HAD PASSED SINCE HE HANDED ME FIRST 
BATCH PERSONS IN HIS LETTER JANUARY 5 TO ME, SO FAR | HAD 
NOT GIVEN ANY ACCOUNT OR INFORMATION REGARDING THESE PERSONS 
NOR HAD ANYONE THESE COME BACK CHINA, 


6. WANG SAID HIS SIDE VERY DISSATISFIED WITH OBSTRUCTIONS 

OFFERED THEM IN THEIR RETURN, FACT THESE PEOPLE HAD NOT YET 

BEEN ABLE COME BACK COULD HARDLY BE RECONCILED WITH PLEDGE 

FOR EXPEDITIOUS RETURN IN OUR AGREEMENT, ALL THESE PEOPLE 

HAVE DESIRED RETURN THEIR MOTHERLAND, BUT BEEN PREVENTED 

DOING SO UP TO NOW, FACT THEY BEEN PREVENTED FROM RETURNING 
CANNOT BE DISPUTED, MY SIDE CANNOT ESCAPE OR EVADE RESPONSIBILITY 
FOR UNJUSTIFIED OBSTRUCTIONS AGAINST THEIR RETURN, HIS SIDE 

WILL KEEP PRESSING THIS MATTER AS LONG THESE PEOPLE NOT BEING 
PERMITTED RETURN, 


7. | SAID IN THIS LIST NAMES HE GIVEN ME THIS MORNING HERE 
CONF | DENT | AL 











CONF IDENT 1 AL 
-3- 1746, APRIL 10, 10 PM (SECTION 1} OF 3) FROM GENEVA 


| NOTICED THAT UNDER NAME CHOU STATEMENT MADE THAT AFTER 
OUR AGREEMENT SEPTEMBER 10 LAST YEAR MR, CHOU "AGAIN APPLIED 
RETURN", | DID NOT KNOW UPON WHAT INFORMATION HE BASED THESE 
CONTINUED REFERENCES THESE PERSONS APPLYING TO RETURN BUT 

| SATISFIED IT NOT CORRECT, 


8. i SAID | HAD TOLD H!IM !N PAST HE NEED NOT ACCEPT MY WORD 
THAT THERE NO SUCH THING IN U,S, AS ALIENS*t APPLYING LEAVE 
COUNTRY INDIAN’ EMBASSY OR ANYONE ELSE FAMILIAR MY COUNTRY 
COULD CONFIRM THIS FACT FOR HIM, 1 JUST DID NOT KNOW HOW 
MAKE THIS CLEAR HIM, 


9, | SAID SITUATION REGARDING ALIENS DEPARTING MY COUNTRY 

WAS JUST AS CLEAR, STRAIGHTFORWARD AND SIMPLE AS IT JS WITH 
REGARD ALIENS HERE IN SWITZERLAND, WITH WHICH WE BOTH FAMILIAR, 
OR FOR THAT MATTER IN ANY OTHER COUNTRY HERE IN WESTERN EUROPE, 
WITH WHICH | SURE HE ALSO FAMILIAR, HE AND | BOTH KNEW THAT 
OURSELVES OR ANY OTHER FOREIGNER HERE IN SWITZERLAND IF 

HE WANTS LEAVE GETS IN HIS AUTO AND DRIVES TO ANNEMASSE OR 
ANYWHERE ELSE WITHOUT ANY EXIT PERMIT, EXIT VISA OR ANY OTHER 
PROCEDURES, OR HE GOES DOWN TO AIRPORT, BUYS TICKET GETS 

ON PLANE AND GOES ANYWHERE HE WANTS GO, SITUATION VERY 
SIMILAR IN U.S, 


of the United States 


GOWEN 


DT 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


CONF |IDENT IAL 


“* 3 
« 

















incoinine TELEGRAM §=©Department of State Jay 

















45 CONF DENT IAL 

ag —_— % as Bion nies te to 

“4 FROM: GENEVA tet BL EG 

RMR TO: Secretary of State = 

38 NO: 1746, APRIL 10, 10 PM (SECTION TWO OF THREE). ce Action 

G : Action Offico Symbol_— 
LIMIT DISTRIBUTION Name of Officor ————— 





FROM JOHNSON Nirection to DC/R ———— 


10, | SAIO THESE PEOPLE DID NOT APPLY ANYBODY TO LEAVE, 

THEY FREE GO ANY TIME THEY DESIRE, | JUST COULD NOT BE ANY 
CLEARER OR ANY MORE CATEOGRICAL IN SAYING THAT THEY CERTAINLY 
NOT BEEN OBSTRUCTED BY ANY AUTHORITY IN U,S, 








11. |§! SAID IT INCREDIBLE THAT, IN MORE THAN S!IX MONTHS THAT 
HAD NOW PASSED SINCE WE MADE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, IF IN FACT 
ANY THEM BEING OBSTRUCTED THAT AT LEAST ONE CASE WOULD NOT 
HAVE BEEN BROUGHT OUR ATTENTION BY THIRD POWER ARRANGEMENT 
ESTABLISHED FOR JUST THIS PURPOSE, TO SAY THAT JUST BECAUSE 
SOMEBODY DOES NOT RETURN HIS COUNTRY HE BEING OBSTRUCTED 

BY MY GOVERNMENT SIMPLY DOES NOT BEAR LIGHT OF FACTS, 


of the United States 





12, | SAID IN ONLY ONE OF CASES HE MENTIONED ME HERE WAS 
THERE SPECIFIC ALLEGATION OF OBSTRUCTION--THAT WAS CASE YUAN 
JUI-HSIANG, | WENT INTO THAT CASE BUT INFORMATION HE GAVE 
ME WAS NOT SUFFICIENT, AS | TOLD HIM SOMETIME AGO, ENABLE ME 
IDENTIFY HIM, SOME WEEKS AGO | ASKED HIM FOR FURTHER 
INFORMAT!ON THAT WOULD ENABLE ME GO iNTO CASE FURTHER, BUT 
| NOT YET RECE!VED SUCH INFORMATION, 
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13. |§ SAID | MIGHT ALSO MENTION THAT SOME WEEKS AGO HE ASKED 
ME FOR MEDICAL RECORDS ON MR, LIU AND | WAS PLEASED BE ABLE 
VERY PROMPTLY REPLY HIS REQUEST, | HAD ALSO ASKED HIM FOR 
SIMILAR INFORMATION AND RECORDS REGARDING MRS, BRADSHAW AND 
KANADY BUT HAD NOT RECEIVED HIS REPLY, 





9 ‘th, | SAID FACTS WERE CLEARLY THAT CHINESE DESIRING RETURN 
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BY ME REGARDING EXIT PROCEDURES CURRENTLY BEING PRACTICED 


CONF | DENT ! AL 
-2- 1746, APRIL 10, 10 PM (SECTION TWO OF THREE) FROM GENEVA 
THEY STEADILY ARRIVING HIS COUNTRY 


HIS COUNTRY FREE DO SO, 
FROM U.S, 


15. |! SAID SITUATION REGARDING AMERICANS STILL REMAINS. 
VASTLY DIFFERENT, !T NOW APPROACHING FOUR MONTHS SINCE LAST 
AMERICAN RELEASED FROM HIS COUNTRY TO RETURN U.S, | HAD . 
POINTED OUT MANY TIMES HERE AND WOULD NOT GO INTO DETAILS THIS 
MORNING THAT MY PEOPLE AND MY GOVERNMENT INCREASINGLY FEEL 
THESE SPECIFIC AMERICANS WHO WERE CLEARLY SUBJECT OUR AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT WERE BEING HELD IN EXPECTATION AND HOPE OF 
EXTRACTING POLITICAL CONCESSIONS FROM MY GOVERNMENT IN EXCHANGe 
THEIR RETURN, 


16. |! SAID | HAD SAID OVER AND OVER AGAIN AND | AGAIN SAID 
THIS MORNING THAT NO POLICY COULD BE MORE MISTAKEN, 1! FOUND 
IT VERY DIFFICULT UNDERSTAND WHY HIS GOVERNMENT DID NOT EVEN 
IN 1TS OWN INTEREST CARRY OUT.AGREEMENT WITH REGARD THESE 
SPECIFIC AMERICANS, WHOLE SITUATION CERTAINLY DOES NOT 
ESTABLISH VERY SOUND OR HOPEFUL BASIS TO CONSIDER ENTERING 
INTO NEW AGREEMENTS, 





17. | SAID FACTS OF MATTER WERE THAT NEITHER MY GOVERNMENT 
NOR ANYONE ELSE COULD CONSIDER THAT OUR AGREEMENT SEPTEMBER 
10 WAS REALLY BEING CARRIED OUT BY HIS AUTHORITIES WITH 
RESPECT THESE SPECIFIC AMERICANS, 1! AGAIN RENEWED MY REQUEST 
THAT THIS AGREEMENT BE IMPLEMENTED AND THESE AMERICANS BE 
PERMITTED RETURN, 


18. WANG SAID MY STATEMENT WITH REGARD ABILITY OF FOREIGN 
NATIONALS TO DEPART FREELY SOUNDED VERY GOOD, HE WOULD 
VERY MUCH LIKE TAKE MY WORDS HERE FOR GRANTED, HOWEVER, 
FACT THAT NEARLY 50 PERSONS, WHOSE NAMES GIVEN ME, HAD NOT 
BEEN ABLE MAKE DEPARTURE AND STILL UNDER OBSTRUCTIONS FROM 
DOING SO MADE IT VERY HARD ACCEPT MY STATEMENT, 


19. WANG SAID HE ENTIRELY PREPARED ACCEPT INFORMATION GIVEN 
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IN EUROPEAN COUNTRIES INCLUDING SWITZERLAND, HOWEVER, IN 
SWITZERLAND THEIR CHINESE NATIONALS HAD NEVER BEEN SUBJECT 
OBSTRUCTIONS THEIR DEPARTURE BY SWISS AUTHORITIES AND HE HAD 
NEVER HEARD OF SUCH SETUP AS IMMIGRATION SERVICE IN SWITZERLAND, 
IF SITUATION WAS INDEED SIMILAR TO PRACTICE IN SWITZERLAND IN 
WHICH FOREIGN NATIONALS INCLUDING CHINESE NATIONALS COULD 
FREELY MAKE THEIR DEPARTURE, THEN IT WOULD HAVE-BEEN ENTIRELY 


SUPERFLUOUS FOR BOTH US TO MAKE AGREEMENT WHICH WE DID LAST 
SEPTEMBER, 





20; WANG SAID SPECIF1C PERSONS WHOSE NAMES HE HAD GIVEN ME 
AND WHOSE NUMBER ABOUT 50 PERSONS HAD IN FACT ENCOUNTERED 
OBSTRUCTIONS AND DIFFICULTIES IN DEPARTURE, IT A MATTER FOR 
STEPS TO BE TAKEN TO LOOK INTO CASES ALL THESE NEARLY 50 
PEOPLE AND !S NOT MATTER OF ONE OR TWO PERSONS ENCOUNTERING 
OBSTRUCT IONS, 


21. WANG SAID IN SPEAKING ABOUT IMPLEMENTATION OUR AGREEMENT 
LAST SEPTEMBER, FIRST OF ALL THEY EXPECT AMERICAN SIDE TO 
IMPLEMENT OR CARRY OUT AGREEMENT BETWEEN US, FOR SINCE 
AGREEMENT REACHED BETWEEN US U.S, GOVERNMENT NOT KNOWN TO HAVE 
TAKEN ANY NECESSARY MEASURES TO HELP CHINESE IN U,S, MAKE 

FREE DEPARTURE, U.S, GOVERNMENT ALSO HAS NOT TAKEN MEASURES 
TO PERMIT EXPEDITIOUS RETURN OF CHINESE NATIONALS, ANY 
EXCUSES WITH REGARD THIS MATTER CANNOT EXPLAIN MATTER OF RETURN 
OF CHINESE, | HAD SAID | FOUND IT VERY DIFFICULT MAKE THIS 
MATTER CLEAR TO THEM, BEST METHOD IN WHICH | COULD MAKE 

THIS CLEAR THEM WAS TO ALLOW THESE CHINESE RETURN, 
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22. |! SAID IF THESE PEOPLE HE HAD MENTIONED OR ANY OTHERS 
REALLY DESIRE RETURN AND REALLY FELT THEY BEING OBSTRUCTED, 

WHY WAS |T THAT AT LEAST ONE THEM HAS NOT BROUGHT HIS CASE 

TO ATTENTION INDIAN EMBASSY AND IF INDIAN EMBASSY FELT THERE 
ANY SUESTANCE HIS ALLEGATIONS IT HAS NOT BROUGHT CASE ATTENTION 
MY GOVERNMENT? 


23. WANG SAID HE HAD TOLD ME REASONS IN THIS REGARD MANY TIMES 
IN PAST. CHINESE NATITNALS IN U.S- WERE CONSTANTLY UNDER 
UNREASONABLE OPPRESSION OF U.S. INS AND FACT WAS THAT MANY 
PEOPLE WERE NOT ABLE MAKE KNOWN THEIR FREE WILL. THIS QUITE 
SUFFICIENT EXPLAIN EXISTING SITUATION WITH REGARD CHINESE. 


of the United States 


24. | SAID | RECALLED AS LONG AGO AS LAST DECEMBER SEEING 
PUBLIC STATEMENT BY INDIAN EMBASSY TO EFFECT IT !N COMMUNICATION 
WITH MANY CHINESE IN U.S. CERTAINLY IF ANY THEM ALLEGING ANY 
OBSTRUCTIONS BY MY GOVERNMENT AND INDIAN EMBASSY FELT THERE 

ANY FOUNDATION FOR IT, 1!T WOULD HAVE SAID SOMETHING US ABOUT IT. 


25. WANG SAID | HAD SAID INDIAN EMBASSY IN COMMUNICATION WITH 
MANY CHINESE IN U.S. DID | MODAN THAT U.S. GOVERNMENT HAS 
ALREADY HANDED INDIAN EMBASSY LISTS CHINESE IN U.S? 


26. | SAID | ONLY REFERRING WHAT INDIAN EMBASSY SAID. ON 
DECEMBER 20 INDIAN EMBASSY ISSUED STATEMENT FIRST PARAGRAPH 
OF WHICH READS: "SINCE EMBASSY INDIA ANNOUNCED DETAILS 
REPATRIATION PROCEDURE FOR CHINESE IN U.S. WISHING RETURN 
CHINESE MAINLANE, EMBASSY AT WASHINGTON, D.C. AND CONSULATES- 
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GENERAL OF INDIA NEW YORK AND SAN FRANCISCO HAVE RECEIVED 
INQUIRIES AND APPLICATIONS FROM CHINESE SEEKING ADVICE AND 
ASSISTANCE." ONLY CITING THIS SHOWS THAT AS LONG AGO AS 
LAST DECEMBER INDIAN EMBASSY SAID IT IN COMMUNICATION CHINESE 
IN U.S. CERTAINLY IF ANY REAL OBSTRUCTION ANY THESE PEOPLE, 
INDIAN EMBASSY WOULD CERTAINLY CALLED IT OUR ATTENTION. 


27+ WANG SAID HIS INFORMATION INDICATES INDIAN EMBASSY WILLING 
INFORM CHINESE IN U.S. OF AGREED ANNOKNCEMENT BETWEEN US LAST 
YEAR BUT INDIAN EMBASSY HAD FOUND THIS JOB BE VERY DIFFICULT 
BECAUSE FAILURE U.S. GOVERNMENT PROVIDE LIST CHINESE IN U.S. 
THEY CONTINUE HOPE U.S. GOVERNMDNT WOULD COOPERATE THIS 

MATTER BY SUPMITTING SUCH LISTS INDIAN EMBASSY SO AS HELP 
EMBASSY IN FACT COMMUNICATE WITH CHINESE. HOWEVER ALL THAT 
ONLY ONE ASPECT OF SOLVING THIS MATTER. | 


28. WANG SAID ESSENTIAL THING WAS WHAT ATTITUDE U.S. GOVERNMENT 
WAS ADOPTING WITH REGARD EXPEDITIOUS RETURN CHINESE. IF U.S. 
GOVERNMENT WOULD NOT OPENLY ABOLISH SUCH UNREASONABLE 
REUIREMENTS AS ENTRY PERMITS TAIWAN AND REQUIREMENT APPLICATION 
PERMANENT RESIDENCE U.S.--IF U.S- GOVERNMENT FAILS TAKE THESE 
STEPS, PRESSURE HITHERTO EXERTED MINDS CHINESE WOULD NOT BE 
RELIEVED. 


of the United States 


29. | SAID ESSENTIAL THING WAS WHETHER U.Se IN FACT OBSTRUCTING 
DEPARTURE ANY CHINESE IN U.S. WHO IN FACT DESIRES RETURN HIS 
COUNTRY. FACT WAS THAT NOT SINGLE FACT SHCWING ANY OBSTRUCTION 
IN ANY CASE HAS YET BEEN DEMONSTRATED AND | SATISFIED NONE 
WOULD BE. ! WISHED IT WERE SAME SUTUATION WITH REGARD 213 
AMERICANS HIS COUNTRY. 
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30. WANG SAID GREATEST FACT WAS THAT ABOUT 50 SPECIFIC PERSONS 
HAD NOT BEEN ABLE RETURN. | HAD NOT YET GIVEN ACCOUNT ABOUT 
THESE ABOUT 50 PERSONS. SO LONG AS EVERY LAST ONE THESE PEOPLE 
HAD NOT YET BEEN ABLE RETURN, THEY WOULD CONT!/NUE PRESS 

THIS MATTER THESE MEETINGS. THEY WOULD CONTINUE DO SO UNTIL 
THESE PEOPLE HAD IN FACT RETURNED. 


31. 1 SAID 
a CONF IDENT IAL 
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31. | SAID IF HE HAD NOTHING MORE | PROPOSED NEXT MEETING 
THURSDAY APRIL 19. WANG INQUIRED WHETHER | WOULD CONSIDER 
APRIL 16 MONDAY? | SAID THAT WOULD BE VERY DIFFICULT FOR ME, 
AND WOULD MUCH PREFER THURSDAY APRIL 19. WANG SAID HE WOULD 
NOT INSIST. 
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Your 42¢ from Prague. 


er « 


1. We believe restoration of phrase "to the pursuit by each sid 


— 


of its policies by peaceful means" in paragraph one strengthens our public 


~~ 


position and provides you firmer stance from which rebut Viang's ergument 
het US trying trick Chinese Communists into recognizing status quo. 
Inclusion this phrase makes it unmistakably clear that in draft declaration 


we seeking only debar use force to alter status quo. Statement in fact 


+ Pamiey OF 35MM Iernooeg 


reiterates what you have stated in discussions on numerous occasions. 
2. Ye do not envisage use minor changes in wording as negotieting 


tactic unless at later stage it would appear that such minor textual chang 


-~/t6 | Lt 


would lead to final agreement. We prefer table text which will give us 





Poaok & i 


strongest public position in event break and thereafter evoid proposing 


minor changes for bargeining purposes. 


3. Concur your suggestion place "agree" at beginning clause and 


"to announce" at end. 


M/SO 9S11 


4. Your suggestions for revising paragraph 2 are good and would 





improve it somewhat from our point of view. However, we think this 


consideration 
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consideration is outweighed by the psychological desirability of retaining 
unchanged as much as possible from Chinese Communist December 1 draft. 

5. Re paragraph 3 URTEL, DEPT not repeat not prepared authorize 
deletion reference to “individual and collective self-defense." Broadness 
af proposed substitute wording would permit Communists dahernvet oe as 

to nullify their renunciation force pledge. Furthermore deletion of 
self-defense reference after we have insisted on its retention could be 


readily misrepresented by Communist side as implying that we have receded 





from our original position. 

6. On basis above considerations, reformulation to be introduced 
April 19 should be that contained DiPTiL 1836 with change approved by 
(3) above. 


7. Reformulation will be referred to as "Second US Revision of 


of the United States 


Chinese Communist December 1 Counter proposel." 


Ne 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





11183 


SECRET 





Classtfication 
® 























































































: wit... ; o ’ 
riya) 0 : | 4 5 iP 
INDICATE. [) CoLec 
[] CHARGE 10 SECRET 
Classification 1956 APR 12 PM od 
SENT TO: Amembassy PIAGUE PRIORITY 3 a4 
FOR AB JOHNSON 64/ aos 
Origin Oe 6a 
~ LIKIT DISTHIBUTION J ASE 
_ Following is text Department's 1860 to Geneva: 
= (UOTE | 
(Code Room: Please repeat caer bumper 1860, Contre} 04671, % ie Pe te 
un April 11, 1956) RNS wg Pg 
oO oe 
~ UNQUOTE made, 
© se 
s 
c~ 
— 
m 
o 
- W 
ow 
iu + 
© 
cH 
m- WY 
co 
ow 
- + 
- 
oc 
g” 
—- v 
2 & 
s+ 
pF O. 
£6 s— 
2 ine 
3 OR" 
-— 
ms 
" 
© 
y 8 
eS ff . 
3 
“a 7 
(4 , 
, wd Pf ae + 
Drafied by: = Telegraphic transmission and Lad , . 
HRCA: iiCLofichs et 4/12/56 pre ige~mifing Walter P.’McConaughy »7} 
Coane ” Ft oe 
EE, i G5 wera > e 


ee oe 


6/s “LOR: append 


er ae 


4’, REPRODUCTION FROM THis“ 








‘ COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS. 
_SECRET APR 1s 1956 | MW. PROHIBITED. ; ge 3 
Classification at wee OY) 
: ae | 
Fo ast taken \ Sarl rattinestercepael aah x _ 





















Somes Vevartment of State 


INDICATE []) cou 
[=] CHARGE To ____ CONFIDENTIAL 


Classification 
~ "gn 
SENT TO: AmkommxkGxiRitixyxx Amembassy PRAGUE 











Origin 





FOR JOHNSON jd Ie 








IMIT DISTRIBUTION,“ / 
ae Geneva's 
: / Xror 1739. Close check through Department shows that no repe 





of imprisoned Americans remains unaltered. Department unable to fina 
any indication of recent approach by Catledge or any other New York | 


Times representative on this subject. 





of the United States 


7 


| 


(ys). 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
=? 





_-—- 


Drafted by: 


_ FE:CA:WPlicConaughy/ 












Telegraphic transmission and 

















“Clear rencet: { 


FE - Lr. mu SCA - Mr. “Chase \\™>" cureau of - 


VE. Mr. Robertson r. McIlvaine (| OR EASTERN AFFAIRS 
Sa Mee Phlecer YE S- Mr. Macomber lity AP REPRODUCTION 


ome “SPRORIREEED. FED, 15 ri 


Classification 



































rh : 

Jt Shean - Wee > ~~ 
wieght: DID) ‘partment of State |y¢ 763 sy. 
INDICATE. 7 Co ssiitesiililiias ‘ a (, le 
poe = Classification 1756 APR 13 PM | 


SENT TO: Amconsul GENEVA / § 7 of 

















Origin = 
FOR JOHNSON 
" LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 
. : (CODE ROOM: Please repeat Department's telegram to PRAGUE 327,! 
Control 05588, April 12.) «4, 
Ww ' ‘ . y 
A. 
© Arles. 
cs 
g ( lLIPUL/ 
~~ 
c 
| 2) 
rm 
jj. 
o WV 
iu 
cp 
- 1 
co 
o WwW 
—- 
» re 
coc cc 
fa 
mm Vv 
i & 
s+ 
a - = 
s*o 
z _" 
G 
a 
YW) 
ise] 
rT) 
3) 
a 














"Drafted by: sree Telegraphic transmission end hes 
FE: GA wir MeConavghy/ikb BWVIS/96 | cus cnet Waltes ° —— 


























Cleerences: 
9/S-GR CONFIDENTIAL «| Jp us 4 
ii -COPY, IF CLASSIFIED,<JS 
APR 13 1956 Py, PROHIBITED. . ee 
Classification : “Mi 
nee > ae Pane x o° har 4 
el, a a A ae Sg 


w 
i 
° 
f= 
» 
© 
= 
cF) 
~ 
Cc 
mo 
- 
wv 
| 
© 
iw 
c 
- 
c 
oO 
- 
» 
co 
VU 
_ 
ee 
x) 
= 
a 
= 
o 
Gy 
wD 
18) 
oo 
Ge 
wr 
” 
4] 
co 
fe 
oO 
ov 
i=) 


Fs) 
fe) 
» 
iis) 
» 
wo 
wo 
aw 
» 
-_ 
= 
a 
<8) 
<= 
~ 
y 
© 





| 


Saeeieae 

















letter No. 38 [i] Ex ise as Sew) 4.301 

















OFFICIAL FORMAL F] Downgrade to 











SECRET 
Dear Alex: a 











We are clad that you were able to cet the 10 day interval between the 
last meeting and the next one. “veryone back here is aware that your life 
is a hard one while you must bear the heavy dual responsibility. The 
extra breathing space must de welcome, | 

You may have been somewhat disappointed with the Department's 1860, 


since the reasoning departed somewhat from yours. We went to some lengths 


in our telegran to spell out our rationalization so that you would not 


think your ideas had been summarily dismissed, I believe you will recomi-ze 
the Department's position as tenable regardless whether you see completely 
eye to eye with us. 

Judge Phleger in particular believes it is important to leave in the 
reference to the right of pursuit of polide by peacefvl means, in order 
to undermine Wang's argument that we would trick him into accepting the 
status quo. Judge Phleper also thinks that it is very irportant fron a 
psychological standpoint to adhere as closely as possible to the wording 
of the Cormunist draft. ‘This will sive more substance to our contention 
that we are going a.iong way to meet Wang's proposition and that our 
The donorable 

U.Alexis Johnson, 

American Ambassador now at Ceneva, 


American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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limited amendments of his draft should not make the document unacceptable 
to hin. We are willing to accept slightly less desirable wording in 
paragraph two in order to preserve this position. Mr. Xobertaun concurred 





strongly with Judge Phleger on these points, 

The feeling was unanimous that we could not possibly consider doing 
away with the specific reference to the right of individual and collective 
self defense, This seers to us a cardinal point, and the cession of the 
point could undermine the foundations of the protective commitment we seek, 
Our misgivings on this score assume reacoubdled force in the light of the 
| importance we have attached to this provision in the discussions to date. 

( If we abandon this phrase now after an issue has been made of it, great 


significance would inevitably be read into our action, with possibly 
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dangerous consequences, 
We are sending you separately a communication delievered to the British 
in Peipin:. by the Chinese Communist Foreign Office proposing a general | 


conference on the NNSC and on a oolitical settlement in Korea, This was 
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delivered to us by the British only 2 hours ago and is still under preliminary 
consideration here. If you have any thoughts on how this ties in with 
Cormuniet strategy as observed by you at Geneva we would like to have them, 
Mr. Rovertson saw Congressmen Richards and Dodd yesterday on the matter 
of the proposed House investigation of the maltreatment of Americans in 
<A Communist China, He explained our request to the Senate Subcormittee to 
“ee postpone a similar investigation, and expressed the hope that the House 
3 Committee would do likewise. He stressed that the timing of such an investi- 


J a gation might be wrong at this moment although it could well be useful later 
“BS 
RATER 8 
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_ SECRET ’ 
on. He felt that we should not dissipate the imract of, campaign by letting 
4 
the story of the outrages come oct in driblets. If and when ve start a 
campaign it should be well organized and we should get the benefit of the 


fall impact of the whole story. We understand that Father “igney is testifying 





before the Senate Subcommittee next week. This is isolated testimony in 
connection with the book he has written on his experiences which is to be 
published in a few weeks, We have not objected to his appearances before 
the Committee. 

We have not yet had a reply from Justice to our request for the survey 
of the deportab‘lity of Chinese crisoners. It is undoubtedly a tedious and 


aa hl lll ee ee 


delicate project. We are continuing to :ive I x N.S. the data provided by 
Wang on the Chinese alleged to be encounterins Ziculty in returning to 
j Mainland China. I hope Nagoski will have some of the information from 


of the United States 


IN, S. soon. Of course it is intended only for our own confidential back- 
ground illumination, 





We are rumnagg into a real budgetary and personel problem in keeping 
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you supplied with officer manpover. Hong Zone feels that its reporting on 


Communist China is going to suffer through Joldridge's absence. FS/iX 
a 
feels that it is/ regrettable waste of scarce officer ranpower to have two 


ated adil, Ste es. 





good men there with little or nothing to do between the sessions. FE/ixX 
has suggested that I inq:ire of you whether a deal might not be worked out 
with the Consulate General in Geneva vhereby Osborn's services could be made 
available to the Consulate Seneral a couple of days a week in return for the 


a | 


aay -hiiti loan to you of the services of a Geneva Vice Consul on meeting days. ‘This 
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would make it possible for us to release Holdridge fairly soon, and it 
would give Osborn something to do between meetings. It should also benefit 
the overworked G,neva staff since they would receive nore help than they 


_ would be giving. F&/SX thinks that this arrangecent, while rather unconven- 


tional, should be workable. Please let me kave your reaction in your next 
letter, 
Regards, and the best from us all, 


Sincerely, 


Walter P, McConaurhy 


Enclosursa? 


Text of ote received by the British in Peiping. 
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Guidance for April 19 meeting. 





1. Go over usual ground once more on implementation Agreed 





4 oe 
Lik oe Sy 


Announcement. Deplore long drawn out Communist flouting September 





150m 


obligation. Observe that absence any develapments whatever for 4 scat 


affords clear evidence Communists have willfully ceased any pretense of . 
compliance. State that effect on American public opinion, US Government’ 
estimate of dependability Chinese Communist pledged word and on US 7 a 


assessnent of character Chinese Communist motives can only be adverse ¥ + - 
we ‘$a> J 

= - 
to progress in reaching further agreements. Place on record that 9 Chinese ~ 


*, 


from US known to have crossed Hong Kong border March 18 and 7 more April i 








Oo. 
O- 


af 


making totel of at least 130 Chinese who have anc from US to mainland as F 


” he ¢ Os . 


Chine by ship via Hong kong since talks began. age I. 
s oe Ree : 
2. You granted full discretion as to introduction reformulation «( Je Bor. 
oF 
renunciation force draft at this meeting. If tactical situation seems. to ee 
indicate desirability new move along this line on your part, you should 4 
Cf 


introduce it. If you believe circumstances not propitious this —— E iad ee 


you nay refrain from introducing + & If draft not introduced - 


= 5s this 
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at next meeting or continue urge merits last US proposal and pe.. Wang’ 


opportunity propose counter draft. If you do introduce revised US draft" 


form. State you assume reference to right self-defense is as important ; 
from Wang's standpoint as from ours. Recall that Wang has already implied _*~* 
he would be apreeable to inclusion reference to general area Taiwan in’ 2 
proper context. We believe new formulation affords context he should bent 
able accept. oy) 

3. In order insure there will be no misunderstanding full text 
reformulation as approved by Department quoted verbatim below: — gh 2a 


QUOTE 


of the Government of the United States of America, agree, without 
prejudice to the pursuit by each side of its policies by peaceful. -’ 
weans or its inherent right of individual or collective self-defense, -; ° 


to announce: 





Classification 











Page—__3._of telegram to_____Amconsul GENEVA _ ar 
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2. The People's Republic of China and the United. States <a 








- their two countries through peaceful negotiations without resorting. ES 


ae: 


8 0. 3, Ee 


ain 


to the threat or use of force in the Taiwan area or elsoubere; § as < 
3. The two Ambassadors should continue their talks to se seek Soe . a = 


practical and feasible means for the realization of this common. 


desire. 
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YEAR, “96 | : ‘. DATE: Aged 1é 
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Rinyp* Sian . | 





Americans in China’ e 
; Lan 
. J 


Robert C. Hill, Assistant Secretary, 


Rep. Thomas J. Dogd (D-Connecticut) UTE collin! 
hep. Clement J. Zablocki (D-Wisconsin) Rep. J. L. Pilcher (D-Geor 


, .. » 
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hire Robertson expressed his complete agreement with the objectives of 
the Subcommittee in ‘gesiring to investigate mistreatment of American citizens Ps, 
in Communist China. It was purely a question of tactics and timing that he 
wished to discuss with them, He reviewed the past negotiations with the 
Chinese Communists for the release of Americans, beginning in June 1954 <a 
pointing out that 52 Americans had been released as a result. However, 13. 


. i &* 









































go” Americans remained in jail in Communist China and we were still engaged in» 
1 protracted and tedious negotiations to bring about their release. It was.» ©» “WK. 
obvious that the Chinese Communists hoped to obtain political concessions OE: 
j{ in exchange for release of these persons, but we had made no concessions and(j/) - cme) 
Al were determined not to do so. We saw no other way to bring about the release, PO, . 
| of our citizeus than to continue to negotiate. We believed that an investigg=. .Q). Bae. 
tion by the Subcommittee at this time might be counterproductive and therefomg, *". «>a 
hoped that the Jubcommittee would delay its investigation. Furthermore, we oe Ete 
considered it highly desirable to employ all available material on mistreatment 
of Americans in Communist China at the psychological moment when it would 
have the greatest effect. We had a carefully prepared report on this subject, , 
covering 157 cases of Americans who had been imprisoned as well as other cy os 
material but we did not intend to release this now. It should be released © Ry 
as part of a carefully planned campaign with a clearly defined objective — ~ ‘= 
rather than dissipated little by little in an uncoordinated manner, tal ~, oes 
Taner: 7 
a | | berg tas “OCS. 
ane 27 QOMPIDENTIAL tt >) 
= =e 7 x) wort ‘3 
Natet i 11785 —, on 
oe 
— . t wf dé 
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hiembers of the Subcommittee said that their primary concern was the . 
increasing tendency toward accommodation with Communist China which they 

had noted both in the US and abroad. They were worried that Communist China 
might be admitted to the UN. They regarded the proposed Subcommittee 
investiration as a useful means of reminding the American people of the - 
true nature of the Communist regime in China. The question was raised as _ 
to whether there would ever be a time when we would not have some American i= 
behind the Iron Curtain for whose release we were negotiating. Miembers , : 
of the Subcommittee emphasized the need for constant repetition of Communist 
China's misdeeds since people had a tendency to forget. They did, however, ‘+"#) 
express great respect for i'r. Robertson's views and promised to give them =» * 
most careful consideration. They asked for an estimate as to when the «” 
Americans wight be released and the investigation carried on without any 
adverse effects. 


hire Robertson stated emphatically that he knew of no softening towards 
the Chinese Communists among responsible officials of this Government or 
within Congress. He repeated the statements which the President had made 
to Prime liinister Eden. With respect to the question of timing, he said 
it was impossible to judge how soon the Communists might move on releasing . 
the prisoners, | Mee & 


The members of the Subcommittee expressed their appreci:tion for 
hire Kobertson's presentation. They indicated that they all shared his 
strong opposition toward any softening of our policy towards Communist 
China. Chairman Dodd said that as soon as Mrs. Church and Mr. Jackson 
returned, in the next day or two, the Subcommittee would meet and decide 
what action to take concerning the investigation. 4 
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eview Again 
Revi ie@wer 


Dear Walter: 


I returneca to “eneva yesterday evening anc anpreciated 
receiving your Letters Yo. 37 and 35 as well as ths euidance 
for tomorrow! s meeting. As far as the new Graft is concerned 
I do not say that I was cisavpointed as it is larcely what I 
expected anc believe it is entirely defensible, I am just 


3 


2 
4 
very doubtful that asreement can be reached thereon anc nade 
my comments in order that all possitie points of view would 
receive consideration, I particulerly enpreciatec jour 
spelling out the rationalization for the draft anc it is 
much help to me in formulating the arcunents in its Cesenss. 
Wnaile I entirely see the Department's point of view wt th 
regarc to the self-d-ferse clause, T frankly continue to 


“heave some difficulty in convince ing myself of its real 


importance as an issue, To whatever extent any Chinese 
Comnunist statement or renunciation of force in the Taiwar 
arsza or elsewhere has value, the mestion of sur exercising 
the right of self-defense against them does not arise, If 


they violate the declaration and attack I do not see how even 
the most unfriendly critic coulda allege that the United States 


woulé still be bound by the declarsction and forestalled fron 


exercising its right of individual anc collective sel*-cefense, 


Fowevor, I agree snes in the context of negotistions as they 
have developed it is difficult to drov the clause, and I felt 
thet now thet we were presenting a new craft it would > ~ 
only opvortunity of doing so and the poscs* vility shouls 


least be considered, Cf course the difftoultias thet we "wai 


face if and when agreement is reached on a renunciation 


declaration are such that there is much to be saic for stretch- 
ing things out along the present line as long as possible, I 


nag AD rv ery ree oD ahinkee Affairs, _ ADVISE 


Bureau of Far Eastern Affeirs, 
Devertment of State, PR 2 4 1956 


Washington 25, D. C. aia OF STATE 
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think that the new draft has merit viewed in this light. of 
course I do not exclude the possibility of the Chinese 
Conmnunists realizing this and therefore lookins for a way 

to shift thsir cosition and gettine a declaration issued, 
sudstentially accepting our new craft, Fowever, at the momsnt 


? 
this does not seem likely, 


I have carefully stucied the second parag preps of 
Department's 1892 with a view to estormining whe tp oe 
Was any way at tomorrow's meeting I could useful VOR 
the situation before deciding whether to vresent oe Graft, 
hav? just not becn able to think of any way this could be do: 
except that I plan to try to get hin to speek first, which = 
exvect ne will refuse, and l ther plsn to make an openins state- 
ment which will present the draft, I am entirely sure that ne 
fully understood my hint at tne lest meeting with respect to 
the possibility of a new draft, and if I am coy about bringin 
it forwerd it can only be countervroductive,. The only thing 
I micht ¢o would be to restste his positions ina form desicned 
to psve the way for the introducti on of my draft and wait for 
his reaction, Fowaver, this has the canger of eliciting 
responses from hin which would mae it aiPfic ult then to 
introduce the draft, I have, therefore, deciced thet i* he 
refuses to speak first (it is actually my turn to sveak first 
tomorrow) I will try to avoid accepting eny summary rejection 
on his nart by not gettine into too much detailed discussion 
and urging that he take it home and study it. Anyway, you 
will know how things have cone out before you receive this 
letter, but I wanted you to know my present thinking, 


T have 


z 


interpreted your titling of the draft as "the second 
United States reviston of Thinese Communists Dec2mber 1 counter- 
proposal” as a title that would bs used if and when there vere 
a public unilateral release# dy us of the text. In my opening 
statement I an therefore, although I find it somewhat awkward, 


laying the ,roundwork for that terminology. However, in the 
Diece of paper that I am actually handing him I am sticking to 

the former form of simply showings the date of the dratt ana entitl- 
ing it as previously, “Agreed announcement of the ambassadors of 
the United States of america and the freople's Republic of China” 
and as he has always laid consiuerable store upon such niceties, 
reversing the order of the names from that which anpears in your 


1892 so that my name appears first, 


s 


Thenks for the corrected information from Defense on the 
list of missing military personnel, It is certainly a complica- 
ted situation when one gets down to the details and you cén be 
sure that I will be ha:py as long as they continue to handle it 


at Panmuniom 


: SECRET 





























Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 





oe 


J ent CRED toed 


- 


SECRiT 
oo 





at Parminjom. We have locsted the “Prisoner Look" and I am 


a 
sending it to you by air pouch. Sorry for the delay. 


As far as the note from the Chinese Comminists to the 
Eritish on the NNSC is concerned, I have no special light to 
shed on it from this end, It appears to me to be largely an 
effort to enlist the interest of Sweden and Switzerland in 
reducing the NNSC as an additional factor in suvport of the 
long-standing Chinese Communist position on a Korean conference. 
A renewal of this at this time of course also fits in well with 
the whole Commanist Bloc peace stretegy, to the extent that 

hey are vcursuing that strategy probetiy inhibits then from 
taking military action scainst the offshores, 


IT em hoping that we will shortly get from INS some of 
the bac'sground data we have asked for on the names given me 
by Wanc, sas it will certsinly help me in knowing how best to 
handle the matter better in the future here, 


I am very pleased at Holdridge's arrival, I have talked 
to Frank Gowen with regard to your thought of their loening 
me a men one day a week to keep the record of the meetings 
in exchange for Osborn doing some work for’the Consulate, With 
the GATT meeting here now winding up, Gowen says that he would 
be avle to carry it out and is asrseeable to such an arrangement, 
I am, therefore, suggesting that Holdridge stay through the 
meeting next week which will give him a good cross section of 
the situation here to carry back to Hong Kong with him, and 
the arrangement with the Consulete will then go into effect 
with the first meeting in “lay. I very mich feel with such an 
arrengement some wav should oe found of sending Helenka back 
here end I hope that this can be Gone, This would enable ‘liss 
Kine to get away for her home leave and on her way to her nex 
assignnent where she is undoubtedly needed, while at the same 
time entirely filling my needs for @ secretary at no more cost 
to the Denvartment than any other arrangement, 


Tell ‘Yalter totake good care of himself and thet I will 
do my best to sit on the lid while he takes e@ rest, Regards 
to all, 


Sincerely yours, 





aoril 19 
P.S.- Have just returned from meeting which wént about as 
expected, Ixpect it may be a fairly roush session next 
tine. If they want to keep things going they night pre- 
sent a new draft, Will arcpreciate all iceas aryone may heve, 
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1. One hour 40 minute meeting this morning after Wang 

refused my invitation to open, 1 opened with prepared statement 
making points contained paragraph 2 Department telegram 1892 

and at end presenting second revision December 21 counter-proposal. 


2. After 15 minute recess requested by Wang he made "preliminary" «> 
remarks characterizing draft as changed in form but content ot 


same. Did not feel that it represented any new progress. 
Made three points: 





(A) Their position self-defense clause should be deleted not 
re-positioned. 


(B) Taiwan area reference not in context Foreign Ministers 
meeting as per October 27 draft. 


of the United States 


(C) Present Taiwan area reference confuses international and 
domestic issues to which they are “persistently opposed". 

However, will "study draft as a whole" and comment detail next 
meeting. In order avoid freezing positions I refrained from a * 
extensive rebuttal and urged careful study of draft which I 

felt fully met both points of view. oy Q> 


4. I1 then made statement on implementation in accordance para v 
graph 1 Department telegram 1892. He replied along similar li 

In meeting today slight reference our failure account for ChindéSt 
prisoners, and asserting announcement covered all nationals bo 


countries and not just Chinese students, he gave me no new but os 
t 


sS6l-v7/<26° 1 
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Kanady medical records being transmitted through Red Cross bu 
records on Bradshaw not available as she obtained medical care o 
Own outside of prison. Charged we using alleged insufficiency 3 





j 
information on Yuan Jui'Hsiang as “pretext" to avoid accounting ‘yy 
on all 49 his names. to 

io 4, Next meeting Thursday April 26. — 
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Proceeding Prague tomorrow morning, returning Tuesday. 
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- WANG'S REACTIONS TO OUR SECOND REVISION DRAFT “ABOUT AS. 
@ EXPECTED AND PROBABLY WILL FORECAST LINE HE WILL ‘TAKE “AT 
“ NEXT MEETING, 
= 
a \F AT NEXT MEETING HE FLATLY REJECTS OUR REVISION WOULD PROPOSE, 
“44 IN ADDITION REPEATING AS NECESSARY ARGUMENTS ALREADY MADE, 
LF STRESS HIS RESPONSIBILITY OFFER ALTERNATIVE LANGUAGE WHICH 0) 
cy WOULD MEET OUR MINIMUM CRITERIA OF: (A) OBVIATING POSSIBILITY ~ — 
<> DISTORTION DECLARATION INTO RENUNCIATION BY UNITED STATES ITS _ 
25 POSITION RE SELF-DEFENSE AND (B) MAKE EXPLICIT RENUNCIATION OF © 
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1, AFTER WANG FAILED AGREEE MY SUGGESTION HE OPEN FEASTING, 
| OPENED BY READING PREPARED STATEMENT: 


A. | HAVE AT OUR RECENT MEETINGS BEEN ATTEMPTING OBTAIN 
“YOL. COOPERATION IN FORMULATING LANGUAGE ACCEPTABLE TO BOTH US TO 
( EMBODY MEANINGFUL AGREEMENT IN RENUNCIATION USE OF FORCE TO SETTLE 
OUR DISPUTES, | HAVE PATIENTLY POINTED OUT IN GREAT DETAIL LACK 
ANY REAL FOUNDATION YOUR STATED OBJECTIONS TO REVISIONS WHICH | 
SUGGE .TED JANUARY 12 YOUR DRAFT OF DECEMBER 1. | HAVE ALSO 
POINTED OUT THHAT IF YOU NEVERTHELESS MAINTAINED YOUR OBJECTIONS 
THOSE REVISIONS, AND IF YOUR GOVERNMENT GENUINELY SHARED DESIRE 
MY GOVERNMENT FOR MEANINGFUL DECLARATION THIS REGARD, IT NOW 
CLEARLY OBLIGATION YOUR SIDE MAKE SUGGESTIONS THAT WOULD ASSIST 
US IN FINDING MUTUALLY ACCEPTABLE LANGUAGE, 1 BEEN EXPECTING 
YOU WOULD OFFER SUCH SUGGESTIONS AND HAVE REPEATEDLY DECLARED 
WILLINGNESS LISTEN AND CAREFULLY CONSIDER ANYTHING HELPFUL YOU 
MIGHT- OFFER THIS REGARD, AT LAST MEETING | PARTICULARLY SOLICI4£D 
YOUR COOPERATION IN FINDING MUTUALLY ACCEPTABLE LANGUAGE AND ASoe0 
FOR ANY THOUGHTS YOU HAD THAT WOULD HELP IN GIVING FURTHER CONS¥D 
ATION THIS MATTER, YET YOU OFFERED NO SUCH SUGGESTION SIMPLY INS! 
YOU HAD MADE YOUR POSITION CLEAR AT PREVIOUS MEETINGS, BECAUSERTH 
INSISTENCE, AND IN SPITE OF DIFFICULTIES OCCASIONED BY YOUR UNWIL- 
LINGNESS COOPERATE WITH ME IN SEARCH FOR ACCEPTABLE ALTERNATIVES, 5 
4 HAVE CAREFULLY RESTUDIED YOUR STATEMENTS OUR PREVIOUS MEETINGS. Hy 
CONCERNING REVISIONS WHICH | SUGGESTED JANUARY 12 REMOVE AMBIG- 
aa 
= 


9S6!-v/<es6"lt9 





UITIES YOUR DECEMBER 1 COUNTERDRAFT, 1 HAVE DONE THIS IN FURTHER 
EFFORT MY PART SEE IF SOME WAY COULD NOT BE FOUND RESUME PROGRESS 


OUR DISCUSSIONS, 
REPRODUCTION oll 
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B. IN CONNECTION MY FIRST AMENDMENT CONCERNING RIGHT SELF - 
DEFENSE, AS | OFTEN SAID, | ALWAYS ASSUMED YOU CONSIDERED 
THIS AS IMPORTANT FROM YOUR STANDPOINT AS WE DID FROM OURS, 


IN FACT YOU HAVE REPEATEDLY. DECLARED HERE AND YOUR GOVERNMENT HAS 
STATED PUBLICLY THERE NO OBJECTION TO OBJECT IN VIEW YOUR GOVERNMENTS 
PAST ASSERTIONS THAT VERY RIGHT. 


C. IN CONNECTION MY SECOND AMENDMENT MAKING CLEAR DECLARATION 
CONSIDERED BE APPLICABLE BY BOTH SIDES TO TAIWAN AREA AS WELL AS 
ELSEWHERE, YOU REPEATEDLY AGREED GRAVEST OUR DISPUTES WAS THAT WITH 
RESPECT TAIWAN AREA, AND HAVE SAID ANY DECLARATION INTENT DISCUSS 
AND SETTLE OUR DISPUTES PEACEFULLY MUST COVER OUR DISPUTE THERE, 

IN FACT, IF MY RECOLLECTION CORRECT, YOU HAVE SAID FAILURE INCLUDE 
THAT DISPUTE WOULD BE TANTAMOUNT TO REQUIRING YOUR GOVERNMENT 
RECOGNIZE STATUS QUO THERE AND SURRENDER ITS SOVEREIGN RIGHTS, 


D. THUS, AS | UNDERSTAND YOUR POSITION, YOUR OBJECTIONS TO 

MY JANUARY 12 REVISIONS ARE TO NETTHER THEM AS SUCH BUT TO SOME 
SPECJAL CONNECTION WHICH YOU SEEM SEE BETWEEN THEM, APPARENTLY 
YOU SAW IN JUXTAPOSITION THESE TWO AMENDMENTS ATTEMPT TO TRICK 
YOU INTO SAYING SOMETHING WHICH MIGHT BE INTERPRETED AS 
RENUNCIATION YOUR POSITION WITH REGARD TO MERITS OUR DISPUTE IN 
TAIWAN AREA AND RECOGNITION OF STATUS QUO, 1! HAVE REPEATEDLY 
ASSURED YOU THERE WAS NEITHER SUCH INTENTION MY PART NOR WAS 
LANGUAGE OPEN THAT INTERPRETATION, 1 HAVE REPEATEDLY TRIED 
MAKE CLEAR MY ONLY PURPOSE HAS BEEN AND REMAINS TO OBTAIN 
AGREEMENT ON DECLARATION THAT WILL MAKE IT UNMISTAKABLY CLEAR 
BETWEEN OURSELVES AND TO WORLD THAT NEITHER US WILL INITIATE 
USE OF FORCE IN ATTEMPT ENFORCE OUR VIEWS, AND IN THAT ATMOSPHERE 
WILL SEEK RESOLUTION OUR DIFFERENCES, THEREFORE, IN FURTHER 
EFFORT REACH AGREEMENT | HAVE RESTUDIED MY JANUARY 12 REVISION 
YOUR DECEMBER } COUNTERPROPOSAL, 


E. IN ORDER COMPLETELY REMOVE ANY POSSIBLE BASIS FOR MIS- 
UNDERSTANDING WHICH APPARENTLY GAVE RISE YOUR OBJECTIONS, | 
HAVE ENTIRELY SEPARATED MY AMENDMENTS BY PLACING AMENDMENT 
SELF-DEFENSE IN PREAMBLE OF DECLARATION, IN ORDER MAKE THIS 
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POINT EVEN CLEARER | HAVE ALSO INCLUDED SPECIFIC STATEMENT IN 


PREAMBLE TO EFFECT ENTIRE DECLARATION MADE WITHOUT PREJUDICE 
PURSUIT BY EACH SIDE ITS POLICIES BY PEACEFUL MEANS, 





F, REFERENCE TAIWAN AREA 1S MADE ONLY AT END SECOND PARAGRAPH 
WHICH OTHERWISE RETAINS EXACT LANGUAGE YOUR DRAFT DECEMBER 1, 

IN ORDER MEET YOUR POINT VIEW | HAVE ALSO DROPPED TWO MINOR 
LANGUAGE CHANGES WHICH | HAD PROPOSED FOR THAT PARAGRAPH, DRAFT 
THUS OTHERWISE CONFORMS EXACTLY LANGUAGE AND FORM YOUR DECEMBER | 
DRAFT, MY SECOND REVISION YOUR DECEMBER 1 COUNTERPROPOSAL THUS 
READS: (1 THEN READ SUBSTANTIVE PORTION 2ND REVISION PER 
PARAGRAPH 3 DEPTEL 1892). 
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Date of L.ct 

G 
SP Ot "See S-=bel____. 
C G. AM CONFIDENT THIS DRAFT ENTIRELY CONF ORMS RELEVANT 
L VIEWS BOTH SIDES, WITHOUT PREJUDICING VIEWS OF EITHER StDE-ON 


MERITS OUR DISPUTES, WOULD HOPE PROMPT AGREEMENT. GAN-BE 
REACHED THIS DRAFT IN ORDER WE CAN PROCEED THESE TALKS IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH ITS TERMS, 


2. WANG REQUESTED 15 MINUTE RECESS STUDY DRAFT, 


3. FOLLOWING RECESS, WANG SAID HE HAD JUST STUDIED DRAFT | 

4 GAVE HIM THIS MORNING, COULD ONLY SAY HE DISAPPOINTED WITH IT, 
JUST AS | HAD SAID THIS MORNING, WE HAD DISCUSSED SUBJECT 
MAKING JOINT DECLARATION FOR LONG TIME ALREADY, HE VERY 
DISATISFIED WE SO FAR UNABLE ARRIVE AT AGREEMENT FOR DRAFT 
PROPOSED DECLARATION, IN MY STATEMENT THIS MORNING I HAD 
MADE REMARK NECESSARY BOTH SIDES PUSH FORWARD DISCUSS DIFFi- 
CULTIES BETWEEN US WITH SPIRIT COOPERATION, BUT DRAFT SUBMITTED 
THIS MORNING DID NOT SEEM TO HIM OFFER ANY NEW PROGRESS ON SUBJECT, 
AS | HAD STATED, HITHERTO CENTRAL POINT OF DISPUTE BETWEEN US 
CONCERNED WITH US CLAIM RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE IN TAIWAN AREA, 
IN THIS MORNING'S DRAFT | HAD MADE CHANGE IN LOCATION CLAUSE 
CONCERNING SO-CALLED SELF-DEFENSE RIGHT, BUT AS STATED IN 
CHINESE PROVERB, ALTHOUGH FORM CHANGED CONTENT STILL ALL THE 
SAME, THEREFORE, 1T SEEMED TO HIM ALL MY DRAFTS---THOSE OF 

NOVEMBER 10, JANUARY 12, AND THIS MORNING--- WERE IDENTICAL 

IN SUBSTANCE, 
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4. WANT SAID HE THEN NOTED REFERENCE TAIWAN AREA IN NEW 

DRAFT NOT IN CONTEXT FONMIN MEETING AS CONTAINED HIS OCT 27 
DRAFT, SUCH REFERENCE TAIWAN AREA AS |! HAD MADE THIS MORNING'S 
DRAFT HAD CAUSED THEIR PERSISTENT OPPOSITION BECAUSE SUCH 
REFERENCE WOULD MIX UP INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES WITH AN INTERNAL 
ISSUE. THEY HAD BEEN ASSERTING THEIR OPPOSITION SUCH A 


REFERENCE TO TAIWAN AREA IN SAME WAY AS THEY HAD BEEN OPPOSED 
REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
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SO-CALLED SELF-DEFENSE RIGHT IN OUR DRAFTS, FURTHERMORE iT 

NECESSARY GIVE FURTHER STUDY DRAFTS WORDING, OF COURSE, HC 

WOULD GIVE FURTHER STUDY THIS DRAFT, RESERVE FURTHER COMMENT 
a FOR NEXT MEETING, 


©. | SAID | HAD JUST COUPLE SMALL COMMENTS ON 

HIS ReFCRENCE TO OTiiCR MINOR CHANGES IN DRAFT. 1! HAD POINTED 
OUT IN STATEMENT THERE WERE NO OTHER MINOR CHANGES AND THAT 
MY PREVIOUS SUGGESTION CHANGES HAD BEEN DELETED AND | HAD GONE 
BACK PRECISELY TO HIS DEC 1 DRAFT, AS FAR AS ENGLISH TEXT 
CONCERNED, IT OTHERWISE FOLLOWED EXACTLY ENGLISH TEXT HE 

tiAD GIVEN DEC 1, HAD HE NOTED ANY CHANGES? 


-_— << 


6. WANG SAiD HE WOULD GIVE FURTHER STUDY TO WHOLE THING, 


7e- |§ SAID THAT AS | HAD POINTED OUT MY STATEMENT THIS 
MORNING, | FELT THIS DRAFT DID ANSWER OBJECTIONS PREVIOUSLY 

; RAISED, DID GIVE US TEXT UPON WHICH WE COULD BOTH AGREE, IT 

( WAS OF FERED IN THAT SPIRIT AND | HOPED WoULD BE STUDIED IN 

, THAT SPIRIT. | LOOKED FORWARD TO HIS REMARKS NEXT MEETING, 
BECAUSE | THOUGHT IF HE DID STUDY DRAFT IN SAME SPIRIT AS 
AUTHORS HE WOULD FIND IT AS SOMETHING MEETING POSITION BOTH 
SIDES, NOTHING MORE ON THAT THIS MORNING AND UNLESS HE HAD 
MORE | HAD SOMETHING ELSE 1! WOULD LIKE TO TALK ABOUT, 


~ <2 - 
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8. WANG SAID HE WOULD GIVE FURTHER STUDY AND MAKE FURTHER 
COMMENT NEXT MEETING, HOWEVER, AS HE HAD POINTED OUT THIS 
MORNING, COULD NOT AGREE WITH MY STATEMENT PRESENT DRAFT 
BEING OFFERED IN SPIRIT OF COOPERATION IN DISCUSSION, 
BECAUSE THEY HAD ASSERTED OPPOSITION INCLUSION SELF-DEFENSE 
CLAUSE FROM VERY BEGINNING. THEY BELIEVED SELF-DEFENSE 
CLAUSE SHOULD BE DELETED ALTOGETHER FROM DRAFT AND NOT RE- 
POSITIONED, NEVERTHELESS WOULD MAKE FURTHER COMMENT NEXT 
MEETING, HE WOULD LISTEN ANYTHING ELSE | HAD TO SAY ON OTHER 
MATTERS, 
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9. | SAID 1T NOW FOUR MONTHS SINCE ANY DEVELOPMENT WHATSO- 

EVER WITH REGARD RETURN TO US OF AMERICANS SUBJECT OUR SEPT 

10 ANNOUNCEMENT, THERE NO LONGER SEEMED TO BE EVEN A PRETENSE 
BY THEIR AUTHORITIES CARRY OUT THAT AGREEMENT. 1! HAD MANY 
_~~«., “TIMES SPOKEN HERE IN ALL SERIOUSNESS AND EARNESTNESS OF EFFECT 
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In"0: this having on public opinion in my country and on my government's 
estimate of pledged word his government. I had pointed out before 

RMR and wished again point out adverse effects their failure permit 
these Acericans expeditiously return is having and effect it will 
continue have in future discussions here find solutions to problems 


in these 7 long months that have passed since September 10 cannot 
be interpreted as permitting these people ex ously to return 
to own country. This still continued contrast very much with 
situation concerning Chinese in US, who returning stesdily to his 
country. According our best information, nine Chinese from US were 
known to have crossed border into his country March 16, seven more 
April 7, making total at least 130 definitely known to have returned 
since our talks began. How many more might have returned by other 
routes I had of course no way of knowing. However, what was undis- 
putable was that Chinese were allowed to return and were returnin 
whenever they Wished to do so. For aur iose who hed not returned, 

<« had been entirely their personal decision. I hoped in interest our 
talks here, with their potentialities for future relations between our 
two countries his authorities would correct the bad situation existing 
in spite our announcement September 10. 


5S 

E. between our two countries. Certainly release of only six individuals 
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SP 

Cc 1O. WANG SAID SITUATION RESPECTING RETURN NATIONALS EACH 

L COUNTRY DIRECTLY RELATED TO IMPROVEMENT OUR RELATIONS. I HAD 
arent THAT SINCE TALKS BEGAN 130 CHINESE HAD RETURNED TO 

. BEARING IN MIND EXISTENCE SOME 5,000 CHINESE 

STUDENTS IN US, WHAT PROPORTION WOULD THE 130 CHINESE WHO HAVE 
RETURNED MAKE TO THIS INTEGRAL NUMBER? 


MIGHT POINT OUT, HOWEVER, SINCE TALKS BEGAN NUMBER AMERICAN 
NATIONALS IN CHINA HAVING RETURNED MY COUNTRY EXCEEDS TwO- 
THIRDS TOTAL NUMBER. FROM THESE TWO PROPORTIONS IT IS QUITE 
CLEAR AS TO WHETHER MORE AMERICANS OR MORE CHINESE HAVE RETURNED 

; TO THEIR COUNTRIES SINCE TALKS BEGAN. AS SUCH, FROM POINT OF VIEW 

©: SEPTEMBER 10 AGREEMENT BETWEEN US SITUATION CONCERNING NATIONALS 

' NOT SATISFACTORY HIS SIDE. HAD ALREADY CALLED MY ATTENTION NAMES 

4Q CHINESE IN US, HOWEVER, I HAD NOT YET GIVEN ACCOUNTINF FOR ANY OF 
THEM. AT LAST MEETING I HAD REMARKED INFORMATION HE GAVE ME CON- 
CERNING CASE YUAN JUI-HSIANG NOT SUFFICIENT FIND OUT ABOUT HIM 
AND IDENTIFY HIM. I SEEMED TO HAVE FOUND SOME PRETEXT BY WHICH I 
WAS REFUSING MAKE INQUIRY AND GIVE ACCOUNTING OF ALL 49 CHINESE 
WHO HAVE BEEN PREVENTED RETURNING. 


THEY HAD PROVIDED SUCH INFORMATION AS NAME, PROFESSION, AND 
CIRCUMSTANCES OBSTRUCTIONS RECEIVED. NO ONE COULD EVER BELIEVE 
COUNTRY AS LARGE AS US HAVING SUCH HUGE AND EXTENSIVE 
INVESTIGATING SETUP AS FBI CANNOT FIND AND IDENTIFY MR. YUAN. 
THEREFORE, HOPED MY AUTHORITIES WOULD PROMPTLY CORRECT TREAT- 
MENT AND ATTITUDE TOWARD CHINESE IN US WHOSE RETURN BEING 
PREVENTED, AND GIVE CLEAR ACCOUNTING ALL THESE PERSONS. MY 
AUTHORITIES MUST NOT ONLY KEEP AN EYE ON AMERICAN OFFENDERS 

IN CHINA WHO HAVE BEEN SENTENCED ACCORDING TO LAW AND WHO 

NOW SERVING PRISON SENTENCES IN CHINA, WHILE ALTOGETHER IGNORING 
FACT CHINESE IN US STILL BEING PREVENTED FROM RETURNING. 

SUCH AN ATTITUDE THIS PROBLEM ENTIRELY NOT CONDUCIVE PROGRESS 
OUR DISCUSSIONS. MY AUTHORITIES SO FAR HAD NOT GIVEN SLIGHTEST 
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ACCOUNTING CHINESE IN US PRISONS. 


11. WANG SAID AS REGARDS MEDICAL RECORDS MRe KANADY AND 

MRS. BRADSHAW, HE HAD TOLD ME HIS AUTHORITIES WOULD MAKE 
INQUIRY ABOUT AVAILABILITY THEIR MEDICAL RECORDS. NOW INFORMED 
ME CHINESE RED CROSS HAD INVESTIGATED. MEDICAL RECORDS KANADY 
AVAILABLE AND WILL BE FORWARDED ARC THROUGH CHINESE RED CROSS. 
HOWEVER, MRS» BRADSHAW HAD BEEN RECEIVING MEDICAL CARE ON OWN 
OUTSIDE PRISON; THEREFORE, HIS AUTHORITIES DID NOT HAVE 

MEDICAL RECORD. 


12. | AID HE HA AGAIN SPOKEN THIS ORNING OF PROPORTION 
CPETWEEN TOTAL NUMBER CHINESE STUDENTS IN US AND NUMBER WHO 
HAVE RETURNED TO THEIR COUNTRY, AND RELATED THIS TO PROPORTION 
OF NUMBER AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY.- WHO HAD RETURNED. HE HAD 
RELATED THAT TO OUR SEPT 10 ANNOUNCEMENT AND STATED SITUATION 
NOT SATISFACTORY HiS GOVERNMENT. | HAD PREVIOUSLY POINTED 

OUT THIS TYPE PROPORTIONING ENTIRELY FALSE» OUR AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT DID NOT SAY THAT IF TWO-THIRDS OF AMERICANS 

IN CHINA RETURNED TO US, US THEN WILL FORCE TWO-THIRDS 

OF CHINESE IN AMERICA RETURN HIS COUNTRY. IT DID SAY ALL THOSE 
WHO DESIRE RETURN WILL BE PERMITTED DO SO. IT DOES NOT SAY 
ONE-HALF, TWO-THIRDS,OR NINE-TENTHS OF THOSE WHO DESIRE RETURN, 
IT SAYS ALL WHO DESIRE RETURN. SAXS NOT ONLY THEY BE PERMITTED 
RETURN, BUT RETURN EXPEDITIOUSLY AS OF SEPT 10 LAST YEAR. TEST 
OF PERFORMANCE THEREFORE WHETHER IN FACT IN EACH COUNTRY ALL 
WHO DESIRE RETURN PERMITTED DO SO AND NO OBSTRUCTION OFFERED 
THEIR RETURNe WE BOTH KNEW THAT OF AMERICANS WE TALKING 

ABOUT BEFORE AND AT TIME OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 13 STILL 

NOT RETURNED. THEY INDISPUTABLY PEOPLE WHO DESIRE RETURN. WE 
ALSO KNEW PRIOR TO AND AT TIME ISSUANCE OUR ANNOUNCEMENT, HIS 
INTEREST WAS WITH RESPECT CHINESE STUDENTS IN USe WE 

BOTH KNEW THAT UP TO TIME TALKS BEGAN SOME OF THOSE--VERY SMALL 
NUMBER -- WERE FORBIDDEN BY MY GOVERNMENT RETURN HIS COUNTRY. weE 
ALSO KNEW THAT AT TIME TALKS BEGAN, MEASURES AGAINST THESE 
STUDENTS ENTIRELY WITHDRAWN, SO THAT ANY OF THEM WHO DESIRE 
RETURN CAN. IN SPITE ALL STATEMENTS MADE HERE AND MADE PUBLICLY 
BY HIS GOVERNMENT, WE BOTH KNEW THAT THIRD POWER ARRANGEMENTS, 


. ESTABLISHED AT HIS REQUEST, CONFIRM SITUATION. “THUS FAR IN 
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THE MORE THAN 7 MONTHS PASSED THERE HAS NOT BEEN BROUGHT TO 
OUR ATTENTION A SINGLE CASE IN WHICH US HAS NOT FULLY CARRIED 


OU1 TERMS OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. NO AMOUNT OF WORDS OR CHARGES 
CAN OBSCURE THESE FACTS . 
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L 13. WANG SAID REFERENCES HE HAD MADE 10 PROPORTION PEOPLE 
RETURNING MADE ONLY BECAUSE IN MY EARLIER STATEMENT | HAD—— 
DWELT ON NUMBER RETURNEES, OF COURSE, WOULD-NOT BE -NEE ESSARY 
FOR US MAKE REFERENCES THESE PROPORTIONS IF CHINESE IN AMERICA 
WERE IN FACT NOT BEING OBSTRUCTED FROM RETURNING, HOWEVER, 
HE HAD REPEATEDLY NOTED THAT CHINESE IN US HAD BEEN SUBJECTED 
ALL SORTS OBSTRUCTIONS AND THIS SITUATION NOT CHANGED EVEN 
AFTER OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT LAST SEPTEMBER, THEREFORE, THESE 
PROPORTIONS HELPED EXPLAIN AND DEMONSTRATE PERFORMANCE OUR 

C RESPECTIVE SIDES REGARDING RETURN OUR NATIONALS AND CARRYING 

OUT OF AGREEMENT, ALTHOUGH AT BEGINNING OUR DISCUSSIONS THEY 
MADE REFERENCES CHINESE STUDENTS IN US, HOWEVER AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN US CONCERNED NATIONALS OF BOTH SIDES, AND STUDENTS ONLY 
A PORTION OF NATIONALS WHO WERE SUBJECT TO AGREEMENT, THOSE 
4g WHOSE NAMES HE HAD GIVEN ME WERE PERSONS WHO DESIRE RETURN 
BUT WHO HAVE BEEN UNABLE DO SO, 1! HAD MADE REPEATED REFERENCES 
TO 13 AMERICAN OFFENDERS SERVING PRISON SENTENCES IN CHINA BUT 
HAD NEVER GIVEN REPLY AS TO HOW MANY CHINESE ACTUALLY IN PRISON 
IN US, HE STILL AWAITED REPLY FROM ME THIS SUBJECT, 





14, | SAID | CITED NUMBER ON CHINESE KNOWN RETURNING HIS 
COUNTRY FROM US TO SHOW THEY ARE STEADILY RETURNING AND 

AS EVIDENCE NO OBSTRUCTIONS BEING OFFERED THEIR RETURN, IF 

IN FACT ‘THERE WERE OBSTRUCTIONS OFFERED CHINESE LIVING IN US, 
THEN THESE PEOPLE WOULD NOT STEADILY BE LEAVING, AS I HAD 
POINTED OUT, PROPORTIONS THOSE RETURNED TO THOSE IN EITHER 
COUNTRY HAS NO RELATION WHATSOEVER TO CARRYING OUT OUR AGREEMENT, 
QUESTION IS ONE OF FACT--WHETHER THOSE DESIRING RETURN ARE 
BEING OBSTRUCTED FROM DOING SO, HE HAD AGAIN SAID CHINESE 

IN US BEING SUBJECTED TO "ALL SORTS" OF OBSTRUCTIONS, THERE 
HAD NOT BEEN SLIGHTEST EVIDENCE HERE ANY KIND OF OBSTRUCTIONS, 
NOR HAD THIRD POWER EVER PRESENTED ANY EVIDENCE OF OBSTRUCTIONS, 
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THERE HAD BEEN NO EVIDENCE ANY OBSTRUCTIONS WHATSOEVER OR OF 
STUDENT OR ANYONE ELSE BEING PREVENTED FROM RETURNING, THOSE 
WERE FACTS NOT ALLEGATIONS, 


15. WANG SAID THEY HAD CALLED MY ATTENTION CASES 49 

PEOFLE WHO HAD NOT RETURNED AND SUCH WAS PRECISELY EVIDENCE OF 
OBSTRUCTIONS, IF, HOWEVER, AFTER | MADE AN INVESTIGATION 

| COULD SAY POOR PEOPLE WERE FREE TO RETURN HE WOULD OF COURSE 
WELCOME SUCH A STATEMENT, WOULD LIKE REMIND ME AGREEMENT CALLS 
FOR ALL NATIONALS, AND NOT JUST OF NATIONALS ONLY FACTS COULD 
MAKE A REASONABLE REPLY THIS REGARD, 


16. | SAID THAT IF HE HAD NOTHING ELSE 1 WOULD LIKE TO 
SUGGEST NEXT THURSDAY AS DATE OUR NEXT MEETING, WANG AGREED, 
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Dear Alex? 














There is not much to pass on to wi Lees ‘dis I am enclosing a 
copy of Defense's instruction to the HAC on the missing servicemen. This 
instruction gives the Defense analysis of the shortcomings in the Communist 
so-called accounting of March 1. This was drafted about three weeks ago 
in Cefense and has just been cleared, 

Your prediction as to the likely reaction of Wang to our second 
revision of the renunciation of force draft was accurate. I should be 
surprised if his considered reaction at the next meeting is any different 
from his off the cuff response at the meeting yesterday. However he will 
be somewhat more on the defensive following this initiative cf ours. You 
will be able to press hin very hard .to comm up with some revision cf 
his cwn vhich would take into account our minimum requirements. ‘“e have 
just received your 1799 and will have some comments on Monday cr Tuesday. 

We are about ready to mail copies of the Agreed snnouncemsent to 
the individuals named by Wang whose addresses we have been able to find, 
We have decided to send out a mere one sentence transmitting letter. It 
will be in =imeocraph form on State Department letterhead but without 
sicgnatcre. It will be a circular and the names and addresses will appear 
only on the envelope. In this way we hope to avoid causing any particular 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson 
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uneasiness on the part of the recipient. ‘the letters will be sent by 
registered mail and the Indian inbassy will be informed. However, we will 
not give the addresses to the Indian Enbassy. At this stage we of course 
want nothing said atout this project to anyone. A copy of the proposed 
fora letter is enclosed along with the printed copy of the Agreed 4nnouncenent 
which we are using. This is the same rrinted form which was placed on 
Post Office Bulletin Beards all over the country. You will note it mentions 
the Indian Exbassy in Washincton and gives the address. 

We are in rather a bed situation with the COCOM and CHINCOM countries 
because of the delay in the formulation of a C. S. position on the proposed 
relaxation of the trade controls. We are between the frying pan and the 
fire on this because of strong congressional outinent any concessions 
at this time. The Foreign Aid Bill may be jeopardized if any concessions 
are made. Yet the British, the Japanese and the French feel compelled 
to move rapidly and are urging an early CG meeting. J fear the Chinese 
Comunists are well aware of the awkward sitration that has developed. 

Thgy arparently recornize that they do not need to hake any move in the 
Ceneva talks or elsewhere. So I do not anticipate that you will be 
troubled with the trade issve in your talks. 

We are doing a brief talking paper on the Cenewa talks for the 
Secretary for possible use at this forthcoming NATO meeting. We are 
not ¢oing very deeply into the subject in the talking paper. We will 
semi you a copy even though it is pretty cut and dried. 

I was glad to get your letters No. 27 and 28 of April 8, I 
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sympathize with your position on a member two adviser and hore we can 

take care of ,our meeds. If you feel strongly that the maber two ran 
must have a knowledce of Chinese, the suggestion of an arrangement with 
the CONGES at Geneva will not work ovt. For the present any way we can 
keep oldridge there. 





: We were very fo hear of Pat's illness. 1 hope she is 

' fully recovered now ant, Lotter fortune will be yours. Regards and all 
’ 

i the: best. 

: Sincerely, 


Walter P, McConaughy 


Enclosure: 


1. Telegram to CI'XITX Tokyo 
DA 900776 


2. Proposed letter to individuals 
; named by Wang with copy of 
Agreed Announcement. 
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Guidance for April 26 meeting, | A a 

ei. 

1. You should continue to press Wang to accept our latest revision O et 
of renunciation of force declaration. Record our conviction that it meets oO = 
every objection raised vy Wang which has any plausibility, It fulfills v | 
every essential requirement of the situation for each side. It is cast | : 
in appropriate terms. It represents serious attempt on US part to oars 9 : — 
at a formulation which would take into account the views of Wang's site 5 


concerning form as well as substance. You should strike the recurrent note 
~ 
that we have done our utmost to produce a draft that both sides can accept <= 


. digg’ 
4 _— ee Tt 


unqualifiedly and that Communists should accept it, if they are really 


ry 


> 


interested in arriving at solution. We feel that the essential requirements 





Fae 
‘i- 


of both sides have been thoroughly aired and that this formulation is the 


‘ 


best solution which can be arrived at. 


ad "aT 


:@ . . 
?- 


2. Wwe differ from the line of reasoning advanced in your 1799 only 


in that we would have you urge the merits of our latest revision more 


ow? 
’ 


insistently and put less emphasis on a challenge or an invitation to Wang 


he does not like ours. 





to produce a new alternative o his o se 
q pik’ 
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we of course must remain prepared to consider any new draft which Wang might 


table, we do not wish to give the impression that we expect him to reject our 





a new draft. lEnphasis shovld be on our firm conviction that our draft is the 

: ) best that cm be done to meet the valid points of each side, rather than on 
expectation that Wang will now produce revision of his ow. We are in better £* 
position with Wang rejecting our reasonable draft, than with US rejecting new 
Chinese Communist draft that is unacceptable, but capable of being misunderstood 
and misi nterpreted. 

3. Theme which you should enunciate repeatedly at this meeting is that 

any conceivable objection to our draft can only be based on unwillingness to °§ . 
accept fully principle of non-resort to force. If Chinese Communists are 
genuinely willing to make complete renunciation of force without mental 


reservation or purpose of evasion they can raise no valid objection to this 


+ 


of the United States 


draft. If they have not made this decision then no formulation will achieve 
the objective. Indispensable requirement is that Chinese Communists make 
unqualified resolve to give up use of force in pursuit of their objectives. 

i. Your statement on detained Americans should follow established lines, 
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but we would suggest a heightened note of insistence in your presentation. You 

: may mention growing sense of outrage in both Houses of US Congress at continued 
Chinese Communist maltreatment of American citizens and premeditated and malicious 
failure of Chinese Communists to keep their pledge of September 10. 


c 


5. Reject emphatically Wang's allegations that Chinese being obstructed 
! from leaving "S. Steady flow of Chinese to China mainland and fact that 


vil 


Indian 
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Indian Umbassy has not cited single case of Chinese claiming obstruction gt 
is incontrovertible evidence. Wang's assertions that Chinese unable commnicate 
with Indian Embassy patently untrue. Embassy has announced publicly it has 
received inquiries from Chinese and it has paid transportation for number of 


Chinese returning to mainland China. If Peiping had been informed by individuals’ <— 


; 
1 
? 
, 
ee 





in US that their departure being obstructed # this would mean Peiping was in 
communication with individuals, directly or indirectly, and could advise them 
to communicate with Indians, Absence of complaints confirms obvious fact that 
no obstruction exists, either in communication facilities or in departure, 
6. FYI ONLY. Department mailing by registered letter copies of Agreed 
Announcement to all Chinese named by Wang whose addresses have been ascertained, “i: 
(LIPRMBYES we - 
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: repeat not be granted. Apart from diplometic impropriety, such action : 
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= would be widely misconstrued with consequences harmful #4 our interests. 9) 
+ —_ 
co 
@ No reason why US delegation should be apologetic or evasive about svoidance = 
[2 4 
| e 
& host-guest relationship with Chinese Communists. This is in accordance ee 
< 
So with standard protocol practice where recognition has not been grantec. al 
~ Ps 
Sa No explanation required other than fact of absence diplomatic reletions. “— 
cwoU 
- Pe US delegation will of course encounter Chinese Communists at functions o 
oc 
= 4 given by Nepalese Government and other delegations. This need cause no 0) 
Oo = 
s+ 
a concern. O 
- oO ota. 
S Oe wed ~ 
. = Mlle | Ls S 
h 11 t7ATC 4! = 
= te Nn | 7 
4) 
” 
co 
Vv 
é Cy 
*Z 
“= 
: » 0. 
E <- S 
C % | 
a- \ 
Drafted by: gps Telegraph twenumunce wed 
FE: CAs: WPi. naughy ek 4/24/56 cleric ptioe aperoved by, Lv William J. d +. 











a Protocol - NEA = Mir. Allen fie 
> om * Oe So 
soa oY) 
A 
“ R 24 i 195% » ie CONFIDENTIAL 


Classification 


























Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


uv 


ew £44 










SECRET 74 


Letter No. 30 de | April 25, 1956 wit 


Dear Walter: if 


I received your letter No. 39 when I returned yesterday 
evening and this morning the guidance for tomorrow's meeting 
came in. I greatly appreciate the many thoughts incorporated 
into the guidance which are of great help to me in formula- 
ting my presentation which I will have to play entirely by 
ear tomorrow, I realized after I had sent my 1799 that I 
may well have erroneously given the impression that I did 
not inten& to vigorously push our draft, as I had not made 
it clear the last paragraph referred only to a contingent 
position, Therefore, I think that the comments in paragraph 
2 of your 1912 are very well taken and are actually entirely 
in accordance with my on intent, 


Stt’ d ZL 30 


Thanks very much for the Defense instructions to MAC on 
the missing servicemen, I was particularly happy to see that 
MAC would be asked to refer their proposed statement to 
Washington which will give you a chance to frame it in more 


effective terms and keep it consistent with what has been 
done here, 


I can well see the difficulty we are in with regard to 
the COCOM and CHICOM position, and entirely agree the Chinese 
Communists will probably realize the situation, I have not 
seen anything recently in the press on the progress of the 
Foreign Aid Bill and wonder what the outlook actually is. 


With respect to Holdridge, in my letter No. 29 which 
you will now have received, I said that I had been able to work 
out an arrangement with Gowen for the loan of a reporting 
officer from the Consulate General and was therefore willing 
to release Holdridge, He is planning to leave here on Friday 
for Hong Kong. I put the necessity of having a second officer 
to keep the record in the essential category, and a knowledge 


of Chinese 





Walter P, McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Wasiington 25, D.C. 
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of Chinese on his part in the desirable category. The 
arrangenent which I suggested with regard to Stanley not 
having worked out, I find it hard to justify keeping 
Eoldridge sitting here from week to week with nothing 
really substantive to do between meetings and, therefore, 
acquiesced to his departure and the arrangement with the 
Consulate General, It is not the best arrangement from 

my standpoint, but I can get along. In this connection, it 
seems to me that the Department ought really to be doing 
something about training a Chinese interpreter, As you well 
know, just a knowledge of the language, no matter how good, 
is not enough. I do not know what we would do if Ekvall 
were not available, and looking to the future we certainly 
cannot depend on his always being available, In any event, 
it is anatansies for us as the Department of State to have to 
depend on Defense in this regard. Good as he is with the 
language, I know that Stanley felt he wold not be up to 
doing the type of interpreting required in these meetings, 
However, I should think that he or someone with comparable 
facility in the language could with intensive training 
become qualified in this field. Of course, it is not too 
attractive a field for an FSO but it seems to me that it 

is a problem that the Department will have to resolve, 


Incidentally, I noted in Prague just before I left 
that the Czech May Day slogans which have just come out, 
this year dropped any mention of support for Chinese 
Communist liberation of Formosa, I think that this would 
be particularly significant if the same pattern is followed 
elsewhere in the Soviet Bloc and suggest that it would be 
of interest to have DRF make a check into it, 


We have received Part II of the White Paper on prisoners, 
giving a summary of the experiences of individual Americans, 
Although my comments were not asked for I cannot refrain from 
saying that it by no means seems to me to be up to the 
standard of the White Paper itself. To me at least, it 
simply does not make as effective and convincing a case as 
the facts justify. My own feeling is that this appendix 
will be most effective on supporting the White Paper if it 
sticks to a plain, cold recital of facts avoiding color 
words and simply letting the facts speak for themselves, 

I also feel that there is simply too much carelessly and 
poorly written English in it to be issued as a public 
document by the Department, 


Just as a few examples of what I have in mind: the 
last paragraph on page 2 under Bersohn, the last sentence 


beginning 
SECRET 
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beginning at the bottom of the page seems to me to be open to 
misinterpretation by non-Americans and simply not as effective 
as quoting some statement 6f Bersohn's following his return, 
On page 7 under Buol, the statement is made that, "in August . 
1951 he was removed to a private home and placed in confine- . 
ment alone with a Communist-provided companion", In the first 
place, as a matter of English, if he had a companion he was 
not alone. However, the use of the word “companion” in the 
sentence without any explanation does not, it seems to me, 
make any point. It is only when one gets to the end of the 
section that it is stated that his “companion” was subjecting 
him to propaganda, On page 8 under Cline, the statement is 
made that “according to medical reports” he died from being 
denied needed medicine, The question immediately arises as 
to whose medical reports? If they are independent reports, 
we certainly should say so, On page 9 under Dillon, the state- 
ment is made "he kept the docure nt until March 27, 1951 when 
he was searched,....." and at the bottom of the section it 
states his expulsion from China began March 25, 1951. On 
page 12 under Ford, it seems to me that the logical place for 
the last sentence is up above following the detailing of his 
torture. On page 1} under Giffin, the first sentence is a 
masterpiece of confused writing. As a detail, it also seems 
to me that where Americanesounding names of non-Americans are 
mentioned, their nationality should be specified, Otherwise, 
the question immediately arises as to why their accounts are 
not included in this compilation. On page 17 under Greene, 
the statement is made,not even in quotes, “his judge decided 
that since he was only a small cog in the American spy wheel...". 
Standing the way it does this can certainly be easily distorted 
and twisted into an admission by us that he was a "cog in the 
American spy wheel", On page 20 under Kanady, a sentence reads, 
“after four and a half years of imprisonment he was deported 
from China in a state of shocking physical and mental damage", 
This is just poor writing. On page 39 under Rigney, it seems 
to me that a sentence such as “any visible manifestations of 
religious devotion were promptly suppressed by cellmates with 
whom he was undergoing 're-education'", is entirely lacking 
in "punch", I do not know what the actual facts were but a 
straightforward statement such as "when he kneeled to pray 
he was cuffed and spat on by his cellmates", would be much more 
effective. It seems to me the next following sentence would 
be much clearer simply stated as “although his treatment subse- 
quently improved, at the time of his release he still weighted 
only 100 pounds, compared with 180 pounds at the time he entered 
prison". Also, it seems to me to be much more effective to 
relate the nine times he “confessed” directly to the account 
of the torture he underwent. For example, to say that "during 
one period of interrogation he was denied slee; for 1l succes- 
sive days and nights" is not very effective stated in that way 
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and standing by itself. It would be much more effective to 

. say that he was interrogated without any respite for 11 days 

| is and nights and that each time he collapsed from fatigue he 

was beaten into wakefulness until, utterly physically and 

. mentally broken, he signed a “confession”, It also seems to 

; me absurd to end the Rigney story with the statement that he 

: became a "model worker in the production of match boxes", The 

, whole account, as many of the other accounts, shifts back and 
forth between chronological and subject approach in a very 
confusing manner. Certainly in reading it one is not left with 
any clear picture of exactly whet happened and, as told, the 
story simply does not have the impact the facts justify. I 

feel that this is a common fault of most of the accounts, 








~ ere 





I have viewed this from the standpoint of our foreign 
audiencesin particular who are the ones that need convincing, 
I feel that for this purpose the stories can be told much more 
effectively than they have been, It seems to me that by far 
the most effective telling would be to have someone simply 
take the facts as they are known to us and set them down in 
chronological order in short, simple and factual sentences, 
I have gratuitiously given my opinion very bluntly and with- 
out any knowledge of whose feelings may be involved, However, 
I am sure that is what you would want and will treat whatever 
I have said accordingly. I urge that you have someone else 


sit down with the basic material to see whether something 
better cannot be produced, 


of the United States 


I wonder whether consideration has also been given to 
the possible reactions of some of the individuals involved 
where their experiences have been obtained from private inter- 
views and have not thus far been published, I raise the 
question with respect to the exact content of what KS said 
with respect to them in this publication as well as with 
respect to giving any detailed account of their experiences, 

. I assume this has been considered, and only mention it to 
make sure it is not overlooked, as the Commnigsts would be 
able to make much of even a single adverse reaction which 


became public or a public denial of a fact by an individual 
concerned, 
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With kindest regards, 


Sincerely yours, 


=a exis Johnson 
a - merican /Ambassador 
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ie] 
2 1. ONE HOUR 45 MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING. WANG OPENED 
S WITH A BARE AND FLAT COMPLETE REJECTION APRIL 19 DRAFT. 
+ GAVE NO SIGN WHATEVER ANY WILLINGNESS COMPROMISE LANGUAGE 
° @ NOR OF INTENT OFFER ALTERNATIVE FORMULATION. 
ie] 
cH 
“un 2. MADE FOLLCWING POINTS IN PRESENTATION: 
ss O 
oe (A) REQUIRES PRC RECOGNIZE STATUS QUO TAIWAN AREA AND = 
s* GRC TREATY; _ 
re . 
Ss} 
= (B) IF PEACEFUL PURSUIT POLICY BY BOTH SIDES TO BE COUNTENANCED, _ 
s° 5 INCLUDING "US POLICY OCCUPATION TAIWAN" WHAT PURPOSE SERVED = 
| BY PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS? KL 
c+) 
on | 
oa (C) MIXES INTERNATIONAL DISPUTE AND DOMESTIC MATTER; AND ~ 
Ve) 
co 
9 (D) FAILURE COUPLE TAIWAN WITH FMC. o 
i=) 


3. LN REBUTTAL I MADE POINTS CONTAINED PARAS 1 AND 3 

DEPTEL 1912, AVOIDING ANY INVITATION TO WANG TO PRODUCE NEW 
ALTERNATIVE. AT CLOSE OF CONSIDERABLE GIVE AND TAKE IN REPLY 
Y HIS STATEMENT OUR DRAFT HAD NOT MET THEIR OBJECTIONS I 
STATED THEIR OBJECTIONS APPEARED TO HAVE TWO ASPECTS. FIRS1 
WAS WHETHER DRAFT PREJUDICED THEIR POSITION AND SECOND WHETHER 
DECLARATION WAS TO CONSTITUTE UNQUALIFIED RENUNCIATION OF.»-. 
FORCE ALL OUR DISPUTES INCLUDING DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA. 
SATISFIED MY DRAFT FULLY MET ALL OBJECTIONS BASED ON FIRST 
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ASPECT. HOWEVER; WITH REGARD SECOND ASPECT, IF PRO PURPOSE 
IS TO RETAIN ABILITY USE THREAT INITIATE FORCE TAIWAN AREA 
} AGREED DRAFT DOES NOT MEET PRC POSITION AND US NEVER WOULD 
MEET THAT POSITION. TO DO SO WOULD BE COMPLETE PERVERSION 
mY OF WHOLE PURPOSE OF DECLARATION. WANG MAGE NO DIRECT REPLY. 





4. | MADE VERY STRONG STATEMENT CW IMPLEMENTAT IOI! ALONG 
: LINES PARA 4 UEPTEL 1912. WANG REPLIED ALONG USUAL LINES 


" STRESSING "GROWING UISSATISFACTION CHINCDSO PEOPLE” WITH U5 
= IMPLEMENTATION AND DURING THE EXCHANG:., Tit WHICH | MADE 
© POINTS CONTAINED PAPA 5 Of ™IEL 1912 STROSCING TLDIAN EMAccs 
Pd HAS NOT BROUGHT OUR ATTERTICN SINGLE CASE OBSTRUCTION HE 
ce | CHALLENGED MC FORMALLY TO STATE THAT "OT SlicLE CHINGSE flow 
> | IMPRISONED iN US". 
. w : 
2s 
aS 5. AGREED WANG'S PROPOSAL NEXT MEETING GATURDAY MAY 5. 
» gota Y9EPARTING FOR PRAGUE FRIDAY MORNING. 
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COMMENTS ON TODAYS MEETING, 
Direction ts D/R 

WOULD CHARACTERIZE WANGS PRESENTATION TODAY AS TENDING 
MORE TOWARD UNWILLINGNESS UNDER ANY CIRCUMSTANCES (EVEN INCLUD- 
ING AGREEMENT OUR PART TO FMC) UNCONDI TIONALLY RENOUNCE FORCE 
IN TAIWAN AREA, THAT IS, ALSO VIS-A-VIS GRC. HOWEVER, ONE 
STATEMENT (PARA 10 MYTEL 1823) COULD POSSIBLY BE INTERPRETED 
AS REAFFIRMATION OF POSITION TOWARD WHICH HE SOMETIMES IN PAST 
APPEARED TO BE TENDING, THAT IS, WILLINGNESS AGREE RENUNCIA- 
TION FORCE SPECIFICALLY APPLICABLE TAIWAN AREA IF ASSURANCES 

) FMC ALSO INCLUDED, OF COURSE, EITHER POSITION IS FAR REMOVED 
FROM OURS, 








ALTHOUGH | DO NOT EXCLUDE POSSIBILITY HIS PRESENTING NEW 

DRAFT |T SEEMS UNLIKELY FOR NEXT MEETING, JI SEE NO CHOICE 

FOR NEXT MEETING EXCEPT TO REITERATE OUR POSITION AND SHARPLY 
ATTACK HIS MAKING CLEAR THAT IF THERE 1S TO BE NEW MOVE IT WILL 
NOT COME FROM US. ONLY {IF IN CONTEXT OF MEETING IT CLEARLY 
APPEARED USEFUL WOULD i IMPLY ANY INVITATION TO WANG TO PRODUCE 
NEW ALTERNATIVE. 


of the United States 


9S69¢e-v7/<c6°I119 


DEPT WILL NOTE WANG TODAY AGAIN CAREFULLY USED NEW FORMULA () 
ON TAIWAN AND OFFSHORE ISLAANDS (PARAS 3, 4, 8 ETC.) IN USE SPICE 
MAR 1 MELTING, SUGGEST POSSIBILITY THIS FORMULA MAY -HAVE SER 
ADOPTED WITH PUBLIC LAW 4 IN MIND, ww DOOR 
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1. WANG OPENED 45TH MEETING TODAY WITH PREPARED STATEMENT 
SAYING HE HAS CAREFULLY STUDIED DRAFT | PRESENTED 26TH MEETING 
AND WAS BOUND STATE THIS DRAFT STILL CONTAINED POINTS THEIR SIDE 
HAD LONG DECLARED CATEGORICALLY UNACCEPTABLE. INDEED, AS HE HAD 
POINTED OUT AT LAST MEETING, THIS DRAFT DID NOT DIFFER IN 

+= eae FROM ONES | HAD SUBMITTED ON NOV 10, 1955 AND JAN 19, 
1956. 


( 2. WANG SAID HIS SIDE COULD NOT BUT CONSIDER THAT AT A TIME WHEN 

\: OUR DISCUSSIONS ON THIS SUBJECT OF ANNOUNCEMENT HAD ENTERED 
EIGHTH MONTH, MY SUBMISSION OF SUCH DRAFT WAS ENTIRELY AT 
VARIANCE WITH MY EXPRESSION OF EXPECTATION EARLY AGREEMENT AT 
LAST MEETING. 


of the United States 


3. WANG SAID AS HIS SIDE HAD CONSISTENTLY POINTED OUT, US ALREADY 

USED FORCE AND THREAT OF FORCE. HAD SEIZED TAIWAN AND WAS TRYING 

| NTERFERE IN CHINAS LIBERATION OFFSHORE ISLANDS. UNDER SUCH 

) CIRCUMSTANCES, ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH EMBODIED OUR CLAIM SO-CALLED 
RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE COULD ONLY BE INTERPRETED AS REQUIRING PRC 
SIDE TO RECOGNIZE STATUS QUO IN TAIWAN AREA AS WELL AS US TREATY) 
WITH CHIANG KAI=-SHEK CLIQUE. OBVIOUSLY THAT WAS WHAT HIS SIDER 
COULD NOT ACCEPT. YET MY DRAFT STILL CONTAINED CLAUSE ON SO-GAL 

‘ RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE. 





9Gle-vV/S6°sS19 
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4. WANG SAID, MOREOVER, | HAD ALSO MADE REFERENCES TO WHAT IS 
TERMED “PURSUIT BY EACH SIDE OF POLICIES BY PEACEFUL MEANS". 
INSOFAR AS US CONCERNED, US POLICY TOWARDS CHINA HAS SO FAR 


Vd 
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BEEN INTERFERENCE _IN CHINAS EXERCISE SOVEREIGN RIGHTS OVER 
TAIWAN, AND IN IT LIBERATION OFFSHORE ISLANDS. STATEMENTS | HAD 
MADE IN COURSE OUR DISCUSSIONS ON E THIS OUT. SUCH POLICY 
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-2- 1823, APRIL 27, 1 AM, FROM GENEVA. 

1S INADMISSABLE 8Y WHATEVER M>ANS IT MIGHT BE PURSUED. 

5. WANG SAID IF PURSUIT SUCH POLICIES BY US TO BE COUNTENANCED, 


WHATPURPOSE WOULD THEN BE LEFT FOR ANY PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS 
BETWEEN CHINA AND US? 





: 6. WANG SAID INSOFAR AS CHINA CONCERNED, ITS POLICY HAD BEEN 
LIBERATION OPEN TERRITORY TAIWAN AND OFFSHORE ISLANDS; THIS 
MATTER OF CHINAS INTERAL AFFAIRS AND ADMITS NO INTERFERENCE 
BY ANY OTHER COUNTRY, WHICH”VER MEANS CHINA CHOOSES USE. 


OR.4 


7. WANG SAID MY DRAFT ALSO RETAINED REFERENCE TO WHAT | TERMED 
"WiTHOUT RESORTING USE FORCE TAIWAN AREA OR ELSEWHERE". 

| HERE AGAIN AS THEIR SIDE HAD LONG POINTED OUT, ANNOUNCEMENT 

: WHICH MIXES UP INTERNATIONAL DISPUTE WITH INTERNAL AFFAIRS iS 





i ONLY INDICATES THAT US STILL INTENDING OBTAIN DECLARATION WHICH 
; WOULD FREEZE SITUATION TAIWAN AREA AND THEN TO PROCRASTINATE AND 
REFUSE TAKE PRACTICAL STEP FOR SOLUTION DISPUTE THERE, IN ORDER 


i TO MAINTAIN STATUS QUO OF INTERF E 
-IBERATION OFFSHORE ISLANDS. 


2 IMPERMISSABLE AND THEREFORE 1S SOMETHING THEIR SIDE COULD NOT 
. | ACCEPT. 

» 

w 

3 8. WANG SAID PARTICULARLY SERIOUS ASPECT OF MATTER IS THAT 

= / WHILE MY DRAFT MAKES SPECIFIC REFERENCE TAIWAN AREA IT ENTIRELY 
oat aN OMITS ANY REFERENCE HOLDING FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE. THIS 
eB) 

$ 

ee 

Oo 





9. WANG ASKED, SUCH BEING CASE HOW COULD IT BE ALLEGED THAT MY 
DRAFT MEETS POINTS ‘VIEW BOTH SIDES. AS THEY HAD CATEGORICALLY 
STATED, IF I DESIRED MAKE SPECIFIC REFERENCE TAIWAN AREA, THEN 
SAME ANNOUNCEMENT MUST ALSO PROVIDE FOR HOLDING SINO-AMERICAN 
CONFERENCE FOREIGN- MINISTERS. MOREOVER, NO SPECIFIC REFERENCE 
TO FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE MADE, THERE WOULD BE NO JUSTIFI- 
CATION FOR DEMANDING REFERENCE TO TAIWAN AREA IN SUCH ANNOUNCE- 
MENT. ; 
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10. WANG SAID ANY AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT BETWEEN US MUST GIVE ASSURANCE 
BOTH SIDES. ANY AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT PUTTING A RESTRAINT ON ONE 

SIDE WITHOUT OTHER SIDE OFFERING ANY ASSURANCE COULD WOT BE MADE 
BASIS FOR REACHING AGREEMENT. 
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11. WANG SAID AS HE HAD POINTED OUT, FUNDAMENTAL DIFFERCNCE 
BETWEEN RESPECTIVE DRAFTS OUT TWO SIDES WAS THAT THEIR DRAFTS 
EMBODIED POINTS ACCEPTABLE BOTH SIDES AND DID NOT CONTAIN 
ANYTHING UNACCEPTABLE EITHER SIDE, WHEREAS MY DRAFTS REQUIRE 
THEIR SIDE SURRENDER RIGHTS AND ACCEPT DEMANDS WHICH THEIR SIDE 
CANNOT ACCEPT SAME COMMENT APPLIES FULLY MY APRIL 19 DRAFT. 


12. WANG SAID HE MUST STATE IN ALL SERIOUSNESS THAT TO REACH 


AGREEMENT ON MATTER ISSUANCE ANNOUNCEMENT, SUCH ANNOUNCEMENT 
MUST BE FAIR AND REASONABLE, ON BASIS EQUALITY FOR BOTH SIDES. 
MY DRAFT,HOWEVER, FELL SHORT OF THIS MARK. 


13. | SAID IN THESE DISCUSSIONS | THOUGHT IT IMPORTANT WE KEEP 

IN SIGHT FUNDAMENTAL INVOLVED THIS MATTER. AS | OFTEN SAID, 

PROBLEM WE FACE NOT THE ISSUING ANNOUNCEMENT FOR SAKE OF ANNOUNCE- 
MENT, SIMPLY SAYING SOME WORDS THAT MAY MEAN ONE THING TO HIM 
ANOTHER THING TO ME, SO WE CAN GIVE SUPERFICIAL AGREEMENT TO WORLD. 


GOWEN 
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THIS WAS NOT POINT, WHOLE OBJECTIVE MUCH DEEPER AND MORE 
FUNDAMENTAL THAN THAT, MY BASIC SUGGESTION FROM VERY BEGINNING 
OUR DISCUSSIONS VERY SIMPLY STATED; 1S THAT RECOGNIZ!NG THESE 
DIFFERENCES BETWEEN US, NEVER SERIOUS DIFFICULTIES AND PART! CU 
LARLY WITH RESPECT TAIWAN AREA THAT WE VERY SIMPLY AND 
STRAIGHTFORWARDLY SAY WE ARE NOT GOING TO GO TO WAR ABOUT 
THEM, AT SAME TIME, WE WOULD NOT SAY ANYTHING THAT WOULD 
PREJUDICE VIEWS EITHER SIDE WITH RESPECT THESE DISPUTES, 
| hAD SUGGESTED HIS GOVERNMENT MAKE SUCH STATEMENT, WE WOULD 

( NOT SAY ANYTHING THAT WOULD PREJUDICE VIEWS EITHER SIDE WITH 
RESPECT THESE DISPUTES, | HAD SUGGESTED HIS GOVERNMENT MAKE 
SUCH STATEMENT, AND IF IT DID SO, MY GOVERNMENT WOULD MAKE 
SIMILAR STATEMENT REITERATING ITS POSITION, HE HAD SUGGESTED 
FORM AND CONTENT SUCH STATEMENT, TO WHICH | HAD VERY CLOSELY 
ADHERED IN INCORPORATING VIEWS MY GOVERNMENT WITH REGARD 
THOSE POINTS WHICH IT CONSIDERS ESSENTIAL TO A MEANINGFUL 
STATEMENT, 


of the United States 


HOWEVER, QUESTION MUCH MORE FUNDAMENTAL THAN THOSE JUST OF 
FORM AND EXACT WORDS OF STATEMENT; QUESTION IS, IS THERE 
REALLY AGREEMENT BETWEEN US ON RENUNCIATION USE OF FORCE IN 
SETTLING DISPUTES, INCLUDING DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA, THAT 
IS, WAS HIS GOVERNMENT, IN ACCORDANCE ACCEPTED STANDARDS 
INTERNATIONAL CONDUCT, WILLING RENOUNCE FORCE AS INSTRUMENT 
NATIONAL POLICY? 
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14, | SAID IF HIS GOVERNMENT HAD MADE DECISION IN FACT 

TO RENOUNCE FORCE AS INSTRUMENT NATIONAL POLICY, THERE COULD 
| BE NO REAL OBJECTION TO TEXT OF DRAFT WHICH | GAVE HIM 

APRIL 21 IF THAT DECISION HAD NOT BEEN MADE BY HIS GOVERNMENT, 
|| COULD SEE NO FORMULATION OF A MEANINGFUL DECLARATION WOULD 
BE ACCEPTABLE TO HIM, ONLY IF THAT PRINCIPLE WERE ACCEPTED 
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WITHOUT MENTAL RESERVATION OR PURPOSE OF EVASION WOULD AGREEMENT Of 
MEANINGFUL AGREEMENT FOR DECLARATION BE ARRIVED AT BETWEEN US, 


15. | SAID HE HAD PREVIOUSLY STATED THAT HIS OBJECTIONS MY 
OTHER DRAFTS BASED ON CONNECTIONS HE SAW BETWEEN SELF-DEFENSE 
CLAUSE AND MENTION TAIWAN AREA, REVISIONS WHICH | SUGGESTED 
APRIL 19 REMOVED ANY PLAUSIBLE POSSIBILITY SUCH ARGUMENT, | 
RESPECTED HIS RIGHT TO HOLD WHATEVER VIEWS HE DESIRED WITH 
REGARD TO NATURE, ORIGIN, ANY OTHER ASPECT OUR DISPUTE IN 
TAIWAN AREA, THIS DRAFT PROVIDED i:0 BASIS FOR ALLEGING IT 
REQUIRED HIS SIDE RECOGNIZE ANYTHING IT DID NOT WANT RECOGNIZE 
OR IN ANY WAY PREJUDICE HIS POSITION, WHAT THIS DRAFT DID DO 
WAS REQUIRE HIS SIDE SAY UNEQUIVOCALLY AND CLEARLY IT WILL NOT 
USE FORCE TO IMPOSE ITS VIEWS, APPARENTLY IT WAS THAT TO WHICH 
HE OBJECTED, IN FACT, RATHER THAN TO ANY OTHER ASPECT OF DRAFT, 
WE HAD DONE OUR UTMOST TO PRODUCE DRAFT WHICH BOTH SIDES COULD 
UNQUALIFIEDLY ACCEPT AND WHICH SHOULD BE ACCEPTED IF (#) 
ARRIVING AT SOLUTION, 


16. | WAS PUZZLED BY AND COULD HARDLY BELIEVE THAT HE REALLY 

MEANT HIS STATEMENT ASKING WHAT PURPOSE OF PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS 
WOULD BE IF EACH SIDE WERE FREE PURSUE ITS POLICIES BY PEACEFUL 
MEANS: IF WHAT HE APPEARED BE SAYING WAS THAT HE SAW NO PROSPECT 
OF A SOLUTION TO QUESTIONS IN TAIWAN AREA UNLESS THEY BE ABLE MAIN- 
TAIN THEIR THREAT USE FORCE IN THAT AREA, THERE WAS GREAT DIFFER- 
ENCE BETWEEN THAT AND A RENUNCIATION OF FORCE THAT WOULD GENUINELY 
MAKE POSSIBLE REAL NEGOTIATIONS, IT SEEMED TO ME THAT THIS STRIKES 
TO VERY ROOT OF QUESTION BETWEEN US AND REPRESENTS NOT THE 
SLIGHTEST CHANGE FROM ANNOUNCED POLICY WITH RESPECT USE OF FORCE 
WHICH HIS GOVERNMENT HAD LONG MAINTAINED, FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION 

WAS WHET!!-R HIS GOVERNMENT WAS WILLING WITHOUT RESERVATION OR 
PURPOSE OF EVASION RENOUNCE FORCE SO THAT THERE WOULD BE GENUINE 
PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS, CENTRAL THOUGHT BEHIND MY ORIGINAL PRO- 
POSAL HAD BEEN AND REMAINED THAT GENUINE PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS 
BETWEEN US ON THESE COMPLICATED AND COMPLEX PROBLEMS WERE NOT 
POSSIBLE UNDER OVERHANGING THREAT THAT ONE SIDE ON ONE PRETEXT 

OR ANOTHER WOULD RESORT TO USE OF FORCE, RENUNCIATION OF FORCE 

AND PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS WERE NOT SEPARATE AND UNRELATED ITEMS, 


8 ‘ 


a .* ' CONF | DENT IAL 


= 
a 








of the United States 





Declassified for Publication in Foreign Kelations 


- 





CONF |DENT IAL 


-3} 1823, APRIL 27, 1 AM FROM GENEVA (SECTION 2 OF k) 


IF ONE WAS REALLY DETERMINED DISCUSS PROBLEM PEACEFULLY, ONE 
COULD NOT AT SAME TIME THREATEN USE OF FORCE WITH REGARDS THAT 
PROBLEM, UNLESS HE ACCEPTED THAT PRINCIPLE, | COULD COME 

NO CONCLUSION OTHER THAN THAT THERE WAS NOT GENUINE SHARING 
DES!IRE MY GOVERNMENT FOR PEACEFUL SOLUT!ON, 


17. | SAID 1 NEVER HAD AND DID NOT NOW ASK HIM ABANDON 

HIS VIEWS WITH RESPECT OUR DISPUTES IN TAIWAN AREA, BUT | Dio 
ASK HIM ACCEPT APPLICABILITY DECLARATION AS A WHOLE TO OUR 
DISPUTES IN TAIWAN AREA, NOT JUST THAT PORTION DECLARATION 
RELATING PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS BUT THAT INDISPENSABLE CONCOM '-~ 
TANT THERETO, OF RENUNCIATION OF FORCE, THE TWO WENT TOGETHER 
AND COULD NOT BE SEPARATED, 1 COULD NOT ESCAPE CONCLUSION 
THAT IN HIS INSISTENCE ON LINKING ANY MENTION TAIWAN AREA TO 
FOREIGN MINISTERS MEETING HE WAS, IN FACT, SEPARATING THOBE TWO 
FUNDAMENTAL CONCEPTS, 


18. | SAID | ALSO COULD NOT ESCAPE CONCLUSION THAT 


GOWEN 


JMD 


(#) OMISSION, WILL BE SERVICED UPON REQUEST, 
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FROM: GENEVA 
TO: Secretary of State 


" * Officer ¢ 
NO: 1823, APRIL 27, 1 P.M. (SECTION THREE fy + yon 
- ve Ge lo 7 


- 


kh of 


OBJECTION TO SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE IN ITS PRESENT POSITION WAS 
BASED UPON AN ATTEMPT TO OBTAIN A DOCUMENT WHICH HE WOULD 
INTERPRET AS RENUNCIATION BY US OF ITS POSITION. 1! WAS NOT 
ASKING HIM RECOGNIZE IN ANY WAY US POSITION WITH REGARD TO 
MERITS OF OUR DISPUTE, 1 WAS ONLY ASKING HIM ACCORD TO ME 
SAME RESPECT FOR OUR VIEWS AS | ACCORDED TO HIS, IF THERE WERE 
AGREEMENT ON HIS PART WITH ME ON GENUINELY RENOUNCING FORCE AS 
FIRST ESSENTIAL PRELIMINARY TO SEEKING MEANS OF PEACEFULLY 
SETTLING OUR DISPUTES, THERE COULD BE NO VALID OBJECTION TO 
C THIS DRAFT, IF THERE WERE NOT SUCH AGREEMENT, DIFFICULTIES 
BETWEEN US WERE INDEED DEEP AND DISTRUBING, 


FORA Mn z 2. 


19, WANG SAID HE HAD GIVEN ME HIS VIEWS WITH REGARD TO MY 
DRAFT OF APRIL 19, BOTH AT LAST MEETING AND THIS MORNING, 

IN HIS STATEMENTS HE HAD SPECIFICALLY POINTED OUT REASONS 

WHY THEY OBJECTED TO AND COULD NOT ACCEPT MY DRAFT, THEIR 
EFFORTS AT TRYING FIND AGREEMENT ON ISSUANCE RENUNCIATION OF 
FORCE DECLARATION MUST BE CARRIED OUT ON BASIS OF FAIR AND 
REASONABLE PROPOSAL, THEIR DRAFTS OF OCTOBER 27 AND DECEMBER 1 
WERE JUST SUCH DRAFTS AND FULFILLED PRINCIPLE OF REASONABLENESS 
AND FAIRNESS, IF US HAD GENUINE DESIRE SETTLE AND RESOLVE 
GRAVE DISPUTES BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES, THERE COULD BE NO 
REASON FOR NOT ACCEPTING THESE DRAFTS OF THEIR SIDE, HE 
REGRETTED FIND THAT SOFAR WE NOT ABLE ARRIVE AGREEMENT ON BASIS 
THEIR DRAFTS, 
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20. WANG SAID HE OBLIGED NOTE THAT NOW OPINION SUBMITTED BY 
ME DID NOT CHANGE MY FORMER POSITION AND DID NOT ADVANCE 

OUR MEETING A STEP FURTHER, THIS MORNING | HAD AGAIN MADE 

: STATEMENTS TO EFFECT THAT | RESPECTED THEIR VIEWS AND RIGHTS 
IN TAIWAN AREA AND WOULD NOT PREJUDICE THCSE VIEWS AND RIGHTS, 
HOWEVER My DRAFT OF APRIL 19 IN !TS TEXT PRECISELY PREJUDICED 
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THEIR LAWFUL VIEWS IN THAT RESPECT. HE NOTED IN MY STATEMENT 
THIS MORNING | HAD MADE REPEATED REFERENCES TO WHAT | SAID 
HAD BEEN USE OF FORCE AND THREAT OF USE OF FORCE BY HIS SIDE, 
SUCH REFERENCES IN FACT WERE MADE IN ATTEMPT COVER UP USE OF 
FORCE BY US IN TAIWAN AREA AND ATTEMPT BY US USE THREAT OF 
FORCE AGAINST PRC, HIS SIDE HAD CONSTANTLY MADE CLEAR THAT 
FONMINS CONFERENCE WAS THE MOST EFFECTIVE MEANS FOR SETTLING 
GRAVE DISPUTES BETWEEN PRC AND US IN TAIWAN AREA, AND SO IF 
IT WERE DESIRED MAKE SPECIFIC REFERENCE TAIWAN AREA IN AGREE- 
MENT, SAME ANNOUNCEMENT MUST MAKE PROVISION FOR HOLDING 
FONMINS CONFERENCE, 


21-2 WANG SAID | HAD SAID MY DRAFT OF APRIL 19 HAD MET 

THEIR VIEWS AND HAD REMOVED REASONS FOR THEIR OBJECTIONS, BUT 
ACTUALLY THIS DRAFT, LIKE ALL OTHERS, RETAINED THOSE FEATURES 
TOWARD WHICH THEY VOICED THEI JSJECTIONS, AS SUCH, HOW COULD 

1 SAY IT HAD MET AND REMOVED THEIR OBJECTIONS? AS HE HAD SAID 
IN HIS STATEMENT THIS MORNING, HIS SIDE TRYING TO FIND ANNOUNCE- 
MENT CAPABLE OF BEING ACCEPTED BY BOTH SIDES, MY SIDE HAD 
REPEATEDLY PROPOSED DRAFTS WHICH THEIR SIDE LONG AGO MADE CLEAR 
1T OBJECTED TO AND COULD NOT ACCEPT, THIS WOULD NOT HELP 
RESOLVE PROBLEMS 3ETWEEN US, 


22. %§ SAID THERE WERE TWO ASPECTS TO HIS OBJECTIONS, 

ONE ASPECT WAS WHETHER ANYTHING THAT WAS SAID PREJUDICED HIS 
POSITION WITH RESPECT TO OUR DISPUTES, THE OTHER ASPECT 

WAS WHETHER OR NOT OUR DECLARATION WAS TO CONSTITUTE 

AN UNQUALIFIED RENUNCIATION OF FORCE WITH RESPECT TO ALL 

OUR DISPUTES INCLUDING OUR DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA, MY DRAFT 

OF APRIL 19 WAS SECOND SUCCESSIVE ATTEMPT {1 HAD MADE ARRIVE 
FORMJLATION WHICH TOOK ACCOUNT HIS VIEWS, WITH REGARD TO 

ASPECT PRLEJUDICING HIS POSITION, JI WAS SATISFIED IT MET 
EVERY ESSENTIAL REQUIREMENT BOTH SIDES IN THIS REGARD, 4HOw- \ 
EVER, iF HIS PURPOSE IN THIS DECLARATION WAS RETAIN HIS | 
ABILITY USE THREAT OF INITIATING USE OF FORCE IN TAIWAN AREA, 

| AGREED IT DID NOT MEET HIS POSITION AND | NEVER COULD MEET 

HIS POSITION IN THAT REGARD, TO DO SO WOULD BE COMPLETE 
PERVERSION OF ENTIRE PURPOSE THIS DECLARATION, 


CONFIDENTIAL 








Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 


© 


CONF IDENT I AL 


-3- 1823, APRIL 27, 1 P.M., FROM GENEVA (SECTION THREE OF FOUR) 


23. WANG SAID | HAD SAID | HAD MADE SO MUCH EFFORT IN 

ORDER MEET THEIR VIEWS; HOWEVER, MY DRAFT ACTUALLY DID NOT 
MAKE SUCH PROVISIONS AS | HAD SAID. ON CONTRARY, MY DRAFT 

OF APRIL 19 STILL RETAINED THOSE POINTS TO WHICH THEY OBJECTED 
AND WHICH THEY COULD NOT ACCEPT. IF ONE COULD BE CREDITED 
WITH MAKING GENUINE EFFORT- ACHIEVE A DECLARATION IT WAS HIS SIDE 
WHICH HAD MADE SUCH AN EFFORT, AS MANIFESTED IN HIS DECEMBER 1 
DRAFT. TO SPEAK ABOUT THE THREAT OF ARMED FORCE, HE COULD SAY 
ACTUAL PROBLEM WE NOW FACING PCURODGBMH # US THREAT OF FORCE 
AGAINST HIS SIDE AND NOT HIS ARMED FORCES OCCUPYING US TERRI- 
TORY. NOTHING COULD OBSCURE THIS FACT, 


24. | SAID IF HAD NOTHING FURTHER 1 WOULD LIKE SPEAK AGAIN 
ABOUT OUR SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT ON CIVILIANS, | WISHED TELL 
HIM VERY PLAINLY, VERY BLUNTLY, THAT SENSE OF OUTRAGE IN MY 
COUNTRY OVER WHAT | COULD ONLY TERM THE PREMEDITATED AND 
MALICIOUS FAILURE OF HIS GOVERNMENT RELEASE REMAINING AMERICANS 
AS AGREED IN OUR ANNOUNCEMENT OF SEPTEMBER 10 WAS GROWING, 


GOWEN 
WDR 


# AS RECEIVED, WILL BE SERVICED UPON REQUEST, 
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HIS GOVERNMENT SHOULD KNOW THIS WAS PARTICULARDFCPRIE OF ALL 
MEMBERS OF BOTH PARTIES OF BOTH HOUSES OF OUR CONGRESS, THIS 
WAS AN URGENT AND SERIOUS SITUATION, | WOULD BE DOING A 
DISSERVICE IF | MINIMIZED OR ATTEMPTED GLOSS OVER THE GROWING 
FEELING IN MY COUNTRY WITH RESPECT TO WHAT EVERYONE REGARDED AS 
A VERY STRAIGHTFORWARD CASE OF FAILING CARRY OUT THE PLEDGED 
(( WORD OF HIS GOVERNMENT, IT WAS GOING ON EIGHT MONTHS SINCE 

WE MADE THAT ANNOUNCEMENT OF SEPTEMBER 10 AND IT WAS OVER FOUR 
MONTHS SINCE ANY AMERICANS HAD BEEN RELEASED, | ASKED HE 

-- |MPRESS UPON HIS AUTHORITIES URGENT IMPORTANCE OF IMMEDIATELY 
DOING SOMETHING ABOUT THIS MATTER, 


25. WANG SAID !F WE WERE TO SPEAK ABOUT DISSATISFACTION 
CONCERNING THE CIVILIAN QUESTION, IT WAS HIS SIDE WHICH WAS DIS- 
SATISFIED ABOUT THE SITUATION, HE HAD MADE SO MANY REPRESENTA} 
TIONS CONCERNING THE RETURN OF CHINESE FROM THE US, BUT SO FAR .... 
HAD NOT RECEIVED ANY RESONABLE REPLY FROM ME, JUST HOW MANY 
CHINESE WERE THERE IN PRISON IN US--HE HAD RAISED THIS QUESTION 
MANY MONTHS AGO AND | HAD NOT BOTHERED REPLY THIS SIMPLE 
QUESTION AS TO HOW MANY CHINESE WERE IN PRISON IN US, COULD | 
SAY THIS ATTITUDE MY SIDE CONFORMED WITH SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCE} 
MENT? HE HAD GIVEN ME NAMES hg CHINESE WHOSE DEPARTURE BEING 
OBSTRUCTED IN SPITE OF FACT THESE PEOPLE INNOCENT AND HAD NOT 
COMMITTED ANY CRIME, HOWEVER, | HAD NOT COMPLIED HIS REQUEST 
MAKE INVESTIGATION AND GIVE ACCOUNTING OF THEM, SO FAR | HAD 
NOT GIVEN ANY CONSTRUCTIVE REPLY THIS QUESTION, CHINESE PEOPLE 
WERE VERY DISSATISFIED WITH OBSTRUCTIONS RECEIVED BY CHINESE NAT-~ 
|IONALS IN US, THEREFORE, HE HOPED |! WOULD IMPRESS THIS FEELING 
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OF CHINESE PEOPLE OW US GOVERNACNT, AND SEE THAT THESE, O8STRUC- 
TIONS AGAINST CHINESE RESIDENTS IN US WERE CORRECTED, 


26. | SAID FACTS SHOWED THERE HAD NOT BEEN A SINGLE CASE 

OF ANY OBSTRUCTION AND HE WELL AWARE OF THAT FACT, FACT THAT 
INDIAN EMBASSY HAD NOT CALLED OUR ATTENTION TO SINGLE CASE IN 
WHICH OBSTRUCTION HAD SEEN ALLEGED WAS INCONTROVERTIBLE EVIDENCE 
THAT CANNOT BE DECIDED, 


27. WANG ASKED DID | MEAN TO SAY THAT NOT A SINGLE CHINESE 
WAS LOCKED UP IN US PRISONS? 


28. | SAID THERE HAD NOT BEEN A SINGLE CASE OF CHINESE DESIRIN 
RETURN WANG*S COUNTRY as HAD ALLEGED OBSTRUCTION OF ANY KIND, 
| MAKE NO EXCEPTIONS, !© THERE WERE SUCH CASE IT CERTAINLY 
WOULD HAVE BEEN CALLED 2 OUR ATTENTION BY INDIAN EMBASSY, 


29. WANG SAID FACT WAS THAT 49 CHINESE DESIRE RETURN BUT 

HAVE NOT BEEN ABLE DO SO, SUCH WAS A FACT, HE WOULD APPRECIATE 
MY MAKING FORMAL STATEMENT HERETO THAT THERE NOT NOW SINGLE 
CHINESE IN PRISON IN US, 


30. %|§ SAID IF ANY OF THOSE 49 CHINESE REALLY DESIRED RETURN 
AND FELT REALLY BEING OSSTRUCTED THEY CERTAINLY WOULD HAVE 
CONTACTED INDIAN EMBASSY, AND IF INDIAN EMBASSY FELT HAD THERE 
BEEN ANY FACTUAL BASIS IT CERTAINLY WOULD HAVE CARRIED OUT ITS 
FUNCTIONS UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, 


31. WANG SAID HE COULD ONLY IMPRESS ON ME, BEBE, GBEAIESI 

SAIISEACTION OF CuLWESE PEOPLt WITH REGARD FAILURE TO RETURN 

THESE 4g CHINESE, THEY WOULD NOT CEASE RAISING THIS MATTER HERE 
c 


AS LONG AS THESE PEOPLE HAD itOT RITURNED, 
32. WANG PROPOSED SATURDAY MAY 5 FOR NEXT MEETING, | AGREED, 
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Dear Alex: 
| 
Iwent to Charlottesville on Friday to rake a sneech before the 


Committee on Foreicn Relations there, I have just returned ami have not 


ances 


yet had much opportunity to digest your reports on the meeting of April 20. 


Sees. 


There was no meeting on Geneva over the neek-end, either with the ~ecretary 


-_ 


( or with Judge vhlever. The Jecretary leaves on “ednesday for tie LATO 


session. I coubt if we will see him before then. It ray not se necessary 


of the United States 
Sty Gd Zi 70! 


? since we seem to be locked tight in the present position. There is <encral 


agreement that we rust stend firm. Hence, no hich=-level poweiow seems to 


=, 


be called for at the moment. lie agree that you can only reiterate your 


position at the next meeting, ervhasizing the firmness of our stance on 


~ ' 
nAne’s 


this position and pickins away at the chinks in Xks ammour. I believe 
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you very effectively exploited the point that his objections are cll 


25: SRSEM: 


related to the fact thet he envisares a Pic resort to use of offensive 
force in certain cor *ineencies. 

ve have 
id The Lonorable 
- U. Alexis Johnson, 
bis American Ambassador now at Ceneva, 


A American Consulete Ceneral, 
j Geneva. 
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We have finally received a preliminar: acknowledgment from Immigration 





t 
to our letter of April 5 requesting a survéy of all the Chinese in US prisons. 


A copy of this acknowledgment, dated April 24 is enclosed. You will note 
that 6 of the prisoners claim American citizenship and another one is a 
mental patient rather than a convict. This leaves 42 known Chinese aliens 
in penitentiaries. 

Enclosed are 42 sheets giving the INS reports on each of the names of 


Chinese mentioned by wang as encountering interference with departure, 





We have not yet received INS reports on the remaining 7. 
I also enclose as of background interest a sood example of the kind 


of propavanca drive Peiping has been conductins to bring about defections 


~ 


on Taiwan. Such broadcasts by former officials of the CRC, now with tne 


Communists, addressed to their ex-colleagues on Taiwan are an almost caily 


of the United States 


- Fes peat ee. oes ena 


occurrence. So far they have had no perceptible effect. This particular 
P broadcast is interesting in thet it exoressly links "peaceful liberation" 
of Taiwan with the world-wide Communist drive for "relaxation of tensions". 


This suggests thet the Chinese Communists are well aware of the damage 
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military action in the Taiwan area would cause to their general political 


posture. You will note that the broadcast speaks not only of the "peaceful 


a ne ee 


liberation" of Taiwan (which the Communists are not presently capable of 
taking with military force) but also of l‘inmen, capture of which might be 
within their capabilities. All of this leads to the conclusion that the 
Chinese Communists are unlikely to launch any large-scale offensive in the 
<—- | | near future and that our estimate is probably correct that continued talks 
— with them make it more difficult for them to resort to military action. 


a , I also 
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I also enclose a copy of ovr briefing peper on the Geneva talks, prepared 


: 


for the :ATO Linisteriel iteeting. You will see that this is much less 


id 
. Gir’ 


y: 


detailed and less sensitive then what we originally conter>lated. 


t-@e,. ~~“ +» -* «. 

° “~sa- « 
v 
¥ 
# 


+ ea LOU Were Very cooperative to releese 


— 


Holcridre to Hong Eong so prozmptiyr. I hope the new arrenserent vill 


of the United States 


work out anc thet neither zou nor Dave wili suffer unduly, as a result. 
It seers to us tnat you should be civen the best voung officer at Ceneva 


to essist you at the meetings. Your letter “No. 29 of April 18 cane on 
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the 24th and was read with creat interest by Juige Phleger, ami 5il1 
Sebaid as well as ryself. ‘alter fobertson will continue on sick ieave 
until “ay 14. He cot out of bed to sive a rajor speech at Staunton, Virrinia, 
‘on April 27 as pert cghemtons wilson Centennial Celebration. 

_ Al sestnohel, on the staff of the House Cormittee on Foreizn Affairs, 

—_ toli re last week that the Docd Subcommittee probably will not give any 

| further consideration to the question of investizating treatrent of 
a 7 e Acericans in Communist China at least until the end of ilay, The Committee 


a Chairzan 
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sie 


Chairman has given instructions that no Subcommittee work be cone until 
the Committee as a whole has finished work on the Foreign Aid Bill. 


. 


Regards from us all here and congratulations on doing the job precisely 


vee” te. 


the way that is desired here. 






Sincerely yours, 


Walter >. KeConaughy 


Enclosures: 


1. Letter April 25, 1956 
from Immigration. 

2. List of 42 Chinese. 

3. xcerpt from BBIS, 
April 2h, 1956. 

: 4. Nato Briefinr Paper, 

) | 7 "Geneva Talks". 
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Guidance for iiay 5 meeting. 





‘l. Vie concur in view expressed your 1625 that, in absence new move 


—— ae . 
Se ee oe 


ee ee :; 
on part e& Chinese Communists, you should confine your remarks on 


renunciation force to attack on their position and reiteration ours. 









Heart of your presentation should be repetition theme which you expressed 
p i 


last meeting: thet if Communists genuinely willing renounce force Taiwan 





area they cannot validly object to our April 21 dreft. If their intenti 
is to reserve to themselves option of resorting force there, then any 
form of words that they accepted purporting to bind them to renounce 


force in Taiwan aree would be fraud on world. 


of the United States 


2. Wang appears interpret phrese "without prejudice to pursuit 





by each side of policies by peaceful means" as meaning acquiescence by 
Communists in policies pursued by US. (Paracraphs 4, 5 and 6 your 1823.) 


Foint out to him that our dreft does not require Chinese Communists 
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acquiesce in US policies. Neither does it require US acquiesce in or 


PBocel BF 


agree to Communist policies. Purpose of phrase is simply to make clear 


that neither side is renouncjng-emerthttig except prosecution its policies 
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by armed force. This is action which has been taken by all mexbers Ul, 
including US, as well as other countries. There is no sound reason why 
Chinese Conununists should not take similar action. 

3. Inform wang thet een more Uhinese from US crossec border 
into Communist Chine April 30, making total of at least 146 since 
August 1, 1955. FYI This figure includes only those proceeding Uc 
to Hong Kong by ship in direct transit to Communist China. END FYI 
This uninterrupted flow Chinese from US to meinland Chine contrasts 
sharply with complete cessation in release Americans since December 
last year, despite September 10 pledge that latter would be «llowed 
expeditiously return. Ask iiang how Chinese Communists expect world 
believe they are carrying out Agreed Announcement when facts so clearly 
speak otherwise? US intends faithfully continue carrying out its 
September 10 pledge, but expects Chinese Communists to do likewise. 
Their failure to do so makes impossible improved atmosphere they 


profess to be seeking in these talks. 


Aer, ACTING oA Aye? 
: . JUN 2 
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Letter No, 31 


Dear Walter: C woe. 





A few hours after my re last night, 
Ekvall received a call from Wang's interpreter asking to 
postpone the next meeting. I have sent you a telegram on 
what I think it means if anything and I am making a check 
with Warsaw which I am repeating to you. Ekvall received 
the impression from Wang's interpreter that Wang was in 
town, but I am having inquiries made to find out for sure 
whether this is the case. He was not on the plane yester- 
day from Prague and, therefore, if he has returned from 
Warsaw he must have done so on Wednesday. He went up on 
the same plane as [I last Friday. We met in the airport in 
Zurich, he having come up the evening before by train while 
I had come up on the morning plane from Geneva, He had a 
very attractive lady with him whom he introduced as his wife. 
As always he was very affable but a lack of a common language 
inhibits very much any conversation, 


St’? ad ZL 70T 


I have received your letter No. 40 and greatly appreciate 
the information it contained, 


I do not want to coniinue to labor the point, but I 
cannot help noting that in the enclosed sheets giving the 
INS reports on the names given me by Wang there is frequent 
reference to "requesting permission to return", Most of 


these 


Walter P, McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office ef Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, — 
Washington 25, D.C. 
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these references appear to be referring to the period 

prior to August 1 last year, but in some cases this is 

not entirely clear, In one case (No. 19 Liao, S. D.), it 
states that on January 12, 1956 he “requested permission 

to return to his home in Hunan (mainland) China," and that 

on March 9, 1956, "Philadelphia advised Service has no 
objection to his return", I have difficulty in reconciling 
this with the “Agreed Announcement" and the categorical 
statements I have been making here based on the INS assertions 
to the Department. There is undoubtedly a reasonable explana- 
tion but it would relieve my mind if I knew what it was, As 
other somewh.t less clear examples see No. 1 (Shen), No. 4 
(Kao), No. 15 (Chang), No. 16 (Tao), and No, 26 (Tseng), 


Regards to all, 


Sincerely yours, 


, ewvis Johnson 
merican Ambassador 
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FROM JOHNSON 


wang asked for postponement our May 5 meeting to May 11. Do 
you know of any cevelopment that would require his presence 

'n Warsaw during that period? He traveled to Warsaw April 27 
presumably attend May 1 celebration but I have not (repeat not) 
been able to determine whether or when he returned Geneva. 
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=| Dear Alex: ee —— "7 


We were mi2dly surprised at the postponement of last Saturday's 
meeting. We agree with you that some developments unrelated to the 
Geneva talks probably prompted the postponement reauest. The only 
development we can think of which might have a relationship is the 





Chinese Communist request for 2 Conference on Korea. Peiping undoubtedly 


eres 


is closely watching the reaction to its note of April 9. It is just 


on 
possible that their tactics in pressing for a high level conference at 


st 
Geneva - related to the reaction to their request for the multilateral 
j' . 


ST’ Gd ZL 30°! 


conference on Korea, However they could hardly expect to fet a reply 


of the United States 


from the 16 before the next meeting and I doubt that this is the real 
explanation for the delay. Incidentally Bob Murvhy met with representatives 
of the 16 last Friday the th. At that tire he rave them a copy of ow 


draft note and asked for the reactions of their Covermments. It was 
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agreed that the British should ee reply on behalf of the 
16. The next meeting of the representatives of the 16 is to take place 


on Wednesday the 9th. We hope to have reactions of the Governments then. 


——— —— 
, 


There is general arreerment that no new conference should be agreed to 


in the present circumstances. But there is less gacertainty about how 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 


/ an ' Ameréean Ambassador now at Ceneva, 
a a Geneva. 
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om the handling of the NNSC prohlem will come out. We are sending you a 





copy of our draft note. 

We have a single copy of the William L. White report on the 
treatment of american POW's, We are trying to get another copy 
which we can send to you. What we have received seems rather fragmentary. 


Tt decals almost exclusively with the contrast in physical treatment of 


Pa 


POW's by the UN Cormand and by the Commmists. There is little or no 
examination of germ warfare confessions brain washing in the Communist 
POW carps or the Comrunist subversive organization in the UN POW cams, 


“o> a? as “2.0 


Nor is there amy adequate treatment of the exchange of vcrisonsrs following 


ater 


the Armistice Agreement or the illegal detention bf the Commmists 
\ of te UNC personnel.inside China after the prisoner exchange. 


It is our feeling that your instructions for the meeting of 


of the United States 


last week which was never held will still be good for the meeting of . 
A girhe ar! os 
May 11, Séaring funforeseen developments. dowever we will consider today oon 


= 
4 
. 


and tomorrow whether any slight revision is called for. 


| There is enclosed a capy of a letter received by .., the 
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well known Chinese foreign trader and expert on tungsten, from... 
lives in New York and is now a natiralized Arerican citizen. eee 
wrote the letter from Stockholm where he vas attending a Communist 


"International Peace Conference". ...is a leading atndustrial enginserdal” 





specialist in alkalies especially caustic soda. .,.says he is not a 


—T- 
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Communist and he is satisfied that the letter was written under duress. 
This is a part of the general Communist campairn to intuce the return 

of nationals, especially those who have something to contribute to the 
industrial-and technological develonment plans, We -taive-neard—that—eit— 





a ee ee oe ee ee ee 
of any relajizve-weetding—hr tre ts SMS will provatiy-becxtended £o  _ 





pear...ie-.can-expect IT bifge: spate of AYeterenda_cn_tire-eubject-ofte-” 
return of bhineses ~~ 
Of the reristered letters which we sent fo Chinese mentioned 
by Wang, we have return receipts from 23. Four letters have been returned 
as undeliverable - addressee unkown. The remaining 6 have not yet been 
heard from. (Attached is a breakdown of the registered letters.) 
Considerable pressure is being brourcht to bear on the Secretary 
at Paris by the Sritish and others for imrediate relaxation of~the 
CiiINCOM controls. Under the recent 'SC decision any relaxation is to be 
handled on a "exceptions" basis rather than through deletions from the 
control lists . The problem still poses a dalemma for us, 
The Hua Chiao Jih Pao in Hong Song recently published a report 
that the Bureau of Civil Affairs of the Kwangtung Provincial Government was 
requiring families of students in the U. 5. "or in obker capitalistic 
countries" to register. We mentioned this report to the British, who 
queried Peiping about it and were informed by O'Neill that he had not 


heard of my such registration. Although we have no confirmation of the 


nn ee ee . ~ as P . Ke an Se Agur se ol> « <a. re .? 











J . -l- 
. on * ’ 


report and Hong Kong newspapers are not noted for their reliability, 
this would be a likely step for the Chinese Commmists to take. It my 





: foreshadow a flood of additional names from Wang Ping-nan. A copy of 
= | the report is enclosed. 

I om writing tou a separate letter on the proposed replacement 
of Osborn with Comiskey, Although the telegram tells you the whole 
story in essence, I will fill out the details as soon as I have a little 
time. The pouch is closing now. 





Regards and good wishes, 


Sincerely, 


Walter P. McConaughy 


of the United States 


Enclosures: 


1. letter toI& N, S, dated 5/1/56 

2. Draft reply to Chinese Commmist Note, April 9,.1956. 

3. SOreakdown of registered letters to Chinese in CU. S. | 

lh. Letter to...  .dated April 11, 1956 (Englisf and Chinese) 
S. Report published by the Mua Chiao Jih Pao in Hong Kong. 
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pressing et Geneva for hich level conference mey be conditioned by what 
Peiping can learn of initial reaction of 1¢ UN nations to Chinese 
Comeunist note of April ¢. Meetings of representatives lo countries 
held in Department Mey 4 and Ley 9. 

For your beckground, reaction of 16 to conference proposal strongly 
neretive. This information highly clessified et this stare but with 
sO many countries involved immediate leak to Chinese Communists must 


be considered as probable. Hence Chinese Communist tactics for future 


Geneva meetings presumably can be cevised in light of this knowledge. 
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Letter No, 32 





Dow: Grade to 


Dear Walter: 


I arrived down here at noon today by Air Force plane 
which the Czechs had permitted to come in and pick me up, 
IT told the Czechs that only in this way could I attend 
the Foreign Minister's National Day reception last night. 


DP Lim, identally, at the reception I met the Brazilian 
PAfuing The. Delegation, led by,jMiss Vargas, which had just 


arrived and is beginning a tour of all the Bloc as well 

=~ as Communist China, They will spend some time in the 

* United States on their return but will not be coming 

4 through Prague, I did the best I could in the hurly- 

\ burly of the big reception to brief them on Americans 
in China in the hope that they might do a little mission- 
ary work and at least be prepared for whatever they hear 
from the Chinese about it. It seemed to be a quite 
intelligent and very sympathetic group on the whole and 
I wold think that it might be worthwhile for FE to keep 
in touch with the Brazilian Desk so as to have an opportu- 


ad nity to talk with them when they come through the United 
States, 
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Also at last night's reception the Prime Minister 
(Siroky) took the initiative in asking about my negotia- 
tions here. I did a heavy missionary job on him saying 
I was discouraged and pessimistic because of the failure 
of the Chinese to carry out their promise to release the 
Americans, the increasingly serious adverse effects this 
was having in the United States, and my concern over their 
unwillingness to renounce force in the Taiwan area, He 
made no counter argument or defense on their position, 
and for whatever it is worth, I believe was somewhat 
impressed with the reasonableness of our position, He 
commented that it was good that we were at least talking 
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and implied the hope that the talks would not stop. When 
I raised the economic negotiations we are having with the 
Czechs in Prague he dismissed them as not really too 
important or difficult and not at all on the same scale 
of importance with our negotiations with the Chinese, 


Thanks for your Letter No. 41 as well as for the very 
interesting enclosures, 


Incidentally, with regard to the report that you 
mentioned was in the Hong Kong press on registration of 
families having students studying abroad, this report 
originally appeared in the Ta Kung Pao under Canton date- 
line of March 23 giving the full text of the proclamation 
by the Kwangtung government (see Hong Kong's China Mainland 
Press Survey No. 1259 of April 3, page 5). I had assumed 


_ that you had seen this, 


I desire to thank you most sincerely for the arrange- 
ment with regard to Dave remaining here and the family being 
sent over, I feel that it is the ideal arrangement from 
every standpoint and I am most happy that the Department 
has been able to work it out, Needless to say, Dave is 
also delighted, I know that you will understand that my 
somewhat sharp note concerning administrative difficulties 
in my telegram from Prague was introduced only with the 


thought that it would help you in shaking loose the admin- 
istrative end. 


I hope that you will be equally successful in getting 
Ekvall's status extended so that we will not be faced with 
any last minute crisis concerning him, Incidentally, he 
went to Paris over the weekend and saw Gen. Moorman, the 
Army Attache there, and reports that he is completely 
cooperative, He says Moorman fully appreciates the 
importance of his assignment here and says that he will 
not raise any question whatever concerning its extension, 
However, the initiative and additional orders for the 
extension of his detail must come from the Department of 
Defense and Moorman can do nothing without authorization 
from higher authority. 

{! 


us I am afraid it is going to be more of the same old 
thing at tomorrow's meeting but you will, of course, know 
the story before receiving this letter which I want to get 
off in tomorrow's pouch, Regards to all. 


Sincerely yours, { 


4 Aléxis Johnson 
American Ambassador 
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FROM JOHNSON 





| OLLOWING 1S TEXT NEW DRAFT HANDED ME BY WANG AT AZODAY'S 
MEETING: 


"AMBASSADOR WANG PING=-NAN, ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT OF 
THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA, AND AMBASSADOR U. ALEXIS 
JOHNSON, ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA, AGREE, WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO THE PRINCIPLES OF 
MUTUAL RESPECT FOR TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY AND SOVEREIGNTY 
AND NON-INTERFERENCE IN EACH OTHER'S. INTERNAL AFFAIRS, TO 
ANNOUNCE : 


ed 





of the United States 


"THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA AND THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA ARE DETERMINED THAT THEY SHOULD SETTLE DISPUTES BETWEEN 
THEIR TWO COUNTRIES IN THE TAIWAN AREA THROUGH PEACEFUL 
NEGOTIATIONS WITHOUT RESORTING TO THE THREAT OR USE OF FORCE 
AGAINST EACH OTHER; s 


9S11-S/S6°! 


"THE TWO AMBASSADORS SHOULD CONTINUE THEIR TALKS TO SEEK 
AND TO ASCERTAIN WITHIN TWO MONTHS PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE 


1 
oo 
MEANS FOR THE REALIZATION OF THIS COMMON DESIRE, INCLUDING ) 
“J 
Za} 
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THE HOLDING OF A SINO-AMERICAN CONFERENCE OF THE FOREIGN 


MINISTERS, AND TO MAKE SPECIFIC ARRANGEMENTS." 
suivsy Wu) SVE -Q 
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PRIORITY tetirn C°ttes Symbol 23 
LIMIT DISTRIBUTION seen of OP eer 3 

/ ROM JOHNSON Sirection to DC/R 





1. WANG OPENED THIS MORNINGtS MEETING BY PRESENTATION DRAFT 
PREVIOUSLY TRANSMITTED DEPT TOGETHER WITH RELATIVELY BRIEF 


STATEMENT WHICH DID NOTHING TO CLARIFY ITS OBVIOUS 
AMBIGUITIES, 


2. | AVOIDED ANY SPECIFIC COMMENT AND ASKED SERIES OF 
QUESTIONS DESIGNED TO CLARIFY ITS AMBIGUITIES, 1! SPECIFICALLY 
ASKED IN WHAT WAY DRAFT AVOIDED PREJUDICING U.S, POSITION; 
WHETHER SECOND PARA, INTENTIONALLY EXCLUDED DISPUTES OTHER THAN 
THOSE TAIWAN AREA; WHETHER "TWO MONTHS? IN LAST PARA, WAS 
INTENDE® LIMIT VALIDITY DECLARATION TO THAT PERIOD; WHETHER 
LAST PARA, AS WHOLE MEANT THAT FONMIN CONFERENCE WAS "ONLY 
PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE MEANS"; AND WHETHER "TO MAKE SPECIFIC 
ARRANGEMENTS" REFERRED TO “PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE MEANS" 

OR TO FONMIN CONFERENCE, 


SSILIL-S/£6°1IS 


J 


3. HE AVOIDED ANY DIRECT RESPONSE MY FIRST QUESTION, 

SAYING THAT MUTUAL RESPECT CLAUSE WAS NOT ONLY "COMMON SENSE" 
BUT -- "ALSO" TO BE FOUND IN UN CHARTER, IN REPLY TO SECOND 
QUESTION HE INDICATED THAT LIMITING TO TAIWAN AREA DISPUTE 
WAS DELIBERATE BECAUSE MY EMPHASIS ON TAIWAN AREA AND SINCE. 
IF SETTLEMENT THAT MOST CRITICAL DISPUTE COULD BE EFFECTED 
WITHOUT WAR OTHER DISPUTES WOULD PRESENT NO PROBLEM, HIS 
REPLIES 10 MY QUESTIONS ON LAST PARA, WERE COMPLETELY EVASIVE, 


HQWEVERy "VERY WILLING HEAR ANY IDEAS OR SUGGESTIONS" | MAY 
Have. © ; 
Ww 


ta 
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im 1870, MAY 11, 2 PM FROM GENEVA 


4, AT CLOSE OF THIS PHASE REFERRING TO HIS STATEMENTS ON 
"PROCRASTINATION" AND OUR SEEKING "FREEZE" SITUATION IN 


TAIWAN AREA, | POINTED OUT TALKS HAD NOT MADE FURTHER PROGRESS 


BECAUSE OF THEIR AMBIGUOUS POSITION THUS FAR ON RENOUNCING 
FORCE. 


5. | MADE STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION ALONG LINES PARA, 

3 DEPTEL 1943 TO WHICH | REPLIED ALONG USUAL LINES STRESSING 
[HAT LAST DECEMBER THEY HAD ASKED FOR ACCOUNTING CHINESE IN 
U.S, PRISONS, WHO, ! COULD NOT DENY, DESIRED RETURN CHINA, 


AND WE HAD NO RIGHT INQUIRE CONCERNING AMERICANS IN CHINESE 
PRISONS’ UNTIL WE MADE SUCH ACCOUNTING, 


/, NEXT MEETING THURSDAY MAY 17. 


j, PROCEEDING PRAGUE SATURDAY RETURNING GENEVA TUESDAY, 
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10: Secretary of Stat J 
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PRIORITY, wee 


Date of Acticn --—--—----— 


LIMIT DISTRIBUTION, Action Office Symbol _--—— 


FROM JOHNSON [7ame of Officer — —— 


j ion to DC/R ——— 
COMMENTS ON TODAYS MEETING, Diseetsen ve 


"MUTUAL RESPECT" CLAUSE IN FIRST PARA THEIR DRAFT IS 

ADROIT COUNTER TO SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE, HE EXPECTS EYE WiLL 
COUNTER WITH REINSERTION SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE UPON WHICH HET 
MAY PROPOSE BOTH CLAUSES BE INCLUDED OR BOTH BE OMITTED, IN 
THIS CONNECTION HE MAY ARGUE DROPPPING SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE DOES 
NOT PREJUDICE OUR POSITION ANY MORE THAN DOES DROPPING "MUTUAL. 
RESPECT" CLAUSE PREJUDICE THEIR POSITION, 


WITH RESPECT SECOND PARA BELIEVE THEY PROBABLY OPEN TO AN 
ADDITION OF "OR ELSEWHERE", BUT OF COURSE ENTIRE PARA MUST BE 
READ IN RELATION LAST PARA, 


THIRD PARA IS, APART FROM SUBSTANCE, VERY LOOSELY DRAFTED. m 
ON “ONE HAND APPEARS ATTEMPT PICK UP MY PREVIOUS REMARKS GN 
EXCLUDING FMC AS A "PRACTICAL AND FEASIBLE MEANS" AND ON OTHER’ 
HAND TO BE COMMITMENT TO FMC, PRC WOULD, OF COURSE, INSIS $50 
LAOTEG INTERPRETATION. (THEY HOPE WE WILL BARGAIN ON "TWO MONT 
PERIOD.) THUS IN ESSENCE DRAFT IS SIMPLE REITERATION THEIR 
POSITION ON FMC CONCERNING TAIWAN AREA AND 1S FURTHER REMOVED 
FROM OUR POSITION THAN THEIR DEC 1 DRAFT, INCIDENTALLY BEST 
ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF CHINESE TERM RENDERED AS "ASCERTAIN™ IN 
THIRD PARA 1S "DETERMINE UPON" OR " DECIDE staal (MATTHEWS 
1181 - 6393) 


BELIEVE THAT AT 
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CONF | DENTIAL 
-2- 1871, MAY 11, 5 P.M., FROM GENEVA, 


BELIEVE THAT AT NEXT MEETING EYE SHOULD ATTACK DRAFT 
FROM THIS STANDPOINT, ALSO POINTING QUT WEAKNESSES SUGGESTED 
BY MY QUESTIONS THIS MORNING, WOULD PARTICULARLY APPRECIATE 


DEPTS SUGGESTIONS ON BEST TACTIC AND ARGUMENTS ON MUTUAL 
RESPECT" CLAUSE,. 


GOWEN 
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NOTE: Mr. Waddel (FE) notified 5:40 p.m., 5/11/56 FMH 
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48 NF IDENT LAL 5/12/56, 12:14 P.M. LMS 
Action Control : 6658 vite 
FE ee @: sasttbted'ty 366 és 
FROM: GENEVA - CORRECTED COPY Aket ion 247 PAM 
Info tion Taken —————== ~ 
RMR 10; Secretary of State ane = 
ss NO: 1875, MAY 11, 7 P.M. (SECTION ONE OF THREE) s 
— G Date of Action ————— S 9 
_ SP ee ze 
ts Office Sym _ = 
Cc LIMIT DISTRIBUTION oo 28 
- L IName of Officer ——— 6 2 
5 FROM JOHNSON —~ + 
5 Directio c 
= ie WANG OPENED 46TH TODAY WITH PREPARED STATEMENT: 5 2 
ce AS HE HAD SPECIFICALLY POINTED OUT AT LAST MEETING, US IN ; 
& DRAFT SUBMITTED ON APRIL 19 STILL REQUIRED THEIR SIDE GIVE 
® UP SOVEREIGNTY AND AGREE TO FREEZING STATUS QUO TAIWAN 
fs | AREA WITH INTENTION LONG PROCRASTINATION WITHOUT OPENING 0) 
+a FONMINS. CONFERENCE SO AS TO PERMIT JUS CONTINUE iTS POLICY = 
—, SEIZURE TAIWAN AND INTERFERENCE LIBERATION OFFSHORE ISLANDS. ; 
2s THIS WAS WHAT HIS SIDE ABSOLUTELY COULD NOT ACCEPT. i) 
oc QO] 
v> 
=o 2. WANG SAID HOWEVER TAKING INTO CONSIDERATTION MY ~ 
se REPEATED REQUEST PROPOSED DECLARATION EXPLICITLY APPLY TAIWAN “ 
~¥ AREA, HIS SIDE WILLING MAKE ANOTHER EFFORT BY OFFERING FOLLOWING _, 
AMENDMENT. (HERE WANG READ TEXT NEW DRAFT PREVIOUSLY TRANSMITTED oo 
MYTEL 1866. Ol 
0) 


3- WANG SAID | WOULD CERTAINLY NOTICE HIS NEW DRAFT SPECIFI- 
CALLY APPLIED TO TAIWAN AREA PRINCIPLE OF SETTLING DISPUTES 
BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES BY PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS WITHOUT 
RESORTING THREAT OR USE OF FORCE. HE CONSIDERED THIS DRAFT 
FULLY ACCOMMODATED ALL REASONABLE PORTIONS MY DRAFT. 
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4. WANG SAID HOWEVER HE MUST VERY FRANKLY POINT OUT SINO- 
AMERICAN DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA MUST BE SEPARATED FROM CHINA'S 


6561 2 89354 
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INTERNAL AFFAIRS.» ANY ATTEMPT TO INTERFERE CHINA'S INTERNAL try 
AFFAIRS THROUGH AMBIGUOUS WORDS ABSOLUTELY NOT TO BE PERMITTED. 
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5- WANG SAID SINCE EYE HAD REPEATEDLY INDICATED AS AT LAST ae 


MEETING US DID NOT HARBOR ANY SUCH INTENT THEIR SIDE THEREFORE ES 
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CONF IDENT IAL 
-2- 1875, MAY 11, 7 P.M., (SECTION ONE OF THREE), FROM GENEVA 
CONSIDERED NEW DRAFT SHOULD BE ACCEPTABLE BOTH SIDES. 


6. WANG SAID SINCE PROPOSED DECLARATION NOW MADE SPEC!FICALLY 
APPLICAELE TAIWAN AREA IN ACCORDANCE MY REQUEST, !T THEREFORE 
FOLLOWED THAT SEEK!NG AND ASCERTAINING (CHINESE WORD 

HAD SENSE OF -DETERMINING UPON-) MEANS FOR SOLVING TENSIONS 

IN TAIWAN AREA MUST ALSO BE SPECIFIED. IN ORDER FORESTALL 

ANY POSSIBLE LONG PROCRASTINATION TALKS FOLLOWING ANNOUNCEMENT 
DECLARATION WITHOUT MAKING CONCRETE ARRANGEMENTS SETTLE DISPUTES 
THEIR DRAFT SPECIFIED WE SHOULD SEEK AND ASCERTAIN PRACTICAL 
FEASIBLE MEANS FOR REALIZATION THIS DES!RE INCLUDING MAKING 
ARRANGEMENTS FOR HOLD!NG SINO-AMERICAN CONFERENCE FONMINS WITHIN 
TWO MONTHS. HE BELIEVED THAT iF BOTH SIDES SHARED SINCERE 
DES!RE FOR SETTLEMENT TWO MONTHS SHOULD BE SUFFICIENT. 


~Y.- WANG SAID THEIR DRAFT ALSO PROVIDES iN PREAMBLE 
ANNOUNCEMENT DECLARATION SHOULD NOT BE TAKEN AS PRECLUDING 
PRINCIPLE MUTUAL RESPECT TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY SOVEREIGNTY 
NON-INTERFERENCE EACH OTHER'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS. THIS SELF- 
EVIDENT. 


8. WANG SAID WE NOW APPROACHING NINTH MONTH SINCE START- 
ING DISCUSSIONS SECOND iTEM AGENDA. IF US REALLY DESIRES AS 


ABANDON SOVEREIGNTY QR POSITION THEN THEY CONS!DERED BOTH SIDES 
SHOULD AGREE NEW DRAFT WITHOUT DELAY. 


9. | REPLIED | WOULD COMMENT SUBSEQUENTLY !N DETAiL ON NEW 
DRAFT. HOWEVER FEW QUESTIONS |! WOULD L!KE ASK IN CLARIFICATION 
TO ASSIST IN CONSIDERATION IT. FIRST, HE HAD SPOKEN OF RESPECT 
FOR VicWS EACH OTHER CONCERNING NATURE ORIGIN OUR DISPUTE 
TAIWAN AREA. | WCULD APPRECIATE ANY AMPLIFICATION HE COULD 

GIVE ON HOW HE PERCEIVED THIS DRAFT RESPECTED VIEWS US. 


10. | SAID NEXT | NOTICED THAT SECOND PARA. AS ! READ ENGLISH 
TRANSLATION APPEARED LIMIT ENTIRE DECLARATION TO D!SPUTE BE- 
TWEEN TWO COUNTRIES TAIWAN AREA. INSTEAD BEING DECLARATION 
AREA IT SEEMED BE NOW DRAFTED IN FORM THAT HAD APPLICABILITY 
ONLY TAIWAN AREA. |! WOULD APPRECIATE ANY AMPLIFICATION 

THAT REGARD, WAS DECLARATION NOT TO HAVE APPLICABILITY ANY 


-~ 
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DISPUTE BETWEEN US ELSEWHERE. 


11. | SAID |! WOULD ALSO APPRECIATE AMPLIFICATION LAST 

PARA. WITHOUT EXPRESS!NG OPINION ON SUBSTANCE--HE WELL KNEW 
MY OPINION THAT REGARD--!IT SEEMED ME LANGUAGE AMB/GUOUS. 
AMB|GUOUS TWO RESPECTS, FROM MY FIRST CURSORY READING. 

WITH INCLUSION WORDS "WITHIN TWO MONTHS" DID IT MEAN THAT WHOLE 
DECLARATION HAD EFFECTIVENESS ONLY TWO MONTHS? IF AGREEMENT 

ON PRACTICAL FEAS!IBLE MEANS NOT ARRIVED AT WITHIN TWO MONTHS 
PERIOD, DID HE CONSIDER REMAINDER DECLARATION NO LONGER VALID? 


12. | SAID SECOND AMBIGUOUS POINT, iT SEEMED ME WAS 

PHRASE CONCERNING HOLDING FONMIN CONF. IT NOT CLEAR ME AS 
THIS READ WHETHER THIS SAYING ONLY PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS 
REALIZATION COMMON DESIRE IS HOLDING CONF FON MINS OR WHETHER 
1T MEANT TO SAY HOLDING OF CONF FON MINS ONE OF PRACTICAL 
FEASIBLE MEANS TO BE CONSIDERED. 
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Ss NO: 1875, MAY 11, 7 PM (SECTION TWO OF THREE) 
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' Sp ; nae 
C Direction to DC/R 
L 13. | SAID THESE WERE QUESTIONS THAT IMMEDIATELY STRUCK 


ME ON READING DRAFT AND | ASKED THEM NOT IN SENSE OF MAKING 
COMMENTS ON DRAFT. IT SEEMED ME THAT THEY QUESTIONS WHICH CLEARLY 
AROSE IN INTERPRETING AND CONSIDERING HIS DRAFT. AS CLEAR AND 
SPECIFIC ANSWERS AS HE COULD GIVE WOULD BE OF ASSISTANCE 

IN CONSIDERATION HIS DRAFT. IT IN THAT SENSE | ASKED THEM. 





14. WANG REPLIED HE CONSIDERED DRAFT SUBMITTED THIS 
MORNING QUITE CLEAR IN TEXT. HE HAD ALSO MADE EXPLANATIONS 
. VAR'OUS PARAGRAPHS. THIS DRAFT DURING STATEMENT THIS MORNING. 
C HE HAD POINTED OUT THIS MORNING DRAFT HAD TAKEN INTO CONSIDERATION 
AND INCLUDED THOSE PORTIONS, MY OPIN!ON WHICH REASONABLE. THIS 
_ DRAFT REPRESENTED ANOTHER EFFORT THEIR PART HELP OUR TALKS AND 
ARRIVE AT AGREEMENT. 


of the United States 


15. WANG SAID ACCORRDING TO FIRST PARA THIS TEXT THEY WOULD 
ACCORD RESPECT TO SOVEREIGNTY, TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY US AND 

WOULD NOT ATTEMPT IMPAIR OR INTERFERE IN INTERNAL AFFAIRS US. 

IN SAME WAY THEY EXPECTED MY COUNTRY RESPECT THEIR RIGHTS THEIR 
TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY AND ALSO NOT TO TRY INTERFERE AND PREUDPVE# 
THEIR INTERNAL AFFAIRS. 
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16. WANG SAID TO THEM THIS PARA MATTER COMMON SENSE 
CONCERNING RIGHTS SOVEREIGN STATES. PRINCIPLES THIS PARA ALSO 
TO BE FOUND IN UN CHARTER SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED FOR IN CHARTER. 





1}. WANG SAID IF TWO COUNTRIES COULD ADOPT AND AGREE ON 

THESE PRINCIPLES STATED IN FIRST PARA THEN HE SHOULD SAY WE 
WOULD THEREBY LAY FOUNDATION FOR IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS BETWEEN 
TWO COUNTRIES. HOWEVER SUCH QUESTION GENERAL IN EXTENT. 


18. WANG SAID NEXT WE COME TO SECOND PARA. THIS PARA 
REPRODUCTION FROM THI 
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-i 375, MAY tl, 7 PM (SECTION TWO OF THREEE) FROM GENEVA 


SFEC SIiCALLY DEALT WITH DISPUTE CHINA-US TAIWAN AREA. TODAY 
MST CRITICAL ISSUE BETWEEN CHINA-US PLACING THEM ACUTE 
OF2c)1TON EACH OTHER 1S THAT IN TAIWAN AREA AND NOT ANY OTHER 
PLAC=. 


19. WANG SAID THEY BELIEVED IF TAIWAN QUESTION COULD BE 
SETTLED PEACEFULLY BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES WITHOUT GOING WAR THEN 
ALL OTHER ISSUES BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES WOULD BE SETTLED SAME WAY. 


2C. WANG SAID AS TO PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS FOR REALIZATION 
COMMON DESIRE AS SPECIFIED LAST PARA., THEY BELIEVED SHOULD 
SPECIFY TIME LIMIT FOR SEEKING THESE MEANS SO THAT ANY POSSIBLE 
PROCRASTINATION FOLLOWING ANNOUNCEMENT CAN BE PREVENTED. AS HE 
SA!D IN OPENING STATEMENT IF WE SHARED SINCERE DESIRE FOR SUCCESS 
D!ISZCUSS!ONS FOLLOWING ANNOUNCEMENT, WOULD NOT BE ANY DELAY OR 
PROZRASTINATION THAT REGARD. 


21. WANG SAID AS HE REPEATEDLY STATED IN COURSE TALKS 

PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS THEY HAD IN MIND PRECISELY FONMIN CONF. 
BE’ WEEN TWO COUNTRIES. HE ALSO NOTED | HAD NEVER !N PREVIOUS 
DISCUSSIONS EXCLUDED SUCH CONFERENCE FROM CONSIDERATION. FOR 
MAKING SPECIFIC ARRANGEMENTS THIS PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS, 

TWO MONTHS TIME CERTAINLY SUFFICIENT. 


22. | REPLIED | STILL NOT CLEAR WHETHER IT INTENDED THAT 
SECOND PARA WOULD HAVE ANY APPLICABILITY TO DISPUTES OTHER THAN 
THOSE TAIWAN AREA. IT SEEMED ME AS PARA NOw READ THERE WAS 
IMPLICATION WITH RESPECT DISPUTES OTHER THAN THOSE TAIWAN AREA 
PRINCIPLE OF RENUNCIATION FORCE AND SETTLEMENT BY PEACEFUL 
NEGOTIATION MIGHT NOT BE APPLICABLE. 


23. {i SAID | ALSO STILL NOT CLEAR AS TO INTERPRETATION 
APPLICABILITY OF DECLARATION=-WHATEVER REST OF IT MEANT=<IF AT 

ENC TWO MONTHS AGREEMENT NOT BEEN REACHED. IF AGREEMENT NOT 
REACHED IN TWO-MONTH PERIOD OR IF SETTLEMENT ENTIRELY SATISFACTORY 
THEM NOT REACHED IN FONMINS MEETING OR THIS MEETING OR ANY OTHER 
MEETING DID HIS DECLARATION SAY THEY WOULD AGAIN BE FREE AT THAT 
TIME RESUME THREAT RESORT FORCE? 
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24. | SAID |! ALSO NOT CLEAR AND DID NOT THINK LANGUAGE 

CLEAR ON WHETHER DECLARATION WAS STATING IT ALREADY BEEN DETER- 
MINED BETWEEN US FONMINS CONF ONLY PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS. 

FOR EXAMPLE LAST PART SENTENCE "TO MAKE SPECIFIC ARRANGEMENTS"-- 
SPECIFIC ARRANGEMENTS FOR WHAT? FOR FONMINS CONF? FOR SEEKING 
AND ASCERTAINING MEANS FOR REALIZATION COMMON DESIRE? WITHOUT 
EXPRESSING OPINION AT MOMENT, IT SEEMED ME LANGUAGE VERY 

AMBiGUOUS AS TO WHAT IT ACTUALLY D!D MEAN. IF 1 HAD DIFFICULTY 
UNDERSTANDING IT, CERTAINLY OTHERS WOULD HAVE MUCH MORE DIFFICULTY. 


25. WANG REPLIED AS HE SAW IT MY QUESTION CONCERNING SECOND 

PARA DRAFT ALREADY BEEN ANSWERED. AS | HAD PREVIOUSLY REPEATEDLY 
ASKED QUESTION WHETHER PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO 
COUNTRIES INCLUDED DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA THEREFORE PRESENT DRAFT 

HAD PRECISELY ANSWERED MY QUESTION. !N HIS OPENING STATEMENT 

HE HAD SAID | WOULD NOTICE NEW DRAFT SPECIFICALLY APPLIED TO 
TAIWAN AREA PRINCIPLE OF SETTLING DISPUTES BY PEACEFUL NEGOTIATION 
WITHOUT RESORTING THREAT USE FORCE. HE THOUGHT THIS SUFFICIENTLY 
CLEAR. 


26. WANG SAID WITH REGARD THIRD PARA ON ATTAINMENT 

PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS, IF WE AGREED ON PRINCIPLE SETTLING 
DISPUTES TAIWAN AREA WITHOUT RESORT THREAT USE FORCE AGAINST 
EACH OTHER THEN IT FOLLOWED PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS REALIZING 
THIS PRINCIPLE MUST BE SOUGHT. IF WE FAILED SEEK OR FIND SUCH 
PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS AS SPECIFIED DECLARATION WHAT WOULD BE 
USE MAKING DECLARATION AT ALL? 


GOWEN 
MEM 


# AS RECEIVED. WILL BE SERVICED UPON REQUEST. 
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: 27. WANG SAID THIS PARA CLEARLY SAYS WE SHOULD SEEK 


O 


PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS AND THESE MEANS INCLUDED HOLDING 
SINO-AMERICAN FONMINS, TEXT THIS PARA QUITE CLEAR, AS TO 
SPECIFIC ARRANGEME: TS REFERRED TO THIS PARA THEY MEANT ARRANGE- 
MENTS FOR SUCH CONFERENCE--TIMc, PLACE, HOW IT WOULD BE ARRANGED, 
THIS WAS POSITION THEIR SIDE WHICH TRE Y MADE CLEAR OVER OVER 
AGAIN IN COURSE DELIBERATIONS, THAT WAS THEIR UNDERSTANDING 

OF PRACTICAL FEASISLE MEANS REFERRED TO HERE, 


D NEVERTHELESS HE WOULD ALSO BE READY LISTEN 


28. WANG SAID 
HAD OTHER BETTER PRACTICAL FEASIGLE MEANS IN MIND, 


ME iF | 


29. j| REPLIED | JUST WANTED MAKE ONE MORE COMMENT ON HIS 
STATEMENT, HE HAD OFTEN IN PAST AND AGAIN THIS MORNING TALKED 
OF a oe ae NECESSITY AVOIDING PROCRASTINATION AND 
ATTEMPT AT FREEZING SITUATION TAIWAN AREA, 


30. |! SAID | JUST WANTED NOTE IT US WHICH LAST OCTOBER 

FROPOSDD THERE BE RERUNCIATION FORCE SPECIFICALLY APPLICABLE 7 
TAIWAN AREA AS ELSEWHERE SC GENUINE typ oon is. NEGOTIATIONS COULD 

Be JNDERTAKEN IT AMSIGUCUS ATTITUDE WA S GOVT, HAD THUS FAR 
TAKEN WITH RESPECT REALLY RENOQUNCING USE rome TAIWAN AREA 

THAT HAD PREVENTED UNDERTAKING SUCH DISCUSSIONS, 


31. || SAID | WOULD STUDY HIS DRAFT AND COMMENT IN DETAIL 
NEXT MEETING, 


32. WANS REPLIED HE COULD NOT ACRE WITHA REMARKS | MADE 

JUST WOW. IT MATTER FACT THEIR SIDE AT SESSION OCTTBER 21 
OFFERED CONCRETE DRAFT PROPOSED CECLARATION CN RENUNCIATION 
FORCE, iT NOT US WHICH TOOK THIS FIRST INITIATIVE, IF US HAD 


eeaai iia REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
CONFIDENTIAL COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 





PERMANENT PROHIBITED 
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GENUINELY SHARED DESIRE THEIR SIDE MAKE THIS DECLARATION IT 
WOULD BEEN MADE LONG AGO, IT WOULD BEEN MADE LAST YEAR, INSTEAD 
OF CARRYING DISCUSSION OVER TO PRESENT. PRESENT DRAFT ANOTHER 
IMPORTANT EFFORT THEIR PART TO MAKE DISCUSSIONS SUCCESS AND HE 
DID NOT WANT SEE ANY FURTHER DELAY, THEY HOPED WE ABLE ADOPT 
THIS DRAFT AND REACH AGREEMENT SPEEDILY, 


33. WANG SAID HOWEVER HE VERY WILLING LISTEN ANY POSITIVE 
CONSTRUCTIVE REMARKS HAD TO MAKE NEXT MEETING WITH REGARD 
THIS DRAFT, 


34, 1 SAID IF WANG HAD NOTHING FURTHER THAT MATTER | 

WOULD LIKE NOTE 18 MORE CHINESE ARR!VED HONG KONG APRIL 30 
ENROUTE WANG'S COUNTRY, THIS MADE TOTAL 148 WE KNOW OF THAT 
ARRIVED BY SHIP HONG KONG ENROUTE HIS COUNTRY S!NCE AUGUST } 
LAST YEAR, IT BEEN ALMOST FIVE MONTHS NOW SINCE IPR KC# 
AMERICAN BEEN RELEASED HIS COUNTRY. 17 HARD ME SEE HOW HIS 
AUTHORITIES COULD EXPECT WORLD BELIEVE THEY CARRYING OUT 
COMMITMENT SEPT 10 LAST YEAR, REGARDING AMERICANS WHEN FACTS 
SO CLEARLY SPOKE OTHERWISE, 


35. | SAID MY GOVT INTENDS FAITHFULLY CARRY OUT PLEDGE 
MADE OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, AT SAME TIME WE EXPECTED HIS 
GOVT DO LIKEWISE. IT CLEARLY NOT DOING SO, 


36. | SAID | HAD SPOKE MANY TIMES EFFECTS THIS HAVING 

MY COUNTRY. IF HIS AUTHORITIES REALLY SEEMING IMPROVE 
ATMOSPHERE SURROUNDING TALKS AND RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES 
SITUATION MUST BE CORRECTED, 


37. WANG REPLIED | HAD SAID NUMBER CHINESE NOW RETURNED 

HIS COUNTRY BUT THESE CHINESE SHOULD SEEN PERMITTED 

RETURN LONG AGO, OF 49 CHINESE WHOSE NAMES HE GIVEN ME EXCEPT 
8 WHO ALREADY RETURNED THEY HAD NO INFORMATION ON REMAINING 


38. WANG SAID HE ABLE TELL ME ANY ORDINARY AMERICAN 
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CIVILIAN NOW CH!NA CAN RETURN MY COUNTRY ANY TIME HE DESIRES, 
IF THEY NOT NOW RETUSNED IT SIMPLY BECAUSE THEY NOT HAVE DESIRE 
RETURN NOW. THEY COULD NOT FORCE THEM LEAVE COUNTRY OR DEPORT 
THEM BECAUSE THEY NOT BREACHED CHINESE LAW, AS TO QUESTION 
PERSONS IN PRISON DURING DISCUSSIONS LAST DECEMSER HE REQUESTED 
ME MAKE INVESTIGATION CHINESE iMPRISONED US, HOWEVER NEARLY 
HALF YEAR PASSED WITHOUT MY GIVING HiM ANY INFORMATION ON THEM 
WH!CH HE REGRETTED VERY MUCH. CERTAINLY ! COULD NOT TELL HIM 

: THAT PERSONS IMPRISCNED US.DID NOT DESIRE RETURN HIS COUNTRY, 


| 39. WANG SAID IF 1 CONCERNED ABOUT AMERICANS iMPR!SONED 

? IN CHINA THEN MUST FIRST ALL GIVE THEM SUCH INFORMAT/ON AS 

; ACTUALLY HOW MANY CHINESE NOW IMPRISONED BY MY GOVT US, HE 
COULD TELL ME VERY FRANKLY IF US REFUSED G!VE ACCOUNTING 

[| CHINESE IMPR!SONED US, US HAD NO RIGHT MENTION QUESTION 
AMERICANS IN PRISON HIS COUNTRY. 





4O. WANG SAID HE HAD SAID MY GOVT NOT SATISFIED WITH 

: . SITUATION AMERICANS IMPRISONED IN CHINA. HE COULD TELL ME HIS 
C GOVT, HIS COUNTRY, HIS PEOPLE EVEN MORE DISSATISFIED WITH 

SITUATION HIiS COMPATRIOTS IMPRISONED IN US, 





| 4y. | ASKED WHAT AMERICANS WE WERE TALKING ABOUT LAST 

| SEPTEMBER IF NOT ABOUT THOSE AMERICANS DETAINED THEIR PR!SONS. 

WE WERE NOT TALKING ABOUT AMERICANS IN ABSTRACT, WE TALKING 

ABOUT SPECIFIC AMERICANS AND BOTH US KNEW IT, THERE WAS CERTAINLY 
NO DOUBT BETWEEN US THAT HIS AUTHORITIES WERE COMMITTING SELVES 
PERMIT THOSE (R=ZPEAT THOSE) AMERICANS RETURN EXPEDITIOUSLY US, 

: THIS THEY HAD NOT DONE, 


of the United States 
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42, WANG SAID QUESTION WE DISCUSSED WAS QUESTION RETURN 

CIVILIANS BOTH COUNTRIES AND THIS DEALT WITH IN VERY CLEAR TERMS 
AND WORDS OUR AGREEMENT, AGREEMENT DID NOT SPEAK ABOUT PARTICULAR 
CATEGORY CIVILIANS. AGREEMENT COVERED ALL CIVILIANS, THEY 
EXPECTED US IMPLEMENT AGREEMENT ACCORDANCE ITS TERMS, 


43, | SA!D | HAD NOTHING FURTHER AND ASKED IF NEXT THURSDAY 
17TH SATISFACTORY, WANG AGREED, 
GOWEN 
JMO :MAA 
#AS RECEIVED, WILL BE SER/i°ED UPON REQUEST. 
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We went all out to meet your request to keep Dave Osborn. We took 
the matter to Hr. Carpenter in order to get it resolved .,,, 


St Gd ZL 2071 


of the United States 
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We had the new Indian Minister Hareshwar Dayal in. He called on 
Mr. Sebald on May 8 for a discussion of the application of the Agreed 
Announcement. As you will see from the enclosed memo of conversation, 
the Indian Embassy is a little bit fussy on sase aspects of the miter, 





os informed me in confjdence, 
the other day that the Indian Charge in Peiping had told the ;,» 


Charge there that the Indian imbassy here "assisted about 330 chinese e 
to return to China”. I do not know where he got the figure. There is 
no evidence here that the Indians have been in contact with any such ! 
movement of Chinese. They have undoubtedly assisted a few financially. 
They did not volunteer any information on this and we of course have 

" not pressed then. 


The Honorable 
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We will send you a report on the meeting of the representatives 
of the 16 countries which was held on May 9 with Bob Murphy on the 
Chinese Communist note. (See Cireular 777 May 10) You will recall 
that we referred to this in our guidance telegram of May $; Ko. 1967. 


Your letter No. 31 dated May 3 was received on May 8, 1956. 


I have asked Nagoskt to check the unfortunate language ef the 
Imnigretion people in reference to “applications for permission te depart". 
He tells me that the Immigration Service confirms categorically that 
Chinese do not need "permission" to return and do not have to inform 
the Immigration Service when they leave the United States. However, 
some foreigners (and this not confined to Chinese) in the U. S. 
apparently do not realise this. They may feel that it is necessary, or 
at least the polite thing, to touch base with U. & I& HN, S. before 
leaving. Also, some of the prospective Chinese repatriates are under 
the illusion that th 05 I1& W, S. can belp them with tickets end travel 
reservations. Perhaps some of the U.S. I& NH. S. field officers have 
not always made sufficiently plain to the inquirars that a positive 
response does not imply that the inquiry was necessary in the first 
place or that a negative answer could have been given. The one case in 
which the inquiry was referred from one office to another appears to have 
been an instance of pure bureaucratic timidity. We have asked I. « H, S, 
to reexamine its circular instructions to the field offices on this 
subject to make sure that it is sufficiently emphasized that Chinese 
need have no dealings with the Immigration Offices in their arrangements 
for departure. 


I agree with your observation in your letter No. 30 about the 
deficiency in the case histories attached to the lindbeck report. I 


have shown Lindbeck your comments and he is workiag on the matter. We 
will have some infornation on this shortly. 


—-s — - — 


I hope there are no unpleasant surprises in the meeting tomorrow. 


Regards and every good wish, 
Sincerely, 


Walter P,; McConaughy 
Excloeurest 


Copy of Memorandum dated May 9. 
Copy of Memo of Conversation with Indian Minister 


/ 
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There have been only two sorting in Geneva during your. ‘absence, * ie Rare iy 
one on April 26 and one on May ll. A meeting was originally scheduled pet, . 
for May 5, but was postponed at Wang's request. We don't know why he. iy , 
requested the postponement, but suspect it might have been connected: os hen . 
with the presence of a Chinese Communist trade mission in Wargawe:; “S eas O33 

4 a a 

V The meeting on April 26 was relatively short (1 hour and 5 minutes) 17409 
Wang flatly rejected our April 19 draft and showed no sign of. peer oan yee os 
to compromise nor intent to offer an alternative formulation. Rae Sala 


On May 11 Wang opened by presenting a new draft. (Tab A) It cute 
out our self-defense phrase, replacing it with the phrase “without | % 4 
prejudice to the principles of mutual respect for territorial. integrity — : 
and sovereignty and non-interference in each other's internal affairs." - ‘Gg is: 
It also cuts out the phrase "or elsewhere” in the second paragraph, he ee inet 
thus limiting renunciation of force to the Taiwan area alone, and Noo | 
makes the pledge not to use force apply only to the US and the Chinese. fn 
Communists by adding the words "against each other." It also 3fer 
the holding of a foreign minister's conference and sets a time Limit 
of two months for making arrangements for it. > RES ge? ee 
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At both meetings Wang demanded an scoounting of Chinese ‘imprisoned 
in the US, 


Attachment: (Tab A) 
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Dear Ralph: T / 
4 Reading Walter's latest letter, which came this 
morning, I feel bad about all the trouble you in CA and 

FE have had to go to on my account. Felieve me I appreciate 
it from the bottom of my heart, and if there had been any 
_@lternative I would gledly have taken it ,,.. 





of the United States 
+ 
i 


3 If I can take advantage of this extremely informal 

4 context, I'd like to broach an idea or two on the talks, 
mainly so that if the idees reflect too much of a drift 
away from FE's, you can write back anc tell me they're 

all wet. They are not official suggestions, not endorsed 
by the Ambassador (to whom I haven't shown--but will show-- 
this letter) and don't even reflect any hard-and-fast 
opinions on my part, 


STtb ad 2 7011 


@t 
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1. Duration of Talks - We will presumably continue 


unwilling to force a break, so that duration is up to 


hag ae 


CHICOMS, Their position with respect to continuation of 
talks will reflect not only their app«:>ciation of the value 


of the 


Ralph N. Clough, Esquire, 

Sa Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
"Ee Department of State, 

om Washington 25, D.C. 
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of the talks per se, as an instrument for promoting the 
trenc towards accommodation and hurting the GRC, but also 


their estimate of the prospects for a FMC, 


‘he dG 


2. CHICOM Estimate of FMC Prospects. = CHICOMS will 





presumably not want to force the issue of a FMC before Nehru's 
U.S. visit in July. Question is whether they will want to 

try to force the issue curing Nehru's visit, or whether 

they may not have another crucial date in mind, the presi- 
dential ‘elections in November. They must be aware that we 

are not going tc volunteer any movement towards a FMC, at 
least before November, They might be content to wait out 


November, On the other hand, they might try to put the 


of the United States 


Administration in a pre-election dilemma, by threatening 
hostilities against the offshores unless we agree to a FMC, 


Either choice would be very painful, particularly just before 





election time, but the CHICOMS might figure that with the 
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GOP campaign slogan “Peace and Prosperity" the Administration 
would choose the FMC as the lesser of two evils, 

3. The Worth of a FMC - The thing that bothers me about 
a FMC, apart from the general damage that a FMC would do to 
the anti-communist forces in the FE, is what would there be 
to talk about? Paradoxically, about the safest topic I can 
think of would be a meaningful renunciation of force, Still, 


in Europe especially, one senses how much the U.S. needs some 
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to 
evidence to point to/show it is not being "unreasonable" 


in its @pposition to Communist China. 

4. Our Tactics Vis-a-vis New Draft - Wang's new 
draft has a lot of bargaining room built in. We can 
exploit this for two or three months, at least. Here, 
however, is a point: in order to get the most mileage out 
of the new draft, it would be a tremendous helpyto have 
soms idea of the Department's thinking on strategy. One 
approsch on the new draft, designed to get mileage, would 
be to go tnrough the thing paragraph by paregraph. The 
first paragravh alone, for example, would be good for three 
or four meetings. However, in planning this kind of 
approach, it woulc be helpful to know more about our 
objectives, If we are going to be really adamant on the 
first paragraph as per our April 19 draft, for example, 
we shoulc save discussion of the paragraph until the last, 
since once we start insisting on ICSD without "mutual 
respect" we have put a term to the mileage we can get out 
of the new draft, What woula enable us to get the most 
mileage would be if we had a “minimum position" draft 
towards which we could work point by point and paragraph 
by paragraph--such a draft woulc, of course, not be tabled 


until all possible mileage hed been squeezed out of Wang's 


new craft, 
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. Ben: 
ae S. A "Minimum-Position”" Draft - In the enclosure, 
Sat 


I have tried my hand at such a draft. This does not 


J 
7 oe 
yaes *O) 


represent my opinion of wat would be desirable in the way 
3 of a declaration if we had carte blanche, It is merely a 
sample of the kind of thing that would be a very useful 
guide for us in getting mileage out of Wang's draft. 

In drafting the enclosure, I have tried to protect our 
position on three points: (a) no sacrifice of self-defense 
right; (b} renunciation of force applicable to Taiwan; and, 
(c) U.S. control over whether and when FMC to be held, with 
implication in any event not until Americans released, The 


last paragraph in particular is rather treacherous ground, 


of the United States 
a 


but in eny case, the whole enclosure is purely illustrative 


and not intended as a concrete suggestion. 





As to whether Wang would "buy” the enclosed, I have my 
doubts, but I think it is at least conceivable, He would 
certainly look darn unreasonable if he turned it down, Whether 


or not he would buy it, such a draft would at least help us 
get mileage out of Wang's draft, 
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Hope I haven't presumed too much on your time, Regards 
to Doug, Steve, Joe, Allene, Irene, Elaine, Regards and 
sincere thanks to Walter and Mr. Sebald--and Cappy. 

Sincerely yours, 
3s David L. Osborn 


( -- Enc. - Draft Agreed 
Announcement 
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AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE AMBASSADORS OF THES UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA AND THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 


Ambassador U, Alexis Johnson, on behalf of the Government 


of the Un.ted States of America, and Ambassador Wang Ping-nan, 





on behalf of the Government of the People's Republic of China, 
agree, without prejudice to the views of either sice with 


respect to the merits of any of their disputes, /or, alterna- 


F 
: 


tively, "to the inherent rights of either party"/ to announce: 
The United States of America and the People's Republic of 

China are determined that they should settle disputes between 

their two countries in the Taiwan area or elsewhere by peace- 


ful means only, and are determined they will not resort to 


the threat or use of force; 


of the United States 


The two Ambassadors should continue their talks to settle 
the practical matters at issue between them and should 
i expeditiously seek such additional practical and feasible means 


for the realization of the common determination expressed 
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above, /including the holding of negotiations at a higher level/# 


as mey be ascertained to be appropriate and necessary, 


#Bracketed clause to be inserted as ultimate "concession" if 
necessary, 
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_— LIMIT DISTRIBUTION . 1 | 
- 1. Communist May 11 counterproposal represents sharp retro els 3 
from their December 1 counterproposal and is entirely unacceptable for & 
following reasons among others; ; No 
; ae It contains no reservation of right of self<defense. or 
: 1 
v b. Faragraph 1 amounts to recognition of sovereignty and oe 
= 
> territorial integrity of Communist China. - OF 
<8) Ore 
. w 
ras ce It is not an agreement to renounce force, but an agreement “ 
5 ° 
c+ 
"o to settle disputes without using force. e 
cw 
18) 
ce d, It is limited to disputes in Taiwan area. o 
oc 
—_ 
- w e. It is limited to renunciation of use of force against each = 
QO & 
e* other, and does not renounce use of force by Communists against GRC. = 
.o = 
= - f. It apparently places two months' limit on ambassadors talks, 
a | ces 
w y) ' -% 
+ 8 requires holding of Foreign Ministers’ conference, and may limit effect del 
uv of announcement to two months. : _ 
ye | 3 
5 ; 2. Our analysis is that Communist proposal is by all odds shrewiest - an 
= Mr. : 
ger and most dangerous move to date. In effect it would amount to our 
recognition Communist sovereignty and territorial integrity, leave 
|. 11196 Comnuni ste 
 Deattod t , pee: ~ | Telegraphic transmission ond . 
L- Mr, Phiegei classification approved by __ _ Wal 
Cleerens Mureau of 
The Secretary ~ cleared’ in draf wl FAR EASteEL a ee 
FE - Mr. Sebald ! / 
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LLEEIMI XIMEERELEES XI SEEBICC nists free to 
attack GRC whenever they wished with US barred from use of force to assist 


defense and would obligate us to agree within two months to hold Foreign 


Ministers' conference, 


3. Tactics in handling this proposal should be directed toward indic at—- 


ing that draft unacceptable and long step backward from their December 1 
draft. You should try and lead back to our April 19, second revision as 
basis for discussion, pointing out that it covers all legitimate require- 
ments of situation, preserving rights of two sides, renouncing use of 
force, ard providing for discussions to settle outstanding differences. 
Every effort mist be made to prevent Wang's proposal from being used as 
basis for discussion. 

4. We should be careful that while rejecting Communist proposal we 
do so in such a way as not to furnish grounds for break, and your manner 
of use of material in first pargagraph should be dictated by this require~ 
ment. We think best tactic if possible is to get back to discussion US 
April 19 revision and why no grounds exist for Comnunists refusal accept. 

5S. From discussion last meetings it would appear that Mang has taken 
position all prisoners both US and Chinese are covered by Agreed Announce- 
ment, wut that Communists are not living up to their agreement because US 
not releasing Chinese prisoners. Attempt to get Wang to reiterate this 
position. FYI We have ascertained that only 2 Chinese aliens in all US 
prisons, and while we have no final word as yet, it may be possible in 


relatively short time to make arrangements for deportation of Chinese 
prisonea's 
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prisoners if release US prisoners can be thereby obtained or facilitated, | 


END FYI 
6. 


You should again call for release of US prisoners ani Communist 


implementation Agreed Announcement pointing out their failure thus far 


has made it difficult to make further progress in talks. ov 
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Letter No. 33 
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ea te 
Dear Walter: FM fe 


With reference to my letter No, 32 bdhcerning the 
visit of the Brezilian Parliamentary Delegation to 
Communist China, I am not clear as to exactly what may 
have happened, However, on the following evening they 
denied to Vedeler that they were going to Communist China 
. and I now assume that this must be the fact, There was 
‘ no possibility of misunderstanding between us at the time 
I had my conversation with them as several of them with 
whom I was speaking spoke good wnglish and we talked about 


f it in some detail, However, you can now I think disregard 
f 
2Se 


‘4 —————————— 
- 
= 
_— 
wQ ~ 
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_— 
we 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


St’ ad 2d 70 


I have received the instructions for tomorrow's meet- 
ing and will try to carry them out to the best of my 
ability. In thinking it through, I have deciced that my 
best tactic for tomorrow is to avoid specifics and simply 
attack his draft as a whole, then try to steer the discus- 
sion to our April 19 draft, I doudt if I am going to be 
very successful on the latter point but we will have to 
see how it works out. I figure that if I get into speci- 
fics, particularly with respect to the self-defense clause, 
I will open the door for him to suggest ita inclusion along 
with their mutual respect clause and will find myself mired 
down in an unproductive morass, 


of the United States 


Ss i ee ee ee ee See 


Thanks very much for your letter No. 42, It seems to 
me that Sebald's discussion with Dayal was an excellent. 


idea and should be very helpful in influencing Indian 
attitudes, 





Walter P, McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
wane ~~ Washington 25, D. C. 
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I am very glad to note the action you have taken 
with INS on the “application for permission to depart" 
| problem, 


Regards to all. 


’/ Sincerely yours, 
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& 
& 1, TWO HOUR MEETING THIS MORNING WHICH | OPENED WITH 
o PREPARED STATEMENT MAKING GENERALIZED ATTACK ON HIS MAY 1] 
23 DRAFT, | POINTED TO COMPLETE LACK "ACCOMMODATION" OUR POSITION 0) 
©£* 4 AND CHARACTERIZED DRAFT AS RETROGRESSION FROM NOT ONLY OUR DRAFT: ™ 
= OF APRIL 19 BUT ALSO HIS DRAFT DEC 1, CLOSED BY URGING CONSIDERATION 
oO . ' 
Se APRIL 19 DRAFT MAKING POINTS CONTAINED PARA 3 DEPTEL 1994, Te) 
o> WN 
= 2, IN GIVE AND TAKE HIE REPEATED POINTS MADE LAST MEETING ~ 
sy AND MADE CONCERTED EFFORT TO DRAW ME INTO SPECIFIC DISCUSSION Ol 
~% PARTICULARLY ON FIRST PARA MAY 11 DRAFT, CLOSING BY HOPE | L 
© WOULD HAVE DETAILED COMMENTS NEXT MEETING, IN COURSE. THIS ~j 
> DISCUSSION WANG IN REFERRING TO "PEACEFUL ASPIRATIONS" PRC on 
o STATED "WILL NOT TOLERATE PRESENT SITUATION (IN TAIWAN JRE) 0 
a FOR LONG WITHOUT APPLYING SOLUTION" AND IF US SINCERE CAN IT 
® "DESIRE THESE TALKS DRAG ON INDEFINITELY"? 
1S) 
3, DURING GIVEN AND TAKE | AVOIDED SPECIFIC DISCUSSION 
DETAILS MAY 1] DRAFT FOCUSING ON THEIR UNWILLINGNESS RENOUNCE O 
FMC TAIWAN AREA AND CONTINUALLY URGING APRIL 19 DRAFT AS a 
UNOBJECTIONABLE STATEMENT IF THEY ACCEPTED THIS PRINCIPLE, 7] -y 
CHARACTERIZED MAY 11 DRAFT AS NOTHING MORE THAN THEIR ORIGINALS 3 
POSITION FMC ON TAIWAN AREA WHILE THEY PRESERVED OPTION USE z 
FORCE THERE, SAID US NEVER WOULD ACCEPT.THIS POSITION, G4 
bad 
Aq URGED THEY RECONSIDER THEIR POSITION BY NEXT MEETING, F = 
CONF IDENT IAL REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
PERMANENT Salant COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 


RECORD COPY ¢ This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notatSBOMHYERtion taken 
























- 


2 
ded 
2: 
oer 









Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


Mh 








- CONF IDENT 1 AL 
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4. REPLY MY STATEMENT AGAIN CALLING FOR RELEASE 13 HE SAID 
HOPED |! WOULD BE ABLE GIVE HIM INFORMATION 
ON CHINESE PRISONERS IN US, "THIS WAS UNDERTAKEN BY US IN 


AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT", 
5~ NEXT MEETING THURSDAY MAY ou, 


6. PROCEEDING PRAGUE FRIDAY MORNING, RETURNING TUESDAY 
OR WEDNESDAY, 


GOWEN 
RNS 


Note: Mr. Waddell's office (FE) notified 5/17/3:25 p.m. EMB(CWO) 
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FROM JOHNSON a 


COMMENTS ON TODAY'S MEETING: 


AT TODAY'S MEETING | DELIBERATELY AVOIDED SPECIFIC COMMENT 

’ ON DETAILS HIS DRAFT AND DID NOT AS SUCH MENTION EITHER 
SELF-DEFENSE OR MUTUAL RESPECT CLAUSES IN EFFORT AVOID TRAPS 
MAY 11 DRAFT AND KEEP ISSUE FOCUSED ON MAJOR POINT THEIR 
QNWILLINGNESS RENOUNCE FORCE IN TAIWAN AREA AS SET FORTH OUR 
APRIL 19 DRAFT. THIS SERVED WELL TODAY AND PROBABLY CAN 
PROF |TABLY BE CONTINUED FOR ANOTHER MEETING OR TWO. HOWEVER, 
BY THQS SHARPENING BASIC ISSUE BETWEEN US | MAY BE 


CORRESPONDINGLY REDUCING OUR FREEDOM OF MANUEVER TO KEEP 
TALKS GOING. 





of the United States 
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; HOWEVER THIS 1S ALSO ISSUE UPON WHICH PUBLIC POSITION CHICOMS 

IS WEAKEST AND UPON WHICH THEY WILL BE MORE RELUCTANT GO TO 
PUBLIC OR BREAK TALKS. SUGGEST THIS ASPECT WOULD BE MUCH 
CLEARER IF COMMUNISTS WERE NOT ABLE PUBLICLY CONFUSE BASIC 
ISSUE WITH EITHCR SELF-BEFENSE OR MUTUAL RESPECT CLAUSES. 
THEREFORE SUGGEST DEPT MAY DESIRE GIVE CONSIDERATION TO METH 
r WHEREBY THIS MIGHT BE ACCOMPLISHED. 
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WHILE AT TODAY'S MCELTING WANG PERMITTED HIMSELF SOME EXTENT m4 


BE LED BACK TO DISCUSSION. APRIL 19 DRAFT AT SUBSEQUENT MEETINGS 
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2 HE WILL PROBABLY LIMIT HIMSELF TO FLAT REJECTION THAT DRAFT. 
‘ Fry 
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oO ~2- 1902, MAY 17, 6 P.M., FROM GENEVA. 


AS ADDITIONAL POINTS DEPT WILL NOTE FROH FULL RECORD THAT 
TODAY HE WENT FURTHER THAN IN PASTIN; SHAPENING DISTINCTION 
BETWEEN OFFSHORE !SLANDS AND TAIWAN BY-SPECIF ICALLY MENTIONING 
PENGHUS WITH TAIWAN AND STATING WE HAD NO INTERNATIONAL 
DISPUTES "ELSEWHERE". JUST POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL MOTIVE FOR 
THEIR DELETION "ELSEWHERE" MIGHT BE HOPE | WOULD, IN ARGUING 

—-¥ FOR ITS RETENTION, AND OTHER DISPUTES SUCH AS KOREA, THUS 

APPEARING SUPPORT THEIR PROPOSAL FOR KOREA CONFERENCE. 


WANG'S STATEMENT PARA 244 LONGTEL, THAT "SITUATION WHERE COUNTRY 
ALREADY USED FORCE", CARRIED IMPLICATION COMITE PREPARING USE 
FORCE. RELEVANCE THIS STATEMENT TO CONTEXT OF FMC IN WHICH 

WANG MADE !T NOT ENTIRELY CLEAR, BUT IN ANY CASE CARRIES 


CONNOTATIOM OF THREAT AND AS SUCH MAY PROVIDE USEFUL POINT 
TO ATTACK NEXT MEETING. 


DEPT WILL ALSO NOTE HE AVOIDED ANY TAKE IT OR LEAVE IT 
ATTITUDE WITH RESPECT MAY 11 DRAFT AND SEEMED TO BE INVITING 
AMENDMENTS. SEEMED PARTICULARLY DESIROUS GETTING ME INTO 
DETAILED DISCUSSION FIRST PARA, REPEATEDLY CHALLENGING ME 

TO OPPOSE MUTUAL RESPECT CLAUSE (10-4- 37 LONGTEL). 


BELIEVE | WAS SUCCESFFUL TODAY IN GETTING HIM TO GO ABOUT 


AS FAR AS HE IS GOING TO GO IN LINKING PRISONERS AND PAVING 


WAY FOR OUR DEPORTATION CHINESE ALIEN PRISONERS AS PRESSURE 
ON THEM RELEASE REMAINING AMERICANS. 


, GOWEN 
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LIMiT DISTRIBUT ICN 


FROM JOHNSON 


1. | OPENED WITH TODAY WITH PREPARED STATEMENT: QTE 
| CAREFULLY STUDIED DRAFT YOU SUBMITTED LAST MEETING, 
COMMENTS YOU MADE THAT TIME, IN GENERAL, MUST SAY STRUCK 
BY DISCREPANCY BETWEEN YOUR COMMENTS AND DRAFT ITSELF, 


2. ‘FIRST PLACE, YOU SAID LAST MEETING DRAFT FULLY 
ACCOMMODATED REASONABLE PORTIONS MY DRAFT, PRESUME YOU WERE 
SPEAKING OF MY APRIL. 19 REVISION YOUR DRAFT DECEMBER 1, 

AS | POINTED OUT IN PRESENTING THAT REVISION, HAD CAREFULLY 
ADHERED YOUR DRAFT IN PREPARING IT, FACT, IT VERY EXACTLY 
INCLUDES ALL LANGUAGE YOUR DECEMBER 1 DRAFi, 


3. MUST ASK JUST WHAT PORTIONS MY AMENDMENTS BEEN, AS YOU 
SAY, "FULLY" ACCOMMODATED IN NEW DRAFT? FIRST SUG PORTION, 
SO FAR AS BEEN ABLE DISCOVER IN ENGLISH TEXT CONSISTS SOLELY 


OF THREE WORDS "WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO", NOT BY ANY STRETCH 


IMAGINATION COULD ANYONE CALL THIS ACCOMMODATION MY Art MENT 


oe 
“3 


4, SECOND PORTION MY AMENDMENTS WHICH APPARENTLY ne D 
IN NEW DRAFT CONSISTS FOUR WORDS "IN THE TAIWAN AREA 

THIS POINT LATER, FOR MOMENT LET ME SAY CONTEXT IN 

WHICH PHRASE INCLUDED NEW DRAFT VASTLY DEPARTS FROM SENSE 


MY AMENDMENT DECEMBER 1 DRAFT, 


THAT PARAGRAPH, 


5. THAT 1S ALL OF SO-CALLED "ACCOMMODATION MY AMENDMENTS, 


POWNT VIEW ANYWHERE IN NEW DRAFT, ACCORDINGLY, | LEFT WITH 
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SUPPOSITION WHEN YOU SPOKE OF FULLY ACCOMMODATING PORTIONS 

MY DRAFT, YOU REALLY TALKING ABOUT PORTIONS YOUR OWN DRAFT 

oe OF DEC 1, CLAIMING CREDIT FOR ACCOMMODATION YOUR OWN POINT 
VIEW, 





F 6. UNFORTUNATELY, AS | COMPARE DEC 1 DRAFT WITH YOUR 

| DRAFT MAY 11, SEEMS YOU DONE ONLY SLIGHTLY LESS DAMAGE TO IT 
THAN TO MY AMENDMENTS, DEC 1 DRAFT, ON SURFACE AT LEAST, 
SEEMED GENUINE STEP TOWARDS RENUNCIATION FORCE, AND AT TIME 

| SO INTERPRETED IT, MY PRIMARY CONCERN, WHEN YOU SUBMITTED 
THAT DRAFT, WAS WITH CERTAIN AMBIGUITIES IT CONTAINED, 

BY WHAT IT FAILED SAY, RATHER THAN WHAT IT SAID, DEC 1 DRAFT 
APPEARED CAPABLE MEANING ONE THING ONE SIDE ANOTHER TO OTHER 
SIDE, DID NOT THEN OCCUR ME YOU TRYING TRICK ME, | DID NOT 
JUMP TO CONCLUSION AMBIGUITIES DELIBERATE, ON CONTRARY, 

- | FELT YOU WOULD WELCOME SUGGESTIONS TO REMOVE AMBIGUITIES 

: ON TWO SUCCESSIVE OCCASIONS, MADE SUCH SUGGESTIONS, STILL 

| SEEMS ME IF AMBIGUITIES DEC 1 DRAFT NOT DELIBERATE, AND IF 
YOUR GOVERNMENT WERE GENUINELY WILLING JOIN IN DECLARATION 
RENOUNCING FORCE TAIWAN AREA, CAN BE NO VALID REASONS FOR YOUR 
OBJECTIONS MY REVISIONS, STILL SEEMS ME IF YOUR GOVERNMENT 

: NOT WILLING RENOUNCE FORCE TAIWAN AREA AS WELL AS 

| ELSEWHERE, THEN ALL ITS TALK ABOUT DESIRING PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS 
IDLE AND WITHOUT SINCERITY OF PURPOSE, 





f \ 
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AMBIGUITIES DEC 1 DRAFT WERE DELIBERATE, IN NEW DRAFT, 

AND PARTICULARLY IN THIRD PARAGRAPH, YOU DELIBERATELY INTRODUCED 
NEW AMBIGUITIES, YOU HAVE USED LANGUAGE WHICH APPARENTLY 

PLACES ARBITRARY TIME LIMIT OUR EFFORTS HERE, HAVE USED 
LANGUAGE WHICH APPARENTLY MEANS YOUR GOVERNMENT THREATENS 

RESORT FORCE UNLESS RESOLUTION DISPUTES FULLY MEETING ITS 
UNILATERAL POS {TION REACHED WITHIN TWO MONTHS, OTHER HAND, 
PARAGRAPH MiGHki BE INTERPRETED MEAN EVEN WITHOUT WAITING TWO 
MONTHS, TWO OF US SHOULD IMMEDIATELY DROP ALL OTHER BUSINESS AND START 
PREPARING FC.iMINS MEETING, SIMPLY NOT CLEAR, 

WHAT 1S CLEAR 1S IT REPRESENTS NO SLIGHTEST CONCESSION FROM 


7. IT NOW BEGINS APPEAR, IN LIGHT MAY 11 DRAFT, THAT PERHAPS 
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BASIC POSITION THIS REGARD YOU TOOK AT VERY OUTSET TALKS UNDER 
SECOND AGENDA ITEM, 


8. RESPECT TO TAIWAN AREA REFERENCE, SITUATION ALSO VERY 
AMBIGUOUS, IN YOUR STATEMENTS PREVIOUS MEETINGS AND AGAIN 

LAST MEETING, YOU NOT ATTEMPTED DENY EXISTENCE OTHER DISPUTES 
BETWEEN OUR COUNTRIES, ALTHOUGH WE BOTH AGREE DISPUTE IN TAIWAN 
AREA MOST IMMEDIATE, INDEED, LAST MARCH, WHEN YOU BEGAN 

INSIST ON DEC 1 DRAFT OR OCT 27 DRAFT AS ONLY CHOICES BEING 
GIVEN US, YOU APPEARED TAKE POSITION YOUR DEC 1 DRAFT COVERED 
ALL OUR DISPUTES INCLUDING THAT IN TAIWAN AREA, LAST MEETING 
YOL AGAIN TOOK COGNIZANCE EXISTENCE OTHER DISPUTES, SAID YOUR 
GOVERNMENT HOPED OUR OTHER DISPUTES ALSO BE SETTLED WITHOUT 


RESORT FORCE, 


IF THAT REALLY DESIRE YOUR GOVERNMENT, WHY FEAR SAY SO? 
WHY HAVE YOU, IN SECOND PARA NEW DRAFT, EXPLICITLY EXCLUDED 
ANY AND ALL DISPUTES OTHER THAN THAT TAIWAN AREA? 


GOWEN 
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9. THESE ARE SOME OF REASONS, WHY | FEEL NEW DRAFT CONSTITUTES 
RETROGRESS!ION NOT ONLY FROM MY DRAFT APRIL 19 BUT EVEN FROM 
YOUR OWN DRAFT BECAUSE IF WE GOING GO FORWARD, THEN LET US DO 
SO , BEGINNING WITH SERIOUS CONSIDERATION APRIL 19° DRAFT. 
THAT DRAFT COVERS ALL LEGITIMATE REQUIREMENTS OF S!TUATION' 
FULLY PRESERVES RIGHTS BOTH SIDES. 1S UNAMBIGUOUS RENUNCIATION 
USE FORCE IN SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES. IT MAKES PROVISION FOR 
DISCUSSIONS SETTLE OUTSTANDING DIFFERENCES. 


C) 


END QUOTE. 


of the United States 


10. WANG (FROM HANDWRITTEN NOTES) SAID HE ALREADY MADE 
SOME EXPLANATION MOST POINTS COVERED MY STATEMENT. LAST MEETING 
HE MADE QUITE CLEAR THAT HE SUBMITTED NEW DRAFT REPRESENTING 
ANOTHER IMPORTANT EFFORT ON CHINESE PART THESE TALKS. SINCE 
| HAD ASKED HOW NEW DRAFT ACCOMMODATED MY VIEWS HE WOULD LIKE 
: AMPLIFY. THEY MADE QUITE CLEAR NEW DRAFT ACCOMMODATED 
"5 VJEWS US AND BY THIS HE MEANT IT HAD ACCOMMODATED ALL 
. REASONABLE. VIEWS US. 
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11. (TURNING TO ONE OF SEVERAL SHORT HORIZONTALLY TYPED 
STATEMENTS) WANG SAID ISSUE BETWEEN US VERY PLAIN. !T US WHICH 
FIRST MADE PROPOSAL TWO SIDES MAKE DECLARATION. THEIR SIDE 
ACCEPTED THAT PROPOSAL AND HAD REPEATABLY TAKEN INITIATIVE 
OFFERING DRAFT. RECENTLY AFTER CONSIDERATION US VIEWS THEY 
SUBMITTED DECLARATION MAKING PRINCIPLE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT 
DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES WITHOUT RESORT USE FORCE 
SPECIFICALLY APPLY TAIWAN AREA. 
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12. WANG SAID HOWEVER AS THEIR SIDE OFTEN POINTED OUT IN 
CIRCUMSTANCES WHERE US OCCUPYING TAIWAN TRYING INTERFERE 
LIBERATION OFFSHORE ISLANDS IT ABSOLUTELY IMPOSSIBLE MAKE 
CHINA RECOGNIZE US-CHIANG KAI SHEK TREATY OR RECOGNIZE US 
CLAIM SELF-DEFENSE TAIWAN AREA OR ACQUIESCE IN CONTINUED 
CARRYING OUT BY US SUCH POLICY. THAT WHY HE REPEATEDLY STATED 
CHINA COULD AND COULD ONLY ACCOMMODATE REASONABLE PORTIONS 

MY VIEWS AND COULD NOT ACCOMMODATE UNREASONABLE VIEWS 

US. IF US INTENDED INCLUDE IN DRAFT OR CONCEAL IN DECLARATION 
UNREASONABLE VIEWS, THAT !MPOSSIBLE. THIS POINT SHOULD BE 
QUITE CLEAR BETWEEN US. 


13. WANG SAID SECOND PLACE REGARDING SPECIFIC IMPLICATION 
TAIWAN AREA PRINCIPLE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN 
TWO COUNTRIES WITHOUT RESORT THREAT USE FORCE THIS SO STATED 
BECAUSE THERE EXISTS INTERNATIONAL DISPUTE BETWEEN CHINA- 

US OVER TAIWAN PENGHY ISLANDS. 


14, WANG SAID ELSEWHERE DO NOT EXIST ANY INTERNATIONAL 
DISPUTES IN PRACTICAL SENSE TERM WHERE CHINA AS ONE PARTY 
CONFRONTS US AS OTHER PARTY SO HE DID NOT SEE ANY REASON 
MENTION "ELSEWHERE" 


15. WANG SAID NEXT | HAD REFERRED TO TIME LIMIT IN DRAFT 
AND HAD SAID THEIR SIDE TRYING HIKE UP THIS TIME LIMIT TO 
THREATEN USE FORCE. HOWEVER FACT QUITE CONTRARY. IT THEIR 
VIEW THAT GIVEN EQUAL SINCERITY BOTH SIDES IT ENTIRELY’ 
POSSIBLE IN TWO MONTHS ASCERTAIN PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS 
AND MAKE SPECIFIC ARRANGEMENTS SETTLE DISPUTES TWO SIDES 
TAIWAN AREA. 


16. WANG SAID FACT CONFRONTING US TODAY IS THAT US ALREADY 
APPLIED FORCE AND THREAT AGAINST CONAWA NA AE) ING TAIWAN. CHINA 
NEVERTHELESS STILL WILLING SETTLE THIS 4 qiaeere ‘BY PEACEFUL 
NEGOTIATIONS FULLY DEMONSTRATING Byss” 4 SP thon ON 

PART CHINA. HOWEVER THEY COULD NOT TOLERATE PRESENT STATE OF 
EMPLOYING THREAT AND FORCE AGAINST °CHANAYTQZCQMT & gNWYE LONG 
WITHOUT SOLUTION. THAT WHY THEY BELIEVE ESSENTIAL SET TIME 
LIMIT FOR SEEKING ASCERTAINING PRAGT4C EASIBLE MEANS. 

IF WE SINCERE IN DESIRING PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT ‘DISPUTES TWO 
COUNTRIES DID WE WANT GO ON TALKING FOREVER? 
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o | 17. WANG SAID THEREFORE MAY 11 DRAFT THEIR SIDE DEMONSTRATED 
- | SINCERE DESIRE PART CHINA ARRIVE AT RESOLUTION DISPUTE 
= | BETWEEN US. THIS DRAFT AS HE SAID INCLUDED ALL REASONABLE 
bu | PORTIONS DRAFTS BOTH SIDES. 
u + . 
ie] 
Fo | C 18. WANG SAID AS TO APRIL 19 DRAFT HE HAD ALREADY STATED 
24 IT MAINTAINED OUR OLD UNREASONABLE POSITION AND AS HE STATED 
35) VERY CATEGORICALLY IT NOT ACCEPTABLE THEM. 
Vv=> , 
as f 19, 1 REPLIED HE HAD AGAIN SAID US MADE PROPOSAL FOR 
a | DECLARATION. SEEMED NECESSARY REITERATE WHAT | OFTEN PREVIOUSLY 
s°} SAID, US PROPOSAL NOT FOR DECLARATION FOR DECLARATION'S 
“ SAKE. US PROPOSAL WAS FOR CLEAR DEFINITE RENUNCIATION 
= USE FORCE TO SETTLE DISPUTES INCLUDING DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA. 
a 20. |! SAID THIS WOULD AS US POINTED OUT IN ITS PROPOSAL 
ro OPEN WAY FOR PEACEFUL DISCUSSION SETTLEMENT DIFFERENCES. 
& § FUNDAMENTAL ISSUE STILL SEEMED BE THAT FIRST FUNDAMENTAL STEP 
cd RENOUNCING USE FORCE AS INSTRUMENT NATIONAL POLPCY. 


21. | SAID QUESTION WAS WHETHER ANY DECLARATION WE ISSUED 
a WOULD IN FACT CONSTITUTE SUCH RENUNCIATION FORCE. OR 
WHETHER IT WOULD GIVE SURFACE APPEARANCE GOIND SO WHILE REx. 
SERVING WANG'S GOVT OPTION iNITIATING USE FORCE ESPECIALLY 
TAIWAN AREA ANY TIME IT DESIRES. SUCH DECLARATION: WOULD BE 
FRAUD AND COULD ONLY IN FUTURE AGGRAVATE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN: 
US. OTHER HNAD DECLARATION CLEARLY UNAMB!GUOUSLY ,.RENOUNC ING: 


USE FORCE COULD OPEN WAY GENUINELY PEACEFUL DISCUSS 1 ONS - 
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22. $$| SAID HE HAD AGAIN THIS MORNING SPOKEN OF REQUIRING 
THEM ACQUIESCE OR AGREE POLICIES US PARTICULARLY TAIWAN AREA, 
HE LONG MAINTAINED MY JAN 12 DRAFT REQUIRED THEM ACQUIESCE 
THOSE POLICIES, ORDER MEET FULLY HIS POINT VIEW THIS REGARD, 
| HAD SUBMITTED APRIL 19 DRAFT WHICH VERY SPECIFICALLY BY 
EXACT TERMS STATED IT WITHOUT PREJUDICE PURSUIT BY KIS SIDE 
ITS POLICIES BY PEACEFUL MEANS AND SAID SAME THING SO FAR US 
CONCERNED, 


23. $|$||} SAID THAT DRAFT MOST CLEARLY DID NOT REQUIRE HIM 
ACQUIESCE OR AGREE POLICIES US, IT MADE VERY CLEAR THEY NOT 
RENOUNCING ANYTHING EXCEPT PURSUIT POLICIES BY USE FORCE, 

DID NOT REQUIRE THEM ACQUIESCE US POLICIES ANY MORE THAN REQUIRED 
US ACQUIESCE THEIR POLICIES VIEWS, FULLY PRESERVED POSITIONS 
BOTH US THAT REGARD, 


24. | SAID HAD SOME DIFFICULTY FOLLOWING HIS REASONING 

ON INCLUSION ALL DISPUTES AS WELL AS SPECIFICALLY DISPUTE 
TAIWAN AREA, IN PAST WE BOTH AGREED WE HAD OTHER DISPUTES, 
THERE OTHER AREAS WHERE WE CONFRONTED EACH OTHER WITH 
CONFLICTING POLICIES, IF PRINCIPLE RENUNCIATION FORCE PEACE- 
FUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES HAD VALIDITY ONE AREA CERTAINLY HAD 
VALIDITY OTHER AREAS, 


25- $|| SAID THUS APRIL 19 DRAFT CERTAINLY MET POSITIONS BOTH 
SIDES IF THERE WILLINGNESS PART HIS GOVERNMENT REALLY RENOUNCE 


FORCE, 


26. | SAID THAT DRAFT ALSO SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED IN 
LANGUAGE SUGGESTED BY HIM WE CONTINUE OUR EFFORTS DISCUSS 
SETTLE OUTSTANDING DIFFERENCES, WAY GET AHEAD IN DISCUSSION 
SETTLEMENT DIFFERENCES !S NO LONGER DELAY UNAMB|GUOUSLY 
RENOUNC!ING FORCE THEN PROCEED DISCUSS THOSE DIFFERENCES, 
THAT EXACTLY WHAT PROVIDED BY APRIL 19 DRAFT, HE HAD SPOKEN 
OF SINCERITY AND DESIRE GET AHEAD WITH TALKS, IF THERE REAL 
SINCERE DESIRE PART HIS GOVERNMENT GET AHEAD !T COULD CERTAINLY 
DO SO BY AGREEING DRAFT APRIL 19 THEN TWO US IMMEDIATELY 
PROCEEDING ACCORDANCE LAST PARAGRAPH THAT DRAFT, ¢° MOST 
EARNESTLY CONTINUED HOPE WE WOULD DO THIS, 


27~ WANG SAID HE HAD ALREADY STATED THEY COULD NOT GIVE 
CONSIDERATION APRIL 19 DRAFT WHICH | MENTIONED IN STATEMENT, 
THEY HAD DEALT THIS QUESTION MANY TIMES AND HAD STATED WHY 


» * THEY. CONSIDERED IT UNACCEPTABLE BECAUSE \T UNREASONABLE , 
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RMR 28. WANG SAID FIRST WE MUST MAKE IT CLEAR BETWEEN US Pa 
93 AS TO PURPOSE ISSU.ING DECLARATION. PURPOSE WAS RESPECT RIGHTS 
G AND INTERNAL AFFAIRS EACH OTHER. PURPOSE SUCH DECLARATION 
SP SHOULD BE SETTLE DISPUTES TWO COUNTRIES PEACEFUL MEANS WITHOUT 
Cc USE FORCE THREAT. THIS PURPOSE IN ACCORDANCE ACCEPTED GENERAL 
L PRINCIPLES INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS BETWEEN COUNTRIES. 


. 29. WANS SAID | JUST STATED PRIMARY ISSUE BETWEEN TWO 

| COUNTRIES RCNUNCIATION USE FORCE AS INSTRUMENT NATIONAL 
POLICY. HOWEVER IN POINT FACT SITUATION WE FACED TODAY NOT 
RPT NOT ONE WHERE CHINA SEIZING TERRITORY ANY OTHER COUNTRY. 
ACTUAL FACT WAS US ALREADY USED FORCE PURSUIT !TS POLICY AND 
HAD SEIZED TERRITORY CHINA. IF PROPOSSED DECLARATION SHOULD 
CONTAIN IMPLICATION FREEZING PRESENT SITUATION TAIWAN AREA, 
SUCH DECLARATION COULD NOT BE DESCRIBED AS RENUNCIATION FORCE 


BUT ON CONTRARY IT DECLARATION RECOGNIATION AND ACCEPTANCE 
ESTABLISHED FACTS AGGRESSION. 


( 30. WANG SAID CHINA ALWAYS PURSUED PEACEFUL FOREIGN POLICY. 


THIS POINT FULLY PRO-FN OVER YEARS IN STATEMENTS CHINA MADE 
TOGETHER OTHER COUNTIES. FACT CHINA NOW ENGAGED TALKS WITH 
US TO WORK TOWARD PCACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES TWO COUNTRIES 
EVEN MORE PROOF THIS PEACEFUL FOREIGN POL!CY CHINA. CHINA 
WILLING SETTLE DISPUTES WITH US BY PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS 
INSTEAD BY USE FORCE OR GOING WAR. PRINCIPLE THIS FOREIGN 
POLICY SPECIFICALLY APPLIED TAIWAN AREA. IF US SHARED THIS 


PEACEFUL DESIRE OF CHINA THEY SAW NO VALID REASON NOT ACCEPTING 
PRINCIPLE THIS PARAGRAPH. 
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31. %|| SAID WANG HAD AGAIN MADE ALLEGATION CONCERNING 
POLICY MY GOVERNMENT WHICH WITHOUT FOUNDATION AND ENTERED INTO 


blication in Foreign Keiehe™™™ 


'. MERITS OUR DISPUTES TAIWAN AREA, 
ov) 
- 
~ 32. | SAID IN EFFECT WANG IMPUGNED GOOD FAITH MY GOVERNMENT 
4 REGARD CARRYING OUT TERMS DECLARATION AS IT APPEARED IN APRIL 
3} 19 DRAFT, WHAT HAD APPEARED IN EFFECT BE SAYING WAS MY GOVERNMENT 
ss WOULD BE ENTERING INTO DECLARATION WITHOUT INTENT CARRYING 
o- OUT TERMS LAST PARAGRAPH, | SURPRISED DISAPPOINTED WANG WOULD 
Ss MAKE SUCH IMPLICATION. 
Ye 
+ © 





33-2 $|} SAID WHEN WE CAME HERE LAST YEAR, SITUATION WITH RESPECT 
MATTERS AT ISSUE BETWOEN TWO COUNTRIES PARTICULARLY TAIWAN 

AREA EMBODIES GRAVE THREAT FEACE, HAD MY GOVERNMENT WANTED 
PERPETUATE THAT SITUATION CERTAINLY WOULD NOT HAVE MADE ITS 
PROPOSAL THESE TALKS, HAD MY GOVERNMENT DESIRED PERPETUATE DANGER 


ENHERENT SITUATION TAIWAN AREA | CERTAINLY NOT HAVE MADE MY 
PROPOSAL OCTOBER & LAST YEAR, 
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34. 1% SAID IF ANYONE HAS SHOWN INTENT PERPETUATING THAT 
SITUATION IT CERTAINLY NOT BEEN US, IT US WHICH PROPOSED CLEAR 


UNAMBIGUOUS RENUNCIATION FORCE TAIWAN AREA JUST SO THAT 
SITUATION. WOULD NOT BE PERPETUATED, 


35-2 $F SAID QUESTION BETWEEN US STILL SEEMS BE WHETHER HIS 
GOVERNMENT DESIRES PERPETUATE SITUATION WHERE IT HOLDS SELF 
FREE INITIATE USE FORCE THAT ARDA WITH CONSEQUENT DANGERS 


PEACE AND DIFFICULTIES FINDING PEACEFUL SOLUTIONS UNDER SUCH 
COND! TIONS, 
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36. WANG SAID IN ATTENDING THESE TALKS THEY HAD ALWAYS 

HELD HOPE REACHING DEFINITE RESULTS, SINCE WE NOW DISCUSSING 
DECLARATION WE SHOULD TRY FIND WAY OUT IN RESPECT DECLARATION 
ITSELF, HE HAD MANY TIMES EXPLAINED TERMS AND CLAUSES MAY 

11 DRAFT ACCEPTABLE BOTH SIDES, 


37. WANG SAID THERE THREE PARAGRAPHS HIS DRAFT. FIRST DEALT 
MAINLY WITH MUTUAL RESPECT RIGHTS BOTH SIDES. HOW COULD 

THERE BY ANY OPPOSITION THIS PARAGRAPH? THIS PARAGRAPH NOT SPUR-OF 
-MOMENT CREATION IT DEALT WITH FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE ON WHICH 

REST INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS OF STATES, THESE PRINCIPLES NOW 
BEING WIDELY APPLIED BETWEEN STATES WITH DIFFERENT SYSTEMS, HE 
COULD NOT IMAGINE ANY OPPOSITION THIS PARAGRAPH, NOR COULD 

THEY INCLUDE THIS PARAGRAPH PRINCIPLES WHICH CONTRARY TO THAT 

OF MAY 11 DRAFT. 


38. WANG SAID SECOND PARAGRAPH DEALT WITH QUESTION WE HAD 
DISCUSSED VERY LONG TIME, THIS PARAGRAPH THEY HAD ENDEAVORED * 
PARTICULARLY ACCOMMODATE MY REQUIREMENT BY STATING WE SHOULD 
SETTLE DISPUTES TWO COUNTRIES TAIWAN AREA THROUGH PEACEFUL 
NEGOTIATIONS, WAS THIS NOT PRECISELY REQUEST | HAD MADE 
REPEATEDLY? OUTSIDE TAIWAN AREA WAS THERE OTHER DISPUTE 

BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES WHICH EVEN GRAVER THAN THAT TAIWAN AREA? 

DID |! SAY SPECIFIC REFERENCE TAIWAN AREA THEY MADE IN MAY 11 DRAFT 
DID NOT ACCOMMODATE US REQUEST? 


39. WANG SAID | HAD ALLEGED MAY 1) DRAFT CONSTITUTED 
RETROGRESSION, DOES US*® DESIRE REFERENCE TAIWAN AREA DRAFT 
MAY 11 BE REMOVED FROM PARAGRAPH? 


40, WANG SAID THIRD PARAGRAPH DEALT WITH PRACTICAL FEASIBLE 

MEANS REALIZATION DESIRE EXPRESSED PREVIOUS PARAGRAPHS FOR PEACEFUL 
RESOLUTION DISPUTES TWO COUNTRIES, DEALT WITH QUESTION SEEKING 
ASCERTAINING WITHIN GIVEN TIME PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS IN SPIRIT 
DECLARATION, WAS THIS NOT VERY REASONABLE PARAGRAPH? DID WE 
INTEND DELIBERATELY DRAG ON TALKS WITHOUT RESOLVING ISSUES? 


4i. WANG SAID IT IN THIS SENSE HE AGAIN EXPRESSED HOPE 1! WOULD 
MAKE FURTHER STUDY HIS DRAFT SO WE ABLE BRING ABOUT IDENTITY 
VIEWS AND SAID AGREEMENT THIS BASIS TO ENABLE US GET AHEAD THESE 
TALKS... 


CONF | DENT IAL 





Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


— «> > . 


- 
<—~ - 
f ‘ 





ee 
————— - 








CONF IDENT IAL 
-3- 1903, MAY 17, 11 PM (SECTION FOUR OF FIVE) 


42, | SAID | HAD EXPLAINED WHY | FELT THIS DRAFT WAS 
RETROGRESSION RATHER THAN ADVANCE IN TALKS, IT APPEARED 

BE IN SUBSTANCE ONLY REITERATION WANG!'S POSITION FROM 
BEGINNING THESE TALKS THAT THERE BE HELD FOREIGN MINISTERS MEETING 
RESPECT TAIWAN, WHILE AT SAME TIME RESERVING HIS GOVT OPINION 
USING FORCE THAT AREA, THAT WAS POSITION WHICH COULD NOT AND 
NEVER WOULD BE ACCEPTED MY GOVT. MY GOVT WOULD NOT NEGOTIATE 
UNDER THREAT FORCE, ONCE FORCE CLEARLY UNAMBIGUOUSLY BEEN 
RENOUNCED MY GOVT WOULD NEGOTIATE GOOD FAITH. APRIL 19 

DRAFT ACCOMPLISHED THAT PURPOSE, | HOPED AT NEXT MEETING 
WANG COULD RECONSIDER MATTER FROM THIS STANDPOINT. ! HAD 
NOTHING FURTHER ON THIS. 


43, WANG SAID | HAD STATED DRAFT MAY 11 CONTAINED 

AMBIGUITIES AND THAT THEY HAD ULTERIOR INTENTIONS OR MOTIVES 

IN THAT DRAFT AND THAT THERE DISCREPANCY BETWEEN DRAFT AND 

ITS MEANING. OTHER HAND | ALSO STATED THEIR SIDE FROM BEGINNING 
TALKS HAD MAINTAINED POSITION FOR HOLDING FONMINS CONFERENCE 

FOR SETTLEMENT DISPUTES TWO COUNTRIES. 
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FROM JOHNSON 


44 WANG SAID SITUATION WHERE COUNTRY ALREADY USED FORCE 
AGAINST ANOTHER AND SITUATION WHERE COUNTRY PREPARING USE 
FORCE~{-THESE TWO QUITE DIFFERENT MATTERS, 


i 45. WANG SAID IT QUITE TRUE THEY ALWAYS MAINTAINED 

@ PRINCIPLE SET FORTH THIRD PARAGRAPH MAY 11, THAT IS WE SHOULD 

SEEK PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS SETTLEMENT DISPUTES AND THIS 
INCLUDED HOLDING FONMIN CONFERENCE, THUS DRAFT MAY 11 AND 

INTENT AND POSITION THEIR SIDE CONSISTENT EACH OTHER AND 
QUITE CLEAR, THUS CONSISTENT FOREIGN WANG*S COUNTRY--ACT IONS 
AND WORDS IDENTICAL AND CONSISTENT EACH OTHER, THERE NOTHING 
HIDDEN BETWEEN LINES THESE PARAGRAPHS, RESPECT HOLDING FONMIN 
CONFERENCE HE UNDERSTOOD FROM MY PREVIOUS STATEMENTS | NEVER 
REFUSED OR REJECTED THIS POSITION THEIR SIDE, 


46. WANG SAID HE ALSO HOPED WOULD BE ABLE RECONSIDER DRAFT 
AND DO SOMETHING AT NEXT MEETING TO GET AHEAD IN TALKS, THAT 
ALL HE HAD ON THIS, 


47, | SAID | HAD NOTHING FURTHER ON THAT, HOWEVER, | DID 
WANT NOTE IT NOW LACKING THREE DAYS OF FIVE MONTHS SINCE | 
ANY AMERICANS RELEASED BY #!'S COUNTRY, IF THERE TO BE IMPROVE} 
MENT RELATIONS, 13 AMERICANS REMAINING PRISON MUST BE RELEASED, 
AS UNDERTAKEN BY HIS GOVERNMENT SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT, 


48, 1 SAID | WOULD MOVE HE WOULD BE ABLE DO MORE THAN BEEN 
DONE IN PAST IN IMPRESSING HIS AUTHORITIES OVERRIDING 
IMPORTANCE THIS, 1! WOULD SAY NO MORE ON THIS THIS MORNING, 
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4g, WANG SAID HE ALSO HOPED | WOULD BE ABLE GIVE HIM 
INFORMATION ABOUT CHINESE IMPRISONED US SO AS IMPROVE 


RELATIONS BETWEEN US, THEY HOPED US GOVERNMENT WOULD 
GTVE SERIOUS ATTENTION THIS QUESTION, THIS ALSO UNDER- 


TAKEN BY US_IN OUR AGREEMENT, 











50. | ASKED IF NEXT THURSDAY, MAY 4 SATISFACTORY, 


. WANG AGREED, 
GOWEN 
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As we stated in our telegram to you, we consider Wang's new draft 
a retrogression from his December 1 draft and extremely danrerous. 
Judge Phleger is of the opinion that the Commmists now realize that 
they came within an ace of arreeing to a formula that would have tied 
: their hands. They are now taking care to protect themselves more fully. 


| It is noteworthy that the Communists worked into the first para- 
eraph of their new draft two of their five "principles of peaceful 

f coexistence" which have formed the basis of joint declarations with 

‘ India, Surma and other states. Judging from Wang's efforts at the 

last meeting to cet you to comment on this paragraph, they are hoping 
to demonstrate that we reject these principles and thus harbor the 
intention of interfering in their internal affairs ani encroaching on 

i | their territorial interrity. This would strengthen their position 

: "7 vis-a-vis the neutralist states. Of course, we cannot accept paragraph 
. one without, in effect, recognizing the P2C, It was for this reason 

' that we asked you to try to get back to our April 19 draft as a basis 

] for discussion, rather than comment in detail on the Communist draft. 


of the United States 
St? Gd Zl 301 


4 It may be sicnificant that the Communists selected two months as 

‘ the period during which arrangements for a foreign ministers!’ conference 
should be cormleted. Allowing a few weeks to reach agreement on their 

draft, the two months would carry the meetines through the completion 

of a full year and beyond the time of Nehru's visit here. It is 

possible tnat they are looking tovard a break-off around that time if 

no procress is rade. 
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We have been debating whether to ask O'Neill to make new represen- 
tations in Peiping. We had a copy of a despatch from him last Friday 
in which he discusses the advisability of such a move. The principal 
reason we have hesitated to go ahead is that we believe Clifford and 
| Phillips both have three-year sentences which will be up about mid-June 

| if the Communists follow tieir usual procedure of making them retroactive 

-~ to the date of arrest. If we should present a strong note to the 
Communists via O'Neill just at this time it might cause them to delay 
the release of these t¥o so that it wouldn't appear that the release 





The Honorable 
LF xe U, Alexis Johnson, 
\ American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
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came about as a result of “pressure”. We would appreciate having your 
— views on this. 


= We have still been unable to reach complete agreement wth the 

oe representatives cf the sixteen regarding action to be taken on the NNSC. 
7 Some progress has been made, All agree that the conference on Korea 

} should be rejected, in the absence of any evidence that the Commnists 





have changed their attitude. All have now accepted, in principle, the 

necessity of unilateral action to remove the NNSC to the demilitarized 
* zone. Difference of opinion now revolves around the timing and form 
of this action. The Commonwealth countries and France are holding out 
for an interval between announcing our proposed action in the MAC and 
carrying it out. The interval proposed rances from six or seven days 
to five weeks. We have been trying to cect agreement on reducing the 
interval or, better still, eliminating it, as we fear that we will just 
be providing the Commmists with an opportunity to make propaganda and 
work on the neutralists during the interval. Also, there is the constant 
danger of incidents in Korea during such a period. There will probably 
be another meeting of the sixteen this week to reach final agreement. 





: We have now received the second section of the #, L. White report 

on Communist treatment of PUl's, There is more to come. If wecan . 

| pet more copies we will send you one - so far Defense has furnished only 

( one copy for all interested offices in the Department. Mr. doover asked 
for an evaluation of the project to date and there is enclosed a memormdm 
from Dill Sebald to him giving our views, 


of the United States 


We have sent you a copy of a memorandum prepared for Mr. Robertson 
reporting on the latest developments in Congress relating to imorisoned 
Americans. Interest in this subject aprears to be mounting and it ray 
not be vossible much longer to discourage the interested cormittees 
from holding public hearings. 


in 
——e 


one 


ee REESE MREMELITELELLS 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


ete 


I have just returned from a weeks' leave, which I took to spend 
with my Father in Alabama on the occasion of his birthday. I have not 

i yet had a chance to bring myself fully abreast of developments since I 

y left Washington on May 10. The foregoing waa drafted entirely by 

Ralph Clough, who was in charge of CA «hile I was away. He kept in cloe 
touch with Robertson, Phleger and Sebald, and participated in a meeting 
with the Secretary on May 15. What he has written above has my full 
concurrence. The Secretary personally approved the instructions for the 
neeting of May 17. 
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SECRET 


I suppose Helenka Osborn will be in Geneva beforo this letter 
arrives. I trust her arrival will improve matters for you as well 
as for Dave. 


Regards and good wishes, 
Sincerely, 


Walter P, McConaughy 


Enclosures! 


1. Memo from Nr. Sebald to Mr. Hoover 

2. Meetings of 16 (May 7 and 1h) 

3. Despatch fron 0'Neill a ae Mle 4 

oe © 4 2 nai ghicces thy iow. 4 wii 2/7 js J ) 
ee. (Cencrstarvts ve see. J 
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; oe 6/3 Department of State 
INDICATE: £) COUscT ; ~ 
—" Wien iselen ‘S53 iD: 2s 7: 6 37 i 
SENT TOtAmconsul GENEVA PRIOHITY WZOZZF 
FOR JOHNSON 
| Lunar DISTRIBUTION 
i Guidance for May 2), meeting. Ege? 
1. We consider best counter to Communist kay 11 draft to be pos tatenegt 
our position. Go back to our original October 8 proposal and restate 5 
| reasons why US seeks renunciation force. Again place on record our purpose) 
to remove threat military force, not to require either party acquiesce in = | 
policies of other. Point out our April 19 revision Wang's draft ancaigll 
drawn accompbish this purpose and no other. i 
2. While you should avoid being draw into specific comment on a) 
Communist draft, particularly paragraph 1, you should probe further into is 
meaning of two-month limitation paragraph three, along lines you took 3 
May 11. As we understand Communist position they are offering renunciation 
~ force only for period of negotiations. If negotiations fail within two $3 
oon months achieve solution satisfactory to Communists or agreement on = 
| . Foreign Ministers Conference or if Foreig Ministers Conference fails 
5 | FE reach settlement on Communist terms, renunciation force would lapse. 
bats. Roofer This is not a renunciation force. ‘enunciation force is pledze such as 
‘ that taken by UN members not to use force except in self-defense. Pledge 
has no time limit. Present Communist proposal appears to be agreeuent 
\  yefrain from using f ted period only unless dispute in whi oa 
~ 
x 











FEAQQE coupirer 5/22/56 Walter S, Robertson 
/ ange 


FE = Mr. Sebald 
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they have threatened force is resolved in their favor. 





3. if Wang continues base his argumentation om allegations US has 





= used force against Taiwan and seized it you should take appropriate 
, opportunity repudiate these falsehoods in addition to pointing out 


Wang is going beyond question renunciation force into substance dispute. 


4. FYI Department commends your adroit drawing out of Wang on 
applicability Agreed Announcement to prisoners. Investigations of INS . 
indicate high probability responsible Federal and State authorities 
agreeable release all Chinese alien prisoners for immediate deportation. 

If deportation decided upoh, procedure desirgsd which would bring maximum 
leverage on Chinese Communists to release imprisoned Americans and 
bring us tactical benefits Geneva. We intend avoid any compromise of 


principle, but are mindful convicted felons not entitled same civil rights 


of the United States 


as law abiding alien residents. 
Following courses appear to be available: 
a.X. Deport compulzor{ly to Mainland China all Chinese alien criminals 


who came from there. 
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b.2. Inform Chinese alien prisoners individually of Agreed Announcement 
and tell them they may apply for parole and immediate voluntary 
deportation Mainland China if they wish. If this course followed, we 


would have to decide whether Indian Exbassy representatives would be 


allowed 


11200 


SECRET 








Classtfication 








Page__3 _of telegram to__ Amconsul GENEVA 








SECRET 
Classification 
allowed interview prisoners to verify prisoners’ decision and satisfy 
themselves it freely arrived at. In order obtain masimum bargaining 
and public relations benefit, we would clearly have to permit Indians 





— _ interview all prisoners,although not desirable in some respects to allow 


oops | 


representatives of Chinese Communist interests to interview Chinese 


prisoners who have not expressed any interest in returning to mainland. 
It may be 


that most if not virtually all would reject voluntary 
deportation. ) 


c. Take no action on prisoners except possibly in cases where 





they appeal to Indian Enbassy of their own volition for return to 
Communist China. 


Gd. Refuse to take any action on prisoners in any event on thesis 
that Agreed Announcement does not apply to common criminals convicted 


of the United States 


of offenses involving moral turpitude. 


If we should take action PEERH Yo these criminals, question 


whether to demand reciprocity for our imprisoned nationals would arise. 





Should we endeavor to obtain balancing quid pro quo from Chinese 


ee 
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Communists for every action taken by us? We could make offer to deport 
; all Chinese prisoners contingent upon simultaneous deportation of all 
imprisoned Americans. Also could equate visits by Indian Embassy 
representatives to Chinese prisoners with visits by British Enbassy 


representatives to American prisoner8. Or we could refuse to descend 


es a 
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ADS CUE 








to trading tactics, seeking place added moral pressure on Communists 


by keeping our action on higher plane independent of Chinese Communist 
transgressions. . 


Your detailed evaluation these courses and any variants which you 
may wish comment on, with your recommendations, are invited in time for 
formulation your instructions for next meeting. While effect each 
proposal on prospects of American prisoners and on future course of 


negotiations should be carefully assessed, also bear in mind effect on 
our public position in event of break off. 


ye- 
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FROM JOHNSON 


1. TWO HOUR 25 MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING, WANG OPENED 
WITH PREPARED STATEMENT AGAIN REJECTING APRIL 19 DRAFT AND 
‘ ADVOCATING MAY 11 DRAFT PARA BY PARA, SAID "MUTUAL RESPECT" 
‘ CLAUSE REPLACES "SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE WHICH EMBODIES ULTERIOR 
MOTIVE" TO JUSTCFY CONTINUED US SE!ZURE TAIWAN AND INTERFERENCE 
IN LIBERATION OFFSHORE ISLANDS, SECOND PARA WAS "MORE 
CONSP | CUOUS" ACCOMMODATION TO OUR VIEWS BY MAKING IT SPECIFIC 
THAT PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES WITHOUT THREAT OF FORCE 
APPLIES TO TAIWAN AREA, WITH RESPECT TO “ELSEWHERE” ARE 
THERE ANY "REAL AND NOT IMAGINARY OTHER DISPUTES WHICH FINDS 
CHINA AND US FACING EACH OTHER AS PARTIES INTERNATIONAL DIS- 
PUTE?" WITH RESPECT THIRD PARA SHOULD BE ACCEPTABLE AS | 
HAD NOT OPPOSED HOLDING FONMIN CONFERENCE AND | HAD SAID THIS 
US NOT DES!ROUS PERPETUATE DANGER IN TAIWAN AREA, "MUST 
TWO OF US SIT HERE AND GO ON TALKING WITHOUT AN END? PRC 


tie 
CANNOT BE LEFT WITHOUT ASSURANCE FONMIN MEETING IF TAIWAN | S*3 
AREA TO BE MENTIONED, 


* 2, IN REPLY | IMPLIEDLY CHARACTERIZED THEIR MAY 11 DRAFT : ; 





of the United States 


Ce 


z 
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AS WILLINGNESS RENOUNCE FORCE FOR TWO MONTHS; AS WILLINGNESS 
RENOUNCE FORCE ONLY ON CONDITION FONMIN MEETING; AS WILLINGNES 
RENOUNCE FORCE ONLY ON CONDITION DISPUTES SETTLED ENTIRELY 
ON THEIR TERMS ON FAILURE WHICH THEY HELD SELVES FREE RENEW *<. 4 
THREAT OF FORCE, ALSO REFERRED BACK HIS STATEMENT AT LAST sty 

Ay MEETING ON PREPARATIONS BY PRC FOR USE OF FORCE CHARACTERIZING. : 

f ~§=—s« IT AS SHOCKING AND DISTURBING AND NOT ONLY NO ADVANCE FROM 
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CORRECTION ISSUED: 5/28/56, 
-2- 1925, MAY 2h, 3 P.M., FROM GENEVA, CORRECTED PAGE 2 1:45 AM. 


PRC POS!TION PRIOR THESE TALKS BUT EVEN RETROGRESSION FROM., 
POSITION TAKEN BY CHOU AT BANDUNG, CONCENTRATING ON LAST #~ 
PARA SAID MENTION TWO MONTHS THERE CONTAINED DEFINITE ® ~— oe 
IMPLICATION RESORT TO FORCE IF NO AGREEMENT REACHED IN THAT «>. 
PERIOD AND THiS CONTRADICTORY WITH PROFESSION DESIRE FOR 
PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS, EXPRESSED REGRET HE HAD NOT THIS 
MORNING OR PREVIOUSLY CLARIFIED THIS CONTRADICTION, 


‘ 
* 





3. THERE WAS THEN LONG AND DIFFUSE GIVE-AND-~TAKE DURING , ~°*. . »acem 
WHICH | CHARACTERIZED FUNDAMENTAL: ISSUE AS THEIR UN. ~ ere 
WILLINGNESS UNCONDITIONALLY AND WITHOUT TIME LIMIT RENOUNCE... 
FORCE AND HE CHARACTERIZED FUNDAMENTAL ISSUE AS US USE OF - 
FORCE IN OCCUPATION TAIWAN, | REFUTED LATTER ALLEGATION 

WITH STRONG RESTATEMENT OUR POSITION, ALSO CAME BACK TO OUR’ 
APRIL 19 DRAFT AS CLEAREST EXPRESSION RENUNCIATION FORCE (3 '. * “os, 

IN FORM MEETING BOTH POINTS VIEW, HE ATTEMPTED INTERPRET! ky es 
MY CONCENTRATION ON "TWO MONTHS" LAST PARA AS INDICATING | = A fece 
ACCEPTANCE OTHER TWO PARAS AND REPEATEDLY. TRIED.NEEDLE- ME Psat an 
INTO SPECIFICALLY COMMENTING ON FIRST~PARA,” “IN CONTEXT. * T¥< Re oS 
INVITING ME MAKE AMENDMENTS MAY 11 DRAFT HE IMPLIED MY 
CONTINUED FLAT REJECTION THAT DRAFT AS BASIS DISCUSSION 
WOULD "FORCE THEM CONSIDER" MAKING IT PUBLIC, 





4, AT CLOSE MEETING | NOTED MINER*S RELEASE FIVE YEARS ° AFTER Ra 2 sag? 


arvenveiite GRATIFIED HE FINALLY RELEASED AND HOPED THIS 
PORTENDED EARLY RELEASE OTHER AMERICANS STILL DETAINED, ° 
WANG REPLIED ENTIRELY DEFENSIVELY SIMPLY SAYING WAS NOT 


"ENTIRELY" PRC FAULT AND MADE NO MENTION WHATEVER CHINESE . 
IN US, 


5e NEXT MEETING THURSDAY nay v 3H. ee 


= 
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Rec'd: : 
FE MAY 25, 1956 as 

FROM: GENEV | F 

- ENEVA iti AY OF f¢ 4S 0PArsigneg to Chk» 
10: Secretary of State = °° AFIAIRS Action Taken ~% 

aumaan, =3 
? NO: 1928, MAY 25, 5 P.M. han eee of 

/ Date of Action Fg 
| LIMIT DISTRUBUTION Action O-rice symyo) a 


« Pdus 


Nam 
FROM JOHNSON we? Of Officor | 


“irection to D 
RE PARA 4 AND FOLLOWING DEPTEL 2023. C/R 


1. STRONGLY FAVOR COURSE B WITH INDIAN EMBASSY 
REPRESENTATIVES PERMITTED TO INTERVIEW ALL PRISONERS OR 
AT LEAST THOSE NOW ELECTING RETURN TO MAINLANDI, SUGGEST 
THIS ACTION BE TAKEN WITHOUT PRIOR DEMAND ON CHICOMS FOR 
QUID PRO QUO BUT SUBSEQUENTLY USE TO MAXIMUM ADVANTAGE 


THIS UNDERMINING OF THEIR PUBLIC POSITION ON IMPRISONED 
AMERICANS. 


— 


of the United States 


2. FEAR COURSE A WOULD PROBABLY INVOLVE US IN SERIOUS 
PROBLEMS BOTH DOMESTICALLY AND WITH GRC. MIGHT GIVE RISE 


TO COURT ACTIONS AND WOULD IN END PROVE TO BE VERY DIFFICULT 
'F NOT !MPOSS!BLE TO CARRY THROUGH. 


96Se-S/<6°119 
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3. COURSE C APPEARS BE ONLY CONTINUATION OUR PRESENT —{ ) : 
COURSE OF ACTION. >, 
1 4. COURSE D CANNOT BUT TEND SUPPORT CHICOM. PUBLIC POSITION =~ te 
WITH RESPECT IMPRISONED AMERICANS. = v ey 
c) .. 
ti > ’ 
5. BELIEVE THAT ADVANTACES UNDER COURSE B OF PERMITTING ZB o 
INDIANS INTERVIEW /i.L PRISONERS FAR OUTWEIGH DISADVANTAGES. r- 2° 
BELIEVE WE CAN MAINTAIN VALID DISTINCTION BETWEEN OUR TAKING D1 - 
INITIATIVE PERMIT INDIANS INTERVIEW PRISONERS AND INDIANS tl ea 
@& TAKING INITIATIVE INTERVIEW FREE PERSONS WHO HAVE NOT | wks 
-™ ASKED FOR THEIR ASSISTANCE. FIRST IT DOES MAXIMUM > yar 
FORESTALL POSSIBILITY CHICOM ALLEGATION SOME AMERICAN re a 
PERMANENT 
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-2- 1928, MAY 25, 11 P.M., FROM GENEVA 


PRISONERS DO NOT DESIRE RETURN AND NOT PERMITTING VERIFICATION 
BY UK. THIS WOULD BE PARTICULARLY IMPORTANT IF AS 
SUGGESTED IN DEPTEL MOST IF NOT VIRTUALLY ALL CHINESE 
PRISONERS MIGHT REJECT VOLUNTARY DEPORTATION. IN THIS 
EVENT WITHOUT ADVANTAGES INDIAN VERIFICATION COURSE B 
COULD WELL BE ACTUALLY COUNTERPRODUCTIVE. INDIAN VERIFICATION 
WOULD OF COURSE ALSO MARKEDLY IMPROVE OUR PUBLIC POSITION. 
IN THIS. CONNECTION BELIEVE .1T IMPORTANT’ NOTE CHICOMS WILL 
RESPOND TH!S MOVE ON OUR PART BY RELEASE ADDITIONAL AMERICANS 
ONLY BECAUSE CONSIDERATIONS THEIR PUBLIC POSITION. 


“ie 


6. SUGGEST BEST TACTIC WOULD BE SIMULTANEOUSLY INFORM 
WANG HERE AND INDIANS THAT ALL PRISONERS HAVE AT ALL TIMES 
REEN FREE COMMUNICATE WITH INDIAN EMBASSY IF THEY FELT AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT APPLICABLE TO THEM AND THEY DESIRED RETURN. WE 
HAVE THUS FULFILLED OUR OBLIGATIONS UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
WE UNDERSTAND THUS FAR NONE HAVE IN FACT COMMUNICATED WITH 
| INDIAN EMBASSY.  NEVERTHELLESS IN VIEW WANGS STATEMENTS 
¥ | WE HAVE CARRIED OUT CAREFUL INVESTIGATION ALL PRISONS TO 

\ INDENTIFY CHINESE IMPRISONED. THIS NECESSARY BECAUSE NO 
CHINESE IMPRISONED ON POLITICAL TYPE CHARGES BECAUSE HIS 
RACE, NATIONALITY OR POLITICAL BELIEFS BUT ONLY FOR 
COMMON CRIMES. IN ORDER REMOVE ANY VESTIGE QUESTION 
OUR PERFORMANCE UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, EACH OF 
THESE PERSONS HAS NOT ONLY INDIVIDUALLY BEEN INFORMED 
OF AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT BUT HAS NOW SPECIFICALLY BEEN 
INFORMED THAT IF HE DESIRES TO DO SO HE MAY APPLY FOR 
PAROLE AND VOLUNTARY DEPORTATION TO MAINLANDs PROMPT 
ACTION WILL BE TAKEN UPON ANY SUCH APPLICATION. INDIANS 
WILL BE INFORMED OF ANY SUCH DEPORTEES AND IF INDIANS 
DESIRE ARRANGEMENTS WILL BE MADE FOR THEM TO INTERVIEW 
SUCH PERSONS. ARRANGEMENTS WILL ALSO BE MADE FOR INDIANS 
INTERVIEW PRISONERS OF CHINESE NATIONALITY WHO DO NOT 
APPLY FOR SUCH PAROLE AND DEPORTATION. 
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{- SUGGEST THAT AT SAME TIME WE INFORM GRC OF ACTION BEING TAKEN 
BUT DO NOT GIVE ACTION ANY PUBLICITY AT THIS TIME, TREATING IT 
AS ONLY FURTHER ROUTINE STEP WITH RESPECT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
ALSO SUGGEST | INFORM WANG IN STRAIGHT MANNER WITHOUT COUPLING 
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ACTION WITH DEMANDS RESPECTING IMPRISONED AMERICANS. CHICOMS 
WILL BE QUICK TO REALIZE HOW MUCH THIS WILL UNDERCUT THEIR 
PUBLIC POSITION AND WILL BE QUICKER TO CORRECT THAT POSITION 
BY ADDITIONAL RELEASES AMERICANS IF PRESENTED IN THIS MANNER 
THAN IF COUPLED WITH DEMANDS OR PUBLIC PRESSURES. 
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FROM JOHNSON ‘vection to DC/R 





COMMENTS TODAYS MEETING. 


NO PARTICULARLY NOTEWORTHY DEVELOPMENT OR CHANGE IN 
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‘: TODAYS MEETING EXCEPT SOMEWHAT STRENGTHENED RENEWAL OF o 
3} "STALLING" THEME BY WANG. i 
~ @ 
WY 
z H!S STATEMENT PARA 41 LONGTEL MIGHT CONTAIN SOME ‘O 
s IMPLICATION (PARTICULARLY ARISING FROM CHOICE EXACT ON 
s CHINESE WORDS USED) THAT ALL AMERICANS WOULD BE RELEASED a 
@ ON SUCCESSFUL COMPLETION TWO MONTHS NEGOTIATIONS MENT 1ONED 
rs MAY 11 DRAFT. FELT BEST TACTIC TODAY WAS IGNORE THREAT hy 
y= GO TO PUBLIC RATHER THAN INDICATE ANY CONCERN BY TAKING NOTE is 
OF IT. ol 
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FROM JOHNSON tirsetion te DO/R —_— 


1. WANG OPENED 48TH TODAY PREPARED STATEMENT: THEIR SIDE 
MADE MANY EFFORTS SINCE BEGINNING TALKS ON ISSUANCE DECLARATION. 
HOWEVER IT CLEAR US SIDE STILL BENT REQUIRING ABANDONMENT 
CHINA SOVEREIGN RIGHTS FREEZING S*ATUS QUO TAIWAN AREA. THIS 
WHAT THEY COULD NEVER ACCEPT. _MY DRAFT APRIL 19 APPARENTLY 

O DESIGNED INDUCE THEM ACQUIESCE UNREASONABLE DEMAND. AS HE 
REPEATEDLY TOLD ME THEY ABSOLUTELY COULD NOT ACCEPT DRAFT. 





2. WANG SAID THEIR MAY 11. MET COMMON REQUIREMENTS BOTH 
SIDES. ENTIRELY REASONABLE AND REPRESENTED FURTHER IMPORTANT 
EFFORT THEIR SIDE MAKE PROCSESS. NO AMOUNT TERMS USED BY Me 

: SUCH AS AMBIGUOUS RETROGRISSION COULD DEGRADE THAT DRAFT THEIR 


SIDE. 





of the United States 
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; 3. WANG SAID FIRST FARA INTRODUCES PRINCIPLE MUTUAL 

| RESPECT TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY SOVEREIGNTY NON-INTERFERENCE 

{ INTERNAL AFFAIRS, WHICH RECOGNIZED BY ALL PEACE=LOVING STATES. 
THIS' REPLACED SELF-DEFENSE CLAUSE MY DRAFT WH!ICH EMBODIED 
ULTERIOR MOTIVE JUSTIFYING CONTINUED SEIZURE TAIWAN INTERFERENCE 
LIBERATION OFFSHORE ISLANDS. THIS AMENDMENT UNDOUBTEDLY PUTS 
DRAFT ON FIRMER BASIS. WOULD HAVE THOUGHT US COULD NOT STAND A 
THAT AMENDMENT FOR IF SO WE WOULD MAKE PEOPLE SUSPEGT OUR AIM 
PRECISELY TO SEEK CONTINUED SEIZURE TAIWAN INTERFERENCE 
LIBERATION OFFSHORE ISLANDS. HOW COULD WE EXPECT THIS 

POSITON ACCEPTED THEIR SIDE? 








T TVEWIZERINOO 


4. WANG SAID 2ND PARA IT EVEN MORE CONSPICUOUS THEIR 
SIDE ACCOMMODATING US VIEWS IN MAKING PRINCIPLE PEACEFUL 


—; 
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SETTLEMENT DISPUTES WITHOUT RESORT THREAT USE FORCE 
SPECIFICALLY APPLY TAIWAN AREA. THIS SPECIFIC PROVISION 
NEW DRAFT ACCOMMODATION MY REPEATED REQUESTS. HOWEVER | 
AMBIGUOUSLY RAISED SO-CALLED QUESTION “ELSEWHERE”. HE FOUND 
— 1T HARD FOLLOW MY LOGIC. PERHAPS | COULD SUGGEST SOME REAL 
3 WOT IMAGINARY DISPUTE WHERE CHINA US FACED EACH OTHER AS 
} PARTIES INTERNATIONAL DISPUTE, WHICH EVEN GRAVER THAN 
TAIWAN AREA DISPUTE. 





5- WANG SAID 3RD PARA SPECIFIED PRACTICAL FEASIBLE 

MEANS SETTLEMENT DISPUTES TWO COUNTRIES TAIWAN AREA 

SHOULD BE DECIDED WITHIN TWO MONTHS, AND SPECIFIC ARRANGEMENTS 
THIS PARA SHOULD BE ACCEFTABLE BOTH SIDES. HE HAD ALL 

ALONG UNDERSTOOD 1 NEVER OPPOSED HOLDING FMC FOR SETTLEMENT 
DISPUTES. 


-°--—————— 


6.. WANG SAID AT LAST MEETING | !NDICATED CID NOT DESIRE 
PERPETUATE DANGEROUS SITUATION TAIWAN AREA. IF SO WHY OPPOSE 
TIME LIMIT? MUST TWO OF US SIT HERE GO ON TALKING WITHOUT 
=ND? 


la 


of the United States 
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~~ WANG SAID AT LAST MEETING | ALSO ALLEGED NEW DRAFT 
CONSTITUTED RETROGRESS!ION FROM DEC 1 DRAFT’. HE FAILED SEE 
BASIS THAT ALLEGATION. | WOULD CERTAINLY RECALL HIS 

REMARKS 39TH MEETING. WHAT HE SAID WAS IF WE DESIRED HAVE 
REFERENCE TAIWAN MUST ALSO AGREE SPECIFIC REFERENCE FMC. 
OTHERWISE THEIR SIDE LEFT WITHOUT ASSURANCE. REFERENCE FMC IN 
MAY 11 COULD NOT BE OBSCURED. 
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8. WANG SAID HE SURE HE MADE THOROUGHLY CLEAR ONLY NEW 

4 DRAFT REASONABLE ACCOMMODATION POSITION BOTH SIDES. WOULD HOPE 
, | COULD REACH AGREEMENT WITH HIM ON MAY 11 DRAFT. NOW LET US 
STALL NO LONGER. 





9. 4.REPLIED AS HAD SAID IN PAST MTGS FUNDAMENTAL !SSUE 
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NOW FACING US WAS WHETHER HIS GOVERNMENT WILLING RENOUNCE 
USE FORCE TAIWAN AREA AS WELL AS ELSEWHERE AS FIRST STEP 
TOWARD PEACEFUL DISCUSSION. 


10. | SAID THIS DID NOT MEAN RENOUNCE USE FORCE FOR 

LIMITED PERIOD SUCH AS TWO MONTHS, BUT WITHOUT TIME LIMIT. 

NOT TO RENOUNCE USE FORCE ONLY ON CONDITION THERE BE 

SOME PARTICULAR SINGLE FORM NEGOTIATTONS AGREED ON SUCH AS 

FMC BLT RATHER SEEK PCACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES. NOT RENOUNCE 
USE FORCE ONLY ON CONDITION DISPUTES INVARIABLY SETTLED 
ENTIRELY ON ONES OWN TERMS, ON FAILURE WHICH ONE HELD SELF‘ 
FREE RENEW THREAT FORCE. RATHER AS HAD ALL RESPONSIBLE GOVTS, 
AGREE ABIDE BY PROCESSES AND RESULTS PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT. 

TO DO SO DID NOT REQUIRE ONE ACQUIESCE OR AGREE POLICIES OR 
VIEWS OF OTHERS ANY MORE HAN WHEN OTHERS HAD DONE SO THEY 

HAD ACQUIESCED OR AGREED WITH POLICIES OF OTHER PARTY WITH 
WHICH THEY DID NOT AGREE. 


11. | SAID | HAD HOPED HIS GOVT ACCEPTED THOSE PRINCIPLES. 
SINCE LAST OCTOBER HAD BEEN SEEKING HIS AGREEMENT STATEMENT 
CLEARLY SAYING NOTHING MORE LESS THAN THIS. | BEEN MAKING 
EVERY EFFORT GO FAR AS POSSIBLY COULD MEETING HIS POINT VIEW 
WITHOUT VIOLATING THIS FUNDAMENTAL UNIVERSAL PRINCIPLE. | 
ACCEPTED HIS DEC 1 AS BASIS NEGOTIATION AND OFFERED SUCCESSIVE 
SUGGESTIONS TO ACCOMPLISH PURPOSE. 


GOWEN 
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Es) 
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' 


12, ~~ SAID IT BEEN AND WILL REMAIN MY CONSISTENT 
UNALTERABLE OBJECTIVE OBTAIN AGREEMENT BETWEEN US ON UNCONDITIONAL 
RENUNCIATION FORCE UNAMBIGUOUSLY APPLICABLE TAIWAN AREA 

AS WELL AS ELSEWHERE, BEEN DOING THIS NOT FROM STANDPOINT 

VAGUE THEORY BUT STANDPOINT STARK FACT THAT ONE PARTY THESE 
DISCUSSIONS ASSERTING RIGHT USE AND EVEN THREATENING INITIATE 

USE FORCE THAT AREA, NEITHER HiS STATEMENTS HERE THIS MORNING 

NOR PREVIOUS STATEMENT NOR DRAFT MAY 1] REASSURED ME THIS DID 

C NOT CONTINUE BE CASE, 


‘ Sk IRE, 
rh 2 fp 


13. | SAID NEAR CLOSE LAST MEETING IT MY RECOLLECTION 

THAT IN DISCUSSING TAIWAN ARSA HE REFERRED WHAT HE CALLED 
PREPARATIONS HIS COUNTRY FOR USE FORCE, HOPED HE WOULD CORRECT 
ME IF HAD DRAWN WRONG INFERENCE FROM STATEMENT, HOWEVER, IF 
UNDERSTOOD HIS POSITION CORRECTLY, HIS GOVT NOT ONLY ASSERTED 

IN PRINCIPLE IT FREE USE FORCE IN ORDER OBTAIN SOLUTION MEETING 
UNILATERAL DESIRES BUT iT IN FACT PREPARING USE FORCE ACCOMPLISH 
THIS PURPOSE, 


of the United States 


14, 1. SAID SUCH ASSERTION SHOCKING ANY CONTEXT BUT IN 
CONTEXT NEW DRAFT EVEN MORE DISTURBING REPRESENTING NO 
SLIGHTEST ADVANCE FROM PCSITION HIS GOVT TAKEN PRIOR TALKS, 
IN FACT SEEMED RATHER BE RETROGRESSION FROM POSITION HIS 
s PRIME MINISTER BANDUNG CONFERENCE, 
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156 § SAID |. REGRETTED IN HIS REMARKS MORNING HE DONE 
NOTHING CLARIFY IMPLICATION THIS EFFECT CONTAINED EVEN HIS 

MAY 11, IT DIFFICULT NOT TG READ INTO LAST PARA HIS MAY 11 
IMPLICATION THREAT IN INSISTING THEREIN TWO MONTHtS TIME 

LIMIT ON TALKS, HE SEEMED BE SAYING THAT DRAFT THAT IF WITHIN 
TWO MONTH*S TIME LIMIT NO AGREEMENT COMPLETELY SATISFACTORY 
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HIM REACHED THESE TALKS HE FREE RESORT FORCE, HE SEEMED BE 
SAYING iF NO RESOLUTION OUR DISPUTES HIS TERMS REACHED IN 
NEGOTIATIONS MENTIONED THEREIN HE HELD SELF FREE RENEW THREAT 
FORCE, IT CERTAINLY SELF-CONTRADICTORY FOR HIM SAY DESIRED 
PEACEFUL NEGOTIATION SETTLEMENT AND AT SAME TIME THUS MAINTAIN 
THREAT FORCE, 


16. HE SAID QUESTION BETWEEN US THEREFORE WHETHER HIS 

GOVT WILLING UNAMBIGUOUSLY UNCONDITIONALLY RENOUNCE FORCE 
SETTLEMENT DISPUTES OR WHETHER IT STILL RESERVING SELF 

RIGHT THREATEN USE FORCE, TAKEN IN CONTEXT HIS MAY 11 COULD 
NOT BUT READ INTO LAST PARA THAT DRAFT PARTICULARLY TIME 
LIMIT SET FORTH THEREIN MEANING THAT HIS GOVT RESERVING SELF 
THREAT USE FORCE, MOST EARNESTLY HOPE THIS NOT CASE AND THAT 
HE COULD MORNING CLEAR UP THIS POINT, DID NOT FEEL HIS 
PREVIOUS STATEMENT DONE SO, 


17. WANG SAID COULD NOT AGREE POINTS |. JUST RAISED, 
STARK FACT BETWEEN CHINA-US WHICH ALSO FUNDAMENTAL ISSUE 
BETWEEN THEM WAS US ALREADY USED FORCE AGAINST CHINA OCCUPIED 
TERRITORY TAIWAN, THAT INDISPUTABLE FACT NOT IMAGINARY, IT 
SOLELY THIS ISSUE BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES THAT HINDERED NORMAL 
RELATIONS, 


18, WANG SAID IN DEALING THIS ISSUE THERE MIGHT BE 

VARIOUS METHODS, IT THEIR PRIME MINISTER WHO AT BANDUNG 
PROPOSED HOLDING TALKS CHINA US, THERE HE PROPOSED OUR TWO 
COUNTRIES SIT DOWN HOLD NEGOTIATIONS REACH PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT, 
TODAY THEY JOINED WITH US IN PEACEFUL DISCUSSIONS, THIS 
PRECISELY DEMONSTRATED PEACEFUL INTENTIONS THEIR PART, 


19, WANG SAID IN COURSE TALKS ~ I INCESSANTLY ALLEGED 
CHINA PLANNING USE FORCE AGAINST US, DOING SO 1- DISREGARDED 
FACT US ALREADY USED FORCE AGAINST CHINA THUS USING IMAGINARY 


ARGUMENT DEFENSE MY POSITION, 
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20, WANG SAID CHINESE PEOPLE WOULD NEVER PERMIT OR 

AGREE TO ACTION US USING FORCE AGAINST CHINA OCCUPYING ITS 
TERRITORY, FACT WAS TODAY IT NOT QUESTION CHINAtS FORCES 
OCCUPYING TERRITORY US, IF CHINESE FORCES OCCUPIED US TERRI- 
TORY US WOULD EQUALLY NOT TOLERATE SUCH ACTION, NO COUNTRY 
WOULD TOLERATE USE FORCE AGAINST SOVEREIGN STATE, 


21. WANG SAID PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES CHINA 

US SPECIFICALLY DEMONSTRATED IN QUESTION ISSUANCE DECLARATION, 
IT THEIR SIDE WHICH SUCCESSIVELY MADE OFFERS ACCOMMODA7 ING 
JOINT DESIRES BOTH SIDES, THEY HAD SPECIFIED PRINCIPLE MUTUAL 
RESPECT SOVEREIGNTY TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY, THEY PROPOSED 
PRINCIPLE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES CHINA US SPECIFICALLY 
APPLY TAIWAN AREA, EVEN MORE CONCRETELY THEY SUGGESTED SEEK 
PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS SETTLEMENT DISPUTES TWO COUNTRIES 
WITHIN DEFINITE TIME IN ORDER NOT ALLOW LONG STALLING, 
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22. WANG SAID IF BOTH SICES HAVE COMMON DESIRE PEACEFUL 
SETTLEMENT SHOULD NOT BE DIFFICULT REACH AGREEMENT THIS BASIS. 
TODAY WE SHOULD DIRECT MAIN EFFORTS TO TRY MAKE SUCH 
BECLARATION THUS SHOWING SINCERITY. SHOULD NOT ENGAGE IN 
DISCUSSION IRRELEVANT QUESTIONS WHICH OUTSIDE TEXT ITSELF. 
THIS ESSENTIAL FEATURE THEIR MAY 11 DRAFT. 


23- % REPLIED HAD CONTINUED HOPE HE WOULD NOT INTRODUCE 
MATTERS IRRELEVANT IMMEDIATE ISSUE BEFORE US WHICH WAS 


7 DECLARATION RENUNCIATION FORCE. I HAD CONSISTENTLY 
AVOIDED DOING SO. AS HAD OSTEN SAID QUESTION THIS STAGE 
co NOT DISCUSS MERITS DISPUTES. THAT COULD COME AFTER WE 


UNAMBIGUOUSLY AND UNCONDITIONALLY AGREED WE NOT GOING WAR). ~~ 
ABOUT THEM. 


of the United States 


24. | SAID AS WE BOTH RECOGNIZED WE HAD DIFFERENT VIEWS 
REGARDING NATURE MCILIN DISPUTES PARTICULARLY TAIWAN AREA. 

HE PERSISTENTLY MADE SUCH UNFOUNDED STATEMENTS AS THAT US 
ALREADY USED FORCE AGAINST THEM AND US OCCUPYING TAIWAN. HERE 
" AND IN HIS DRAFTS He SEEMED PERSISTENT INTENTION HAVE ME 
ACCEPT THAT POINT ViEW. IT FALSE AND WORLD KNEW IT FALSE. 
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25. | SAID FACTS ARE TAIWAN LAWFULLY KELD BY GOVERNMENT WITH 
WHICH US LONG RELATIONS AND WHICH RECOGINIZED BY MAJORITY 
GOVERNMENTS WORLD. US HAD SOLEMN TREATY ARRANGEMENTS THAT 
GOVERNMENT ARRANGEMENTS WHICH REGISTERED WITH UN AND WHICH 
FREE AND OPEN FOR ALL WORLD SEE. 


26. | SAID HOWEVER QUESTION AT PRESENT STAGE NOT ONE OF 
RECONCILING OUR POINTS VIEW. QUESTION WAS WHETHER OUR 
c DIFFERENCE VIEWS BE PERMITTED LEAD WAR. US DETERMINED SHOULD 
- NOT DO SO, HAD CONTINUED HOPE HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD SHARE THAT 
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InfO DETERMINATION. | SAID HE HAD OFTEN SPOKEN HERE AND HIS GOVT 

OFTEN SPOKEN OF PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS AND DESIRE PEACEFUL 
SETTLEMENT. GENUINE DESIRE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT NOT DEMONSTRATED 

BY NUMBERS DRAFTS ONE SUBMITTED IN NEGOTIATION BUT DEMONSTRATED 

BY WHETHER ONE REALLY ABANDONS THREAT USE FORCE SETTLEMENT DESPUTES. 
IT ONE THING MAKE STATEMENT ONE DESIRES PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT 

OR PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS AND ANOTHER THING SAY ONE WILL NOT 

USE FORCE SETTLEMENT DISPUTES. FIRST EMPTY WITHOUT SECOND. 








27. i SAID HE SAID COULD NOT AGREE WITH POINTS |! RAISED 

MORNING. MOST FUNDAMENTAL POINT | RAISED WAS THAT IN LAST 

PARAGRAPH HIS DRAFT HE RESERVING SELF ABILITY AGAIN THREATEN 

USE FORCE. IF HE COULD NOT AGREE THAT ASSERTION ‘MY PART WOULD 
r\ APPRECIATE HIS TELLING ME IN WHAT RESPECT | WRONG. 


G 28. WANG REPLIED HE ALREADY STATED THEIR FUNDAMENTAL POINT 
ViEW NATURE ORIGIN DISPUTE BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES. HAD REPEATEDLY 
POINTED OUT PRESENT ISSUE BETWEEN US WAS US ALREADY USED 
FORCE AGAINST HIS COUNTRY AND USED ITS FORCES OCCUPY CHINESE 
TERRITORY. | HAD SIAD THIS UNFOUNDED ALLEGATION. MIGHT HE ASK 
WHETHER US FORCES NOW TAIWAN DROPPED FROM SKY OR ROSE FROM SEA? 


29. WANG SAID | HAD MADE REFERENCE CHIANG KAI-SHEK CLIQUE 
‘ TAIWAN HOWEVER | COULD NOT USE THIS DEFEND POSITION | HOLDING, 
. IN SIMILAR CASE WHEN DURING SINO-JAPANESE WAR JAPAN CREATED 
PUPPET REGIME WANG CHING-WE! BUT JAPANESE COULD NOT JUSTIFY 
- THEIR STAND EITHER. THESE WERE FACTS WHICH COULD NOT BE 
. DISTORTED IN EYES PEOPLE WORLD. 


30. WANG SAID | HAD ALSO REMARKED |! DID NOT DESIRE GO 

WAR SETTLE DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES. HE FELT THIS VERY 
REASON WHY WE NOW MEETING HERE DISCUSSING ISSUANCE DECLARATION 
THIS EFFECT. IF BOTH US WILLING SETTLE DISPUTES PEACEFUL 

MEANS WITHOUT GOING WAR OR THREAT WAR SHOULD DEMONSTRATE DES!RE 
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BY CONCRETE DEEDS AND RAPIDLY REACH AGREEMENT ON JOINT DECLARA- 
TION. 


31. WANG SAID I HAD MADE REPEATED REFERENCES LAST PARA 
THEIR DRAFT. §N LIGHT THIS, MIGHT HE UNDERSTAND WE AGREED 
ON FIRST SECOND PARAS THEIR DRAFT AND ONLY PART REMAINING IN 
QUESTION WAS LAST PARA? HE WOULD HOPE | ABLE ENLIGHTEN HIM 
THIS RESPECT SO WE COULD PROCEED SPEEDILY WITH DEC! ARATION. 


32. | REPLIED HE HAD SAID IF WE BOTH WILLING SETTLE DISPUTES 
WITHOUT GOING WAR OR THREAT WAR SHOULD DEMONSTRATE DESIRE BY 
CONCRETE DEEDS. THAT PRECISELY BEEN MY POINT EVER SINCE 
LAST OCTOBER. THAT PRECISELY STEP HIS GOVERNMENT CONTINUED 
AVOID TAKING. 


33- | SAID FIRST FUNDAMENTAL CONCRETE DEED WAS UNEQUIVOCAL 
UNCONDITIONAL UNAMBIGUOUS STATEMENT WE NOT GOING WAR. OTHER 
WORDS, RENUNCIATION FORCE. THAT WHAT HIS GOVT COINTINUED AVOID 
DOING IN MAY 11 DRAFT. 
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& 34, 1 SAID HAD SPOKEN OF LAST PARA THAT’ DRAFT 'BeCause— 


THAT WHERE THIS [TENT APPEARED MOST GLARING, IT APPEARED 
TO BE RENUNCIATION FORCE FOR TWO MONTH PERIOD, THAT LIKE 
SAYING "I! WILL NOT SHOOT AT YOU FOR TWO MONTHS BUT [F 
AT END TW) MONTHS YOU NOT AGREED WITH ME {f WILL ‘SHOOTTYOU,"" 
SUCH POSIT:ON |! COULD ONLY DESCRIBE AS GROTESQUE IF PRESENTED 
AS RENUNCIATION FORCE, IT RATHER MADE IT THREAT FORCE, AS | 
HAD POINTED OUT APPEARED ME IN COMPLETE CONTRADICTION WITH 

C ASSERTION DESIRE PEACEFUL NEGOTIATION SETTLEMENT, STILL HOPED 

HE COULD CLi-R /P CONTRADICTION, 


35- WANC SAID IF BOTH US HAD SINCERITY IN ADOPTING MAY 11 
ORAFT WOULD SE IMPORTANT STEP ACCELERATING SETTLEMENT DISPUTES 
TWO COUNTRIES. WOULD THeN Be ABLE SHOW WORLD TALKS WE BEEN “ 
CONDUCTING NO. IDLE BUT HAD CONCRETE CONTENT, WOULD BE AeLE 
SHOW WORLD TWO COJHTRICS CENUINELY SINCERE IN DESIRE SETTLE 
DISPUTES BETWEEN THEM PEACEFUL MEANS, 


36. WANG SAID WORLD WOULD CERTAINLY WELCOME GESTURE TWO 
COUNTRIES EXPPRESSING RESOLVE SETTLE GRAVE DISPUTES BETWEEN 
THEM PEACEFUL MEANS, WORLD WOULD SEE OUR TWO COUNTRIES NOT 
ONLY EXPRESSED DESIRE SETTLE DISPUTES BUT ALSO ADOPTED 
CONCRETE STEPS TOWARD THIS END. ANNOUNCEMENT THIS 
DECLARATION WOULD ONLY HAVE THESE GOOD EFFECTS . WOULD NOT 
RAISE DOUBT It! CONNECTION OTHER ISSUES, PEOPLE WOULD WELCOME 
TiMe LIMIT, WOULD NOT HAVE DOUSTS ABOUT IT, 


37¢ WANG SAID WE HAD TALKCD NEARLYY YEAR, SETTING TIME 
LIMIT IN DECLARATIION WOULD 4.L MORE DEMONSTRATE TO US 
GENUINELY SINCERE DESIRE SETTLE PROBLEM, ONLY THOSE WHO 
WILLING EXPRESS DESIRE SETTLE PEACEFULLY DISPUTES BUT WITHOUT 
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PERMANENT CONF IDENTIAL REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
RECORD COPY « This copy must be returnetto RR centratiiles with notat§ih’ nk StHf6it kin « 











of the United States 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


Fe ae en 


CONFIDENTIAL 
-2= 1930, MAY 24, 8 &M, FROM GENEVA (SECTION FOUR OF FIVE), 


INTENTION TAKING CONCRETE STEP WOULD OPPOSE SUCH SPECIFICATION, 
He THEREFORE FELT INCLUSION TIME LIMIT WOULD ONLY HELP RESOLVE 
PROBLEM, WOULD IiCT PREVENT FROM DOING SO, 


38. | REPLIED DESIRABLE THOUGH MIGHT BE PUBLIC GESTURE 
WITHOUT REAL CONTENT COULD EXACERBATE RATHER THAN ASSIST 
SETTLEMENT DIFFERENCES, US INTERESTED IN GENUINE PEACEFUL 
SETTLEMENT DIFFERENCES, IT EXACTLY BECAUSE THIS + SENT HERE, 
EXACTLY BECAUSE THIS | PROPOSED AS FIRST STEP WE MAKE CLEAR 
GOING iSETTLE THOSE DIFFERENCES WITHOUT WAR, J STILL WAITED 
FOR HIS GOVT TAKE THAT FIRST STEP, THAT STEP AND ONLY IT 
COULD DEMONSTRATE WORLD WHO GENUINELY SEEKING PEACEFUL 
SETTLEME!T, 

mf 
39. | SAIS REGRETTED HE CONTINUED AVOID SPECIFIC REPLY 
QUESTIONS | RA{SED--QUESTIONS REGARDING TIME LIMIT ON 
DECLARATION SCT FORTH HIS MAY 11. 


4O, WANG RECALLED IT HIS COUNTRY AT BANDUNG LAST 
YEAR MADE PROPOSAL PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES Two 
COUNTRIES, IT HIS COUNTRY WHICH VOICED THIS PEACEFUL 
INTENTION AS CARLY AS BANDUNG LAST YEAR, 


4i. WANG SAID IT NEARLY ONE YEAR SINCE TWO US BEGAN 
DISCUSSION PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN Two 6JDES 
THIS FACT DEMONSTRATED THEIR SIDE SEEN AMPLY PATIENT IN 
SEARCH FOR SETTLEMENT, BY THIS TIME WE SHOULD BE ABLE EMBODY 
EFFORTS TOWARD PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT IN DECLARATION, PROVIDED 
THERE SINCERE INTENTION FOR PCACEFUL SETTLEMENT TWO MONTK!S 
TIME LIMIT QUITE SUFFICIENT FOR OUR ENDEAVORS, THIS WOULD PREVENT 
FURTHER DELAY SETTLEMENT CUR PRACTICAL ISSUES, HE FELT US 
EQUALLY INTERESTED IN AND IN NEED OF EXPEDITIOUS SETTLEMENT 
DISPUTES TWO COUIITRIZS TAIWAN AREA AND AVOIDANCE FURTHER 
STALLING, 


42, WANG RECALLED 
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4d. WANG RECALLED |- HAD TOLD HIM MY SIDE DID NOT DESIRE 


PERPETUATE PRESENT SITUATION TAIWAN AREA, THEREFORE INCLUSION 
TIME LIMIT IN INTERESTS BOTH SIDES, 


43, | ASKED WHAT WAS EFFECT DECLARATION IF AT END TWO 
MONTHS PERIOD AGREEMENT NOT BEEN REACHED BETWEEN US, DID HE 


CONSIDER’ SELF AT END THAT PERIOD AGAIN FREE THREATEN USE FORCE? 
OR ACTUALLY TO USE FORCE? 


cre T 

4h, WANG DID NOT FEEL QUESTION 1 . RAISED WAS THING TO 
DISCUSS AT PRESENT STATEs ‘= WE NOW DISCUSSING DECLARATTON, SEEK~ 
ING OF PRACTICAL» FEASIBLE MEANS FOLLOWING ANNOUNGEMENT 
DECLARATION, WHAT WE NOW DISCUSSING WAS PEACEFUL SETTLE- 
MENT DISPUTES“3WO COUNTRIES, THESE WERE THINGS SHOULD NOW 
SEEK, IF EVEN PRIOR ANNOUNCEMENT DECLARATION AND EVEN BEFORE 
SEEKING PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS WE BEGAN DISCUSS QUESTION 

| HAD RRISED WOULD BE IDLE AND DIFFUSE, 
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+P 45. WANG SAID AT PRESENT WE COULD NOT PREDICT WHETHER 
t AFTER TWO MONTHS US STILL WOULD CONTINUE THREATEN USE FORCE 
L AGAINST CHINA FORCES OCCUPATION TAIWAN, AT THIS STAGE HE 


DID NOT INTEND RAISE THIS QUESTION, 


46. | REPLIED IT US THAT PROPOSED UNCONDITITIONAL 

UNLIMITED RENUNCIATION USE FORCE, US NOT PROPOSED IT BE 

QUALIFIED BY TIME LIMIT OR ANY OTHER WAY, HE HAD SPOKEN 

OF "EXPEDITIOUS" SETTLEMENT, | THOUGHT WE BOTH WOULD RECALL 
Cc LAST SEPT WE DISCUSSING TIME LIMITS AND "EXPEDITIOUS" IN OTHER 


CONNECTION, STILL SEEMS OUR UNDERSTANDING THAT TERM 
VASTLY DIFFERS. 


47. | SAID US DID NOT DESIRE PERPETUATE SITUATION 

TAIWAN AREA WHERE THREAT FORCE BY ONE SIDE COULD PLUNGE TWO 
COUNTRIES AND WORLD INTO CONFLICT, THIS PRECISELY BEEN POINT 
MY PROPOSAL AND DISCUSSION, THAT WE FIRST MAKE CLEAR WE NOT 
PERMIT THIS HAPPEN, ONCE THAT DONE COULD UNDERTAKE SEARCH 

FOR PEACEFUL METHODS RESOLVING DISPUTE THAT AREA, | STILL 
AWAITED AND HAD AWAITED ALMOST NINE MONTHS GENUINE INDICATION 
HIS GOVT WILLING TAKE THAT FIRST STEP, 1 CONTINUED HOPE 
NOTIONLY FOR SAKE NEGOTIATIONS HERE BUT FOR SAKE TWO COUNTRIES 
AND PEOPLES 1T WOULD TAKE THAT STEP, HOPED IT WOULD DO SO t 
WITHOUT RESERVATION PURPOSE EVASION, AS MY GOVT WILLING DO, 


of the United States 
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48. WANG SAID &F WE HAD DESIRE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT 

SHOULD CONCRETELY DEMONSTRATE BY REACHING AGREEMENT AND 
MAKING DECLARATION. | HAD SAID MY SIDE ALSO HAD SAME DESIRE 
PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT, IF SO, WHY NOT GET TOGETHER ON COMMON 


DESIRE AND TRY REACH AGREEMENT ON LANGUAGE EXPRESS THIS 
COMMON DESIRE? 





& 
49, WANG SAID 
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49, WANG SAID WOULD NOT ASSIST DISCUSSIONS IN ANY WAY 

TO ENGAGE IDLE TALK OR DEPART FROM QUESTION-MAKING DECLARATION. 
WOULD APPRECIATE MY TELLING HIM WHETHER HAD ANY OTHER 

OPINIONS ON MAY 11 DRAFT, 


50. I SAID IF HE WILLING UNEQUIVOCALLY UNCONDI TIONALLY 
RENOUNCE FORCE IN SETTLEMENT DISPUTE AND ALSO SAME TIME EXPRESS 
DETERMINATION SEEK PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT | NOT ABLE THINK ANY 
CLEARER WAY THIS COULD BE DONE, IN FORM MEETS BOTH POINTS VIEW 
THAN THAT CONTAINED MY APRIL 19 REVISION HIS DECEMBER 1. 


51. & SAID FOR REASONS | HAD SET FORTH DID NOT BELIEVE 

THAT PURPOSE IN ANY SENSE ACCOMPLISHED BY MAY 11 DRAFT. | 
STILL BELIEVED THAT DRAFT STEP BACKWARDS FROM WHAT £ THOUGHT 
WE BEEN ABLE ACCOMPLISH, WOULD HOPE AT NEXT MEETING HE WOULD 
REAL!ZE THIS AND WE BE ABLE TAKE STEPS MARKING PROGRESS, 


52. %|%§ REGRETTED TO SAY | DID NOT FEEL POSITION HE HAD TAKEN 
TODAY ENABLED US MAKE PROGRESS, IF HE WILLING UNCONDITIONALLY 
RENOUNCE FORCE SETTLEMENT DISPUTES |! SATISFIED PROGRESS COULD 
BE MADE, 


53, WANG SAID HE ALSO, IN REFERENCE REMARK & JUST MADE, 


DISAPPOINTED, MY REMARKS DID NOT SEEM HELP IN PROGRESS ON 
DECLARATION. IF § STILL CLUNG APRIL 19 DRAFT HE COULD ONLY 
CONSIDER DELIBERATE HINDRANCE IN DISCUSSIONS, HE CONTINUED 
HOPE | WOULD CHANGE MY STAND , HE CONTINUED HOPE ! WOULD 

BE ABLE OFFER CONSTRUCTIVE OPINIONS BASIS MAY 11 DRAFT, BY 
DOING SO WOULD ENABLE US SPEEDILY REACH AGREEMENT ON DECLARA- 
TION. SHOULD NOT STALL ON THIS MATTER, OTHERWISE THEY WOULD 
CONSIDER MAKING DRAFT OPEN TO PUBLIC AND LETTING PUBLIC JUDGE 
WHETHER DRAFT REASONABLE, HE HOPED WE BE ABLE RAPIDLY PROGRESS 
THIS QDESTION, 


54. § SAID 1S HE NOTHING FURTHER WOULD!-LIKE NOTE, 

ALTHOUGH IT FIVE YEARS FROM TIME HE MADE ORIGINAL APPLICATION 
FOR EXIT WANG'S COUNTRY, AND ALTHOUGH 1T ALMOST NINE MONTHS 
SINCE WANG TOLD ME HERE WOULD BE ABLE LEAVE INPPERIOD TWO- 
THREE MONTHS, CHARLES MINER ARRIVED HONG KONG MAY 19, HOWEVER, 


1 NEVERTHELESS 
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| NEVERTHELESS GRATIFIED HE FINALLY ABLE LEAVE, WOULD HOPE 
THIS INDICATES REMAINING AMERICANS DETAINED HIS COUNTRY SHORTLY 
BE FOLLOWING, 


55. WANG SAID AS HE TOLD ME SOON AS UNSETTLED AFFAIRS 

MINER SETTLED HE ABLE LEAVE COUNTRY, -HIS EXIT NOW PROVED 

THIS WAS SO, MINER HAD SETTLED UNSETTLED AFFAIRS AND NOW LEFT 
COUNTRY. TIME TAKEN IN DEPARTURE NOT ENTIRELY FAULT CHINESE 
AUTHORITIES. 


56. § SAID HAD MOFHING MORE, SUGGESTED NEXT THURSDAY 
MAY 31. WANG AGREED, 
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UNLESS ABLE MAKE SOME NEW MOVE WITH RESPECT MAY | 
DRAFT NEXT MEETING BELIEVE WE SHOULD BE PEPARED FOR POSSIBILITY 

._ © CHICOMS MAY MAKE PUBL]C STATEMENT. HOWEVER LIKELJHOOD THER 
DOING THIS WOULD BE CONSIDERABLY REDUCED IF 1 AM ABLE MAKE 
PROPOSED STATEMENT ON CHINESE PRISONERS IN USe JN EVENT THEY 
MAKE STATEMENT } WOULD PROPOSE JMMEDIATELY MAKE AVAILABLE 
CORRESPONDENTS HERE APRIL 19 AND MAY 11 DRAFTS TOGETHER 
WITH BRIEF STATEMENT TO EFFECT WHEN WANG JNFORMED ME AT 
PREVIOUS MEETING OF JNTENTJON ISSUED PUBLIC STATEMENT |! 
FOUND IT DIFFICULT BELJEVE THEY WILLING EXPOSE MAY 11 DRAFT 
PUBLIC SCRUTINY, AS !T EVEN MORE AMBIGUOUS AND LACKING IN ELE- 
MENTS OF UNCONDITIONAL RENUNCIATION OF FORCE THAN THEIR DEC | 
DRAFT. ALTHOUGH AMB. WANG HAS INDICATED HE STILL SHARES MY 
DESIRE TO REACH AGREEMENT MCANINGFUL RENUNCIATION FORCE HE 
HAS REJECTED MY SUCCESSSIVE EFFORTS TO MAKE SIMPLE REVISIONS 
DEC 1 DRAFT THAT WOULD ACCOMPLISH TH]S PURPOSE. MY APRIL 19 
DRAFT JNCORPORATED THOSE REVISJONS IN FORMsTHAT TOOK FULL Ac- 
COUNT BOTH POINTS OF VIEW. DESPITE AMB WANG'S REFLECTION | 

THIS FURTHER EFFORT MY PART ] SHALL CONTINUE SEEK AGREEMENT 

' WITH HIM ON STATEMENT THAT WILL MAKE GENUINE CONTRIBUTION TO 

ESTABLISHMENT PEACE JN FAR EAST. ANY FURTHER COMMENTS WILL 
EMANATE WASHINGTON. 


a eel 


4 


‘ 


wx 


of the United States 


959c-S/S6°119 


0 


te i Di ee i ble 


69s ¢ 855 


E 


GOWEN 


RS 


LTTWLLNACLING 


ee 
a 
a 
w” 
ro 
oOo 
cd 


CE 


26 AM 9 15 
a? 


REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 


CONF IDENT] AL les with notat OF at AAS Heal » 


BUREAU OF 
R EASTERN AFFAI 


= 

= 

a 
PERMANERT 
RECORD COPY e 


16 MAY 
EA 


his copy m 





of the United States 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


Case. sa -. 





| me | | iZ 
ies wo» - 
4 4 t 


— OF STATE BA Mi) 65; os 3 : Gets 
Reigate STATES SIDENT DELEGATION 


0 reasable g Deeper foc? 9 2piss, Gcries_> 



































SECRE 


Letter No, 3h 


Dear Walter: 


As I told you, I am staying cown over this weekend 
until the next meeting to get some dental work done, so 
that I also have an opportunity to write you at a little 
leisure today, 


I have received your Letter No. 13 and entirely agree 
that the first two paragraphs of the May 11 draft are very 
clever and adroit, However, I think that they are much 
more vulnerable in the last paragraph both from the negotia- 
ting ane public position, particularly as we had previously 
accepted their December 1 version of that paragraph, As I 
indicated in my 1902, it seems to me we are faced with two 
broad courses of action. We can continue to take our pre- 
vious broad position that the Communists have in effect 
agreed to renounce force and that the problem revolves 
@round the self-defense clause, or we can take the position 
they refuse unconditionally and unambiguously to renounce 
force with respect to the Taiwan area, The latter is, of 
course, the actual fact and you will note that in the last 
two meetings I haves been concentrating heavily upon that 
aspect. The former course has some obvious advantages but 
it is open to a great deal of public confusion over the actual 
issue anc does not give us as clean and clear a public posi- 
tion as the latter course, A good example of this is the 
lead editorial in the London Times of May 24 which states 
that the Chinese Communists are willing to make a general 
declaration of renunciation of force, but that the issue 
revolves around its application to Formosa with the added 
American proviso that Taiwan and its government must have 
a right to collective self-defense, I think that we should 
regard the whole matter from the standpoint of the public 
position we will desire to take when the matter next 
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becomes 





Walter P, “cConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far sastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 
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becomes pudlic., There is, of course, mich to be said 
for maintaining the pudlic position that the Chinese 
Communists have in effect renounced force and leaving 

up to them the onus of denying it. While it leaves us 

in the disadvantageous position of not being able to 
present a clecn-cut and simple issus, it does serve 

the purpose of reducing public impression of “tension” 

in the Tsiwan area, These are just some random thoughts 
on which I would appreciate the trend of the Department's 
thinking. 


While it would be very useful to get back to our 
April 19 draft as a besis of discussion, it is easier 
ssid then done and I fear I have not thus far been too 
successful, Nor do I expect to be successful. The only 
real way that I can be successful in forestalling their 
going to the public and keeving things rolling along here 
ny counter their drafts with drafts of our own 

oe aR some flexibility in impliedly or specifically 
dioeaesine changes hy their drafte and thus keep the 
situation fluid andy fused, My flatly rejecting his 
rafts and he flatl ; rejecting my drafts does not give 
me very much room for manuvsuring,. 


I greatly appreciate being consulted on our proposed 
action in regard to Chinese prisoriors and yesterday s ent 
orf my thoughts in my 1928, I should perhaps have made 

it clear in there that my thought with regard to not 
giving publicity to the matter arplies only to the ini- 
tial stage and a suitable period to see what response it 
brings from the Communists, I also think that we ought 

to wait anc see what ths actual results are in terms of 
numbers, etc, before giving it any public buildup. If 

the results are justified and response from the Communists 
is not satisfactory, we could then profitably pull out 

the stops on publicity. 


With regard tc the fourth paragraph of your Letter 
No. 43, I should think it would be preferable to have 
O'Nell wait on any note not, only till we see if Clifford 
and Phillips are rcleased until we see what results 
our action with regaré to the Chinese prisoners seems 
to be producing, I would hope that at the minimum it 
would produce fairly prompt action on the part of the 
Commpists to tell O'Neil that he can see the remaining 
American prisoners, If it does not, then I believe 


O'Neil 
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C'Neil shoule by 411 means foilow up with a full 
representation which would point up the dispserity 
between the United States and Communist actions, 


2 Pe oot 


4s I wrote E1ill Sebald from Prague, I heve for many 

reasons accested an invitation to give the cormmencement 
aderess at the Nurnberg army Eigh School on Thursday, 
June 1h, If you are agreeable back there I am thinking 
of skipping thie meeting for that week unless, of course, 
there are cevelorments which would make this clearly 
undesirable, 7: view of wang's previous requests to 

which I heve agreed, I think that I could dg this without 

any special implications being read into by then, 

I heve not decided whether I would do it by canceling 

the meeting by telephore as he hes done or by putting 

it to hin straight at the previous meeting. Let ne know 

if you have any thoughts or views on this. 
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. Regards to all, 
Sincerely yours, 
jl /s¥exig Johnson 
a american /Ambessador 
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Dear Alex: f 


Walter is away for two days in Omaha and Colorado Springs where 
a group of senior Departzental officers are being briefed by the 
Strategic Air Command and the Continental Defense Command on their 
current capabilities and problems. 

We have the preliminary report on your meeting of yesterday. 


. Wang's concentration on the first paracraph of their latest draft 
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and his implied threat to make it public reinforces the suspicion 


of the United States 


that the Chinese Communists are seeking to build a strong propacanca 


position. I have not yet had a chance to discuss the meeting with 


seat ¢.. 


anyone. There will probably be a meeting on lionday to consider 


tactics for your next reeting. 
Brazilian 
The behaviour of the/Parliamentary delegation is very puzzling. 
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We certainly understood here that they were scheduled to visit 
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Communist China. 
Thank 


| The Honorable 
yn U. Alexis Johnson, 
. Americen Ambassador now at Geneva, 
American Consulate General, 
i. Geneva. 





“= 
poe. Thank you for calling our attention to the "Ta Eung Pao" proclasation 
4 on registration of families with students abroad. I do not know why this 

=” * was not brought to our attention earlier by Hong Kong or BRF. We now 


have a copy of the text of the Peiping proclamation which I em enclosing. 
There are also enclosed two memoranda showine how the drive to gather 
inforration on Chinese in this country is developing. The attempt to 
utilize the American Red Cross is a particularly clever move. The 
' Red Cross may wish to make some cesture toward providing information 
f in order to preserve their relationship with the Chinese Communist Red 
Cross which is helpful to our prisoners but it rould be most wfortunate 
if they began to supply the very names and addresses which we have 


refused, for good reasons, to cive the Chinese Communists. 


of the United States 


Regarding Bob ckvall's situation, Walter called a Mr. Zander, 
who is temporarily in Bill Godel's place, and he agreed to take the 
matter up with G-2. We will follow up on this and hope that there will 


be no difficulty in obtaining the necessary extension of detail. 
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There is enclosed a memorandum giving the latest developments 


in arranging depor*ation of Chinese prisoners in this country. We 


eh EEE 


expect today the final report on this from General Swing. We are . 
awaiting with interest your suggestions,in response to our last 

be guidance telegram, as to how the matter can best be handled to gain | 
a the greatest advantage. We are agreed that the Chinese Communists are 
not really interestdin getting these prisoners back and that they will 
3 gy therefore not constitue a strong bargaining counter. However, we feel 


*\ , 
me it is possible to place the Chinese Communists in an awkward public 


3 
3 ertdiands position § 
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position on this issue and thus create some pressure for them to 
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release Arericans. 
I have just seen Uaggie Hicgin's lengthy article in today's 
~ "New York Herald Tribune" revealing publicly that the Chinese Communists 
have detanded that all Chinese in American jails be let out. I have 


no idea who the “high administration source" who revealed this is. 
Questions are already coming in from the press. what the results 
of this will be on our plas is enybody's guess. 

Sincerely yours, 


Ralph N. Clough 
Deputy Director 
for Chinese Affairs 


of the United States 


 <PPae, 


Enclosures: 


id 


1. WMerorandur”re Chinese Communist 
Pressure on Chinese in the US." 

2. Wenorandun re "Latest Developments 
on Deportation of Chinese rrisoners" 

3. Two memoranda re Chinese Communist 
Red Cross In. uiries. 

4. "Peking Daily" proclaration re 
registration of families of students 
in US. 

5. Korean Briefing Meeting, Kay 16, 1956. 

6. Article by Marguerite Higgins. 
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Dear Ralph: 
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Some more random thoughts that have been batting around here, 
but wnich heve not taken a firm enough shape to put any kind of 
y imprimatur on: 


) 
; 
J 
. 


Turning the Tables on "Mutual Respect": We all realize 
"mutual respect” is a@ herd one to nandle, but some of wang's state- 
; ments have indicated possible flexibility on his part, Presumably 
} he would like to work towards a “compromise” in which both ICSD 
5 and “mutual respect" were left in the first paregraph, This wuld, 
of course, be no compromise et all from our standpoint, and I 
don't see how we coulc ever accept it. 
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If we ure xoing to sroceed on the basis of the May 11 dreft, 
acccrdingly, one problen is how to ake Wang agree to drovping 
"“matual respect" in exchanges for some dridfed-down, innocuous 
clause like "without prejudice to inherent riphts of either side”, 
or etc. A frontal attack on “mutual respect” ould probably not 


of the United States 


VEVIGosoti tit row Vr Feet Ieee rat elle 


io do the trick, as the Chicoms could make us apoear to be opposing 
virtus {see Para 3 our 1930). I heve been toying wth a somewnet 
Gevious, anything but frontel, attack designed to alram Weng about 
the impvlic:tions of his own clause. it rests on 4 syllogism something 
like this: 
(a) If the “mutual r-spect” cl:use is really mutual and 
reciprocal, as Wung asserts, then the implication is there that the 
& Chicoms ere acknowledzing a legitimate US concern in matters of 
S sovereignty and territorial integrity releted to the Taiwan area, 
” They ere also apparently acinowledging that the US hee some "internal 
affairs” in that area, 
(bv) If Wang denies this implication, then he is either 
deny‘ng the arplicabtlity of the first peragruph to Taiwan, or he 
is denying its mucuality. 
Ralph N, Clough, Ssquire, 
Bureau of Far £ustern «ffaeirs, 
Deyertnent of St#@e, 
\. Washington, 25, 5.°. 
—_— CoxrTvinTiaLl 
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Although this micht be the rationale of our line on this point, 
we should not present the line from this angle. Too sophistic, 
It would te more alerming (not to say infurfsting) to Zeiping if 
we introduced it somethire like this: 

"Mr ambassador, one of the unfortunete aspects of your 
firet para is thet, intentionally or not, it gives the inpressior © 
that matters of sovereiznty and territcry in the Puiwan area. 
sre cnt*rely and exclusively mutual between us, At gives the 
impression that only the tw of us are concerned with internal 
matters in thet area, 

"It is true that my country, which had a major part in 
defeating Japan and thus libersting Taiwan, has a legitimate 
concern in questions of sovereignty in that erea, It is 
possible also to speak of such matters as the control anc dis- 
position of american forces in the MASG on Taiwan as an intennel 
matter of my country. FEowever, in the first place, my country 
fs not willing to give the apreerancs of disregarding the role 
of the other great vowers allied with the United States in 
the war against Japan--among them the Republic of Chine, the 
United Kingdom, and the Soviet -nion. 

"In the second place, as I have pepestedly m emphasized 
here, I 10 not think we should render our present task, of 
agreeing on e@ renunciation of force, even more complex and dif- 
ficult than it already is by introducing matters of substence 
relating to the merits of our disputes, this, it seems to 
me. your first paragraph mxfan indisputably does,” 
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of the United States 


It seems to ne, if this line could be presented with a straight 
enough face, it might getve Peiping some food for thought. I don't 
necessarily urge this é:proach, which is devious; but i can't at the 
moment think of a better way of alarming wang about “mutual respect." 


I am also toying with the possitlity of a mew US draft, based 
on their Decembe~ 1 craft, but a;proaching the anendments from a 
diferent angle, I'll send it along in a leter letter, 
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Eest to all in Ca-- 


Sincerely, 


. NL Awe 
7” David L Osborn 
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AND CONSULATE GENERAL 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND 


Fa 





Dear Ralph: _— ———- a4 


If we are not inclined to talk on the basis of Wang's 
May 11 draft, I think the best way of avoiding it is to 
submit a new draft. I don't think the April 19 revision 
is adequate for this purpose. It is too close to our 
January 12 revision, for one thing, and is not the kind 
of dramatic "effort to reach agreement that would really 
look good in the record, For another thing, in point of 
timing we need something that postdates their May 11 draft, 


A second reason for submitting a new draft (the first 
being our possible reluctance to talk on the basis of tneir 
May 11 draft) is that this would keep Peiping off balance 
with respsct to a break-off, and possibdly even with respect 
to a resort to the public, They would want to have the 
last word--as usual--and might be reluctant to face the 
Dvudlic on the basis of a record showing the United States 
had made the last concrete effort to reach agreement, The 
effectiveness of our new dreft in accomplishing this pur- 
pose would, of course, depend on how good our "effort" 
would look in ths record, 
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Possible New Drefte-December 1 with a Codicil: 





We have-preserved a position in the talks from which we 
can consistently sey that we have, from the time of its 
submission, considered Wang's December 1 draft an acceptable 
form and framework for a declaration renouncing the use of 
force; but we have, also from the time of its submission, 
been concerned about certain ambiguities therein which 
make it possible for the December 1 draft to mean one thing 
to one side and another to the other side, 


Our successive efforts since January le have been 


Ralph N. Clough, Esquire, directed 
Fureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 

Department of State, 
Washington, 25, D.C. 
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directed at removing the ambiguities of the December 1 
draft. We could argue that Wang, by his sudmission of 
his May 11 draft, has in effect acknowledged his own 

concern about ths ambiguities of his December 1 draft, 


Weng's May 11 draft (we could argue), in trying to 
overcome the ambiguities of his December 1 draft, 
unfortunately sacrifices too much of what was good in 
the December 1 draft. Wang has thrown out the baby 
with the bathwater, 


What we ought to do is to concentrate on the essen- 
tial task of turning the December 1 draft into a meaning- 
ful declaration by removing its ambiguities while 
preserving this mutually acceptable form and framework, 


How to do this? In regard to what points do doth 
Ambassadors agree the December 1 draft requires ampli- 
fication or specification? First, both Ambassadors seem 
to be in agreement that it is desirable to make it clear 
that the declaration does not prejudice the rights, or 
the positions and views of one side or the other, Various 
ways, none of them completely satisfactory to both sides, 
have besn suggested, And yet, in snswer to the direct 
question "should the proposed declaration be interpreted 
ag in any way prejudicing the rights of either side, or 
the position of either side with respect to the merits 
of this dispute?” both Ambassadors would certainly say 
it should not, 


Secondly, both Ambassadors have suggested ways in 
which the declaration should be related to the Taiwan 
area, There has been much discussion on this point, 
out surely both Ambsssadors would egree that the Taiwan 
area dispute should be included in the disputes referred 
to in the proposed declaration, 


Our suggestion in presenting the enclosed draft 
would be that the way to agreement ona declaration 
acceptable to both sides is to take the acceptable form 
and framework of the December 1 draft and let it stand, 
with the addition of an "Agreed Understanding” (or some 
other name for Codicil) on the two points mentioned abcve, 
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see I would presume that our initial draft “Agreed 

Bt Understanding would contain only the two psregraphs,. 
Highs If Wang insisted on a third paragrach relating to a 

ee FMC, we might be prepared to move towards something like 


the bracketed third peragraph of the enclosure, 


On the whole, I am inclined to think this apporoach 
might be better--seafer and more under our control, also 


less defensive--than the approach outlined in paragraph 
four of my May 1h letter. 


Regards to all. Hope walter is not too tired from 
his trip ‘est. 
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VD ( P.S. It looks as though I may at last get some 
™ : 
=o suostantive work to do--writing up some 
a? . revorts, attending some conferences--in 
.% the Delegation's Economic Section, Hove 
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AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
ETC. 

Ambassador U, Alexis Johnson, on behalf of the 
Government of the United Stetes of america, and Ambassador 
Wang Pingenan, on behalf of the Government of the Peoples! 
Republic of China, agree to announce: 

The United States of America and the Feoples' Republic 
of China are determined that they should settle disputes 
betweon their two countries through peaceful negotiations 
without resorting to the threat or use of force: 

The two Ambassadors should continue their talks to 


seek practical and feasible means for the realization of 


this common cesire, 
AGRESZD UNDERSTANDING OF THE TwC AMBASSADORS: 


1. Neither this Announcement nor any of its provisions 
is to be construed as in any way prejudicing the rights of 
either side or the position of either sice with respect to 
the merits of their disputes; 

2. This Announcement applies to all disputes between 
our two countriss, including that in the Taiwan area, 

f3. With reference to the last paragraph of the 
Announcement, the two of us shall not only continue to 
discuss and strive to settle the practical matters at issue 
between us, but shall expeditiously consider and arrange 
for such other practical and feasivle means, including the 


holding of negotiations at a higher level, as may be 
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ascertained to bé apnropriate and necessary, / 


o/* 


*Bracketed paragraph would not be part of initial draft, 
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Dear Walter: 


Bob Skvall has received a letter from Ted Liu who 
vas vrincipal Chinese interpreter at Panmonjom, He is 
finishing uo his M.A. degree at Columbia in June and 
will be looking for a job, At present he says he is 
e being considered by USIA and the National Security 
: Agency and has asked Bob for his advice on any other 
i Places that he might look, Bod says that he is abso- 
lutely tovs as an interpreter as well as a person, 





. ( Yith reference to my previously expressed thousht, that 

the Departtent should os looking toward obtaining a 

first class Chinese intorpreter, this seems to me like 

an excellent opportunity. At my suggestion, tob is 

‘ therefore writin: to him suggesting that ne see Ralph 
Clough, I 4@a enclosing the Curricuium Vita that he sent 

to boo, 


of the United States 
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I just received Ralph's letter enclosing Marguerite 
Fizgins article on prisoners. This is, of course, most 
unfortunate and disturbing aftor the success we have had 
in recent months in keeping out of the press, I have not 
f yet seen the article in the Paris edition of the Herald 
| Tribune but presume thet whether or not it eppears there 
it will certainly fall into the hands of the Chinese, If 
I recsive any inquiries on it here I plan to say notning 
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whatever, 
, Sincerely yours, 
See U, Alexis Johnson 
Ene, American Ambassador 
Curriculum Vita of 
€ Theodore M, Liu 


_ Walter P, McConaughy, Esquire, 
. Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 
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Daily Radio Bulletin 1261 of May 26 Items 117 and 124. 


Would appreciate text White's remarks re Geneva talks also 
guidance for us answering possible local inquiries. No 
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LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 
1. Your 1928 re optional return to Mainland China of Chinese alien 

criminals imprisoned in this country. Department has decided as 

promptly with course B DEPTEL 2023. May 28 letter from Justice sigte om 


paroke for deportation of all State prisoners can be arranged. Some Feder 
cases more difficult where minimum time for parole eligibility not ret 








servedy but release for deportation possible through Presidenti potion 
which we believe obtainable. ~_ 
@ 





2. Plan is for concerted action be taken May 31 by you with Wang and © 
by Department with Indian Embassy. We will point out that Agreed Amounceneay, — 
_ __ | does not require us take any action regarding Chinese common criminals 


of the United States 






ae 


gr serving sentences in this countryy but that we are nevertheless affording 
y) 
such criminals opportunity of immediate voluntary return Mainland China, 
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thus removing any semblance of basis for Chinese Communist allegetion 


. 4 

> 

}. 
Bap 


of US non-compliance with Agreed Announcement. We have decided permit 


WSO ei 


Indian Embassy representatives to interview all 3) Chinese alien criminals 
and ascertain for ‘1emselves which ones desire return Communist China, 







Decision of each prisoner must be confirmed by him to responsible Ameri 
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authoritties. Necessary machinery for release and voluntary deportation 
will be put into motion in each case only after we are satisfied that 













prisoner has freely made decision to retum, Appropriate commnica | 
quoting Agreed Announcement and informing prisoners of choice bef Eel § Ee 
and prospective visit of Indian Representative, will be delivered ot 8 
future. : 
3. Department contemplates no repeat no follow-up spproach by O'Neil E 
in Peiping for time being. We believe chances of favorable action by . 
Chinese Communists én American prisoners will be improved if we refrain 
from applying pressure for a time. Our action is in part predicated yon : 
assumption that Chinese Communists will require a face saving proc Br | 










for belated compliance with Agreed Announcement ahd immediate pressure 
tactics would not be consistent with this theory. 
h. Chinese and British Embassies here will be informed in confidence 


7 
a? 
$ 


, ome : B hes 
» - . r 3 
; ” 


of the United States 


of our decision morning 3lst. No present publicity contemplated and no 


decision will be made as to future publicity awaiting further developments, 
Your comments on ) publicity one me a 





- 3a 


Your instructions for next meeting will outline presentation to be 
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— Guidence for May 31 meeting. 





1. Inform Wang that in order remove any vestige basis for Wang's 
claim that US has not performed under Agreed Announcement because Chinese 


prisoners not free leave US each Chinese alien criminal in Federal or State 


@d IST Yuomoog 


fe 


penitentiary in US being informed of Agreed Announcement and is specifi 





being told that if he desires do so he may apply for immediate voluntary 








fy 

deportation to mainland. Indian Embassy being informed that : : 
being made for its representatives interview each imprisoned fp. 
Chinese nationality to ascertain to Embassy's satisfaction whether ' 
individue] desires release for immediate return mainland China. US will 
teke prompt action upon any application by such Chinese criminals for 

ae, immediate deportation. 

! om 2. Inform Wang that while Chinese alien criminals in US prisons were 

; not included in Agreed Announcement September 10 or in discussions leading 

r up to thet Announcementy and none so far as we know have expressed any 


Phieger wish return to Communist China, nevertheless in view of Wang's statements 
we have carried out careful investigation in all Federal and State prisons 
to ‘identify 


| fe 
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Walter S. Robertson 
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to identify alien Chinese imprisoned there. Extensive investigation 





necessary because no Chinese imprisoned on political type charges or 
because his race, nationality | or political beliefs. ahey, § are all imprisoned 
. oS murder and narcotic tra 
for common crimes, Names and addresses all Chinese «lien criminals who have 
been identified will be given Indian Embassy here. You may inform Wang 
that Indian Embassy will be informed morning May jly Washington timey 
but that no publicity now being given to decision. 
3. FYI You may expand your presentation along indicated lines as 


you consider appropriate in order obtain maximum tactical and psychological 





Wie hope by this strategy actually to obtain release imprisoned Americans 


of the United States 


or else make Chinese Communist public position in continuing to hold them 
completely indefensible. Compulsion on Chinese Communists to act must at 
this stage be indirect rather than in form outright pressure. END FYI 


4. We anticipate thet this new move on prisoners will and should 
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occupy major portion meeting. We leave it to your judgment @ BH whether 
you introduce this item or renunciation force first. On renunciation force 
reiterate reasons why Wang's May 11 draft is a retrograde step and 


unacceptable. Probe Wang's motivation in moving away from agreement 





instead of toward agreement. Indicate US distaste ‘for threats inherent 





in Wang's position, Repulse allegation US is side that is guilty of = 


stalling a pe 
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stalling tactics. Continue take non-commital attitude towards possibility 
Chinese Communist publication Wang$s latest draft, making it clear while 
we disapprove publicity at this stage in accordance with understanding 
at time talks were initiatedy we have nothing to fear from publicity. 

5. If Wang should make public statement as suggested your 1937 you 
should meke statement along lines you recite there but make no mention 


/ 
that further comments will emanate Washington as we may not wish @ make 


further statement here. 
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FROM JOHNSON 


1. TWO HOUR 20 MIN MEETING THIS MORNING, BALANCING 

ALL CONSIDERATIONS DECIDED BEST TO OPEN ON RENUNCIATION 

WHICH | DID, MAKING POINTS PARA 4 DEPTEL 2067, MENTIONING 
) HOWEVER THAT | HAD INFORMATION FOR HIM ON FIRST ITEM AND 

THEREFORE WOULD MAKE MY DISCUSSION RENUNCIATION BRIEF, 


2. GIVE-AND-TAKE GENERALLY FOLLOWED PREVIOUS LINES 

EXCEPT THAT HE PRESSED HARDER FOR SPECIFIC DETAILED COMMENTS 
ARS INVITED TEXTUAL AMENDMEMTS, “IF TWO MONTHS PERIOD NOT 
ENOUGH TIME WHAT PERIOD WOULD BE ENOUGH?" WHILE HE AVOIDED 
EXPLICIT THREAT GO PUBLIC HE RENEWED STALLING CHARGE IN 
CONTEXT WORLD OPINION BEING DISAPPOINTED BY FAILURE THESE 
TALKS PRODUCE RESULTS, 


9SG1¢E-G/S6°119 


of the United States 


3. | MADE STATEMENT ON CHINESE PRISONERS ALONG LINES | 
PARAS ONE AND TWO DEPTEL 2067 EXCEPT THAT | DID NOT EXPLICITLY 
INFORM HIM NO PUBLICITY WAS BEING GIVEN TO DECISION, IN 
CONTEXT MEETING | FELT IT PROBABLY MORE PRODUCTIVE LEAVE IM 
GUESS ON THIS, IN ANY EVENT PROBABLY MORE EFFEQTIVE IF EY? 
LEARN THIS THROUGH INDIANS, 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


Nf 

o & 
4, WANG HAD PREPARED STATEMENT OBVIOUSLY BASED ON © 
HIGGINS ARTICLE AND OTHER PRESS REPORTS REFLECTING INSTRUCTIONS 
TO "DEMAND" THAT WE RELEASE ALL CHINESE PRISONERS AND SPECIFICA 


, = ASSERTING THEY INCLUDED IN SEPTEMBER 10 ANNOUNCEMENT, ALTHOUGH 
MY PREVIOUS PRESENTATION UNDERCUT BASIS FOR HIS PREPARED STATEMENT 
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HE NEVERTHELESS USEDSOME OF IT, MAKING FOREGOING POINTS, IN 
REPLY TO HIS QUESTION AS TO HOW MANY, | SAID DID NOT HAVE EXACT 
F |GURE BUT WAS BETWEEN 30 AND 4o, TO WHICH HE REPLIED THIS WAS 
"QUITE BIG NUMBER", | INGNORED HIS REQUEST FOR LIST OF 

NAMES, HE RENEWED CHARGE ON COERCING CHINESE APPLY FOR 
PERMANENT RESIDENCE AND TAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS, ADDING CHARGE 
THAT US BORN CHILDREN CHINESE STUDENTS BEING DENIED EXIT, @# I 
IMMEDIATELY AND CATEGORICALLY DENIED LATTER CHARGE POINTING 

OUT THAT EVEN THOUGH AMERICAN CITIZENS CHILDREN WERE BEING 


_ PERMITTED ACCOMPANY PARENTS, 


5. MY STATEMENT ON CHINESE PRISONERS OBVIOUSGY TOOK HIM 
BY COMPLETE SURPRISE, HE HAD NO INSTRUCTIONS TO COVER 


POSSIBILITY, AND THEREFORE CONFINED HIMSELF TO PREPARED MATERIAL 
DESPITE INCONGRUITIES, 


6. AT WANG!S SUGGESTION NEXT MEETING FRIDAY JUNE 8, 


Te PROCEEDING PRAGUE TOMORROW RETURNING GENEVA WEDNESDAY 
JUNE 6, 


SH|ILLOCK 


RNS 


r >i Ate 


CONF | DENT 1 AL 
































Deportmest of Ste te: 


af. 





® . 
. .. , = Po Ww Pee ae — eres ea 
. oe 


CONFIDENTIAL wh GORRECTION ISSUED _. 


57 _— See 6/8/56 9:00 A.M. 
Action . __- Gentrol: 17466 [AR 9 BB 
” FROM: aniectes t' 1 yp Mes'd: = MAY 31, 1956 

mn GENEVA = CORRECTED PAGE G0 ' 507M co ceaed te ay) |= 


‘RMR TO: Secretary P State . <i Hii on Ly : 
SS 1964, MAY 31, 6 P.M, (SECTION | OF SIX) ~~ 2. 


¥ 
me FA a 











il ~ 


< 








nea 


Date of Action 


WID WINN ayy 0} 


} smu }UaLUNIOG 





& a 


LIMIT DISTRIBUTION Action O°fice Symbol 
1 o=e of Officer 


SOy jr 


Psauunjay ax 


‘ 


FROM JOHNSON ieee 


Litcotion to DC/R 
| OPENED 4QTH TODAY WITH PREPARED STATEMENT: 


eel 


le 
a, 


A. SHALL MAKE REMARKS ON SECOND ITEM BRIEF AS POSSIBLE 
THIS MORNING’ AS HAVE SOME INFORMATION! GIVE YOU CONCERNING 


~ FIRST. TTEM. 


ee ee 





B. DO NOT, ‘HOWEVER, WANT TO MAKE SO BRIEF AS TO LEAVE YOU 

IN DOUBT AS TO MY POSITION REGARD OUR SEARCH FOR AGREEMENT 

ON RENUNCIATION FORCE AT PRESENT STAGE DISCUSSIONS, MY 
GOVERNMENT CONSIDERS THIS SEARCH TASK OF FUNDAMENTAL IMPORTANCE, 
AND FOR {TS PART 1S DETERMINED MAKE EVERY EFFORT FIND COMMON 
GROUND FOR AGREEMENT ON MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION FORCE, MY 
COUNTRY WILL CONTINUE SEEK THIS AS ESSENTIAL FIRST STEP 

TOWARD PEACEFUL RESOLUO! ON DIFFERENCES, 


9G1¢-S/S6°119 


of the United States 


C. IT BECAUSE THIS ATTITUDE MY GOVERNMENT THAT, WHEN YOU 
SUBMITTED LAST DEC 1, | DID NOJ REJECTIIT SIMPLY BECAUSE 

1T CAME FROM YOUR SIDE. ON CONTRARY, AS YOU WILL RECALL, OQ 

WELCOMED IT AS ADVANCE OVER YOUR PREVIOUS POSITION, FELT »* 

IT HAD POSSIBILITY BEING MADE |NTO ACCEPTABLE FORM FRAMEWORK yo - 4 
MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION FORCE, AS TOLD YOU AT TIME, WAS 'r] ! 
CONCERNED ABOUT CERTAIN AMBIGUITIES YOUR DEC 1 DRAFT, om 
AS INDICATED YOUR DEC 1, YOUR DRAFT, BECAUSE THESE AMB | GUI TI ESS? 
ey 

4 
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U | 
APPEARED CAPABLE MEANING ONE THING ONE SIDE ANOTHER TO > 
OTHER, AS INDICATED, YOU THAT TIME, THERE WAS DANGER YOU MIGHE= 
BE TAKING DRAFT TO MEAN US ABANDONING ITS POSITION RESPECT ae 


MERITS DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA, AS ALSO INDICATED, '| FELT 


RELATION OF 
| PERMANENT aio zeae | 
RECORD COPY e This copy must be returned to RM/R central files we not ction takene. 








CONF IDENT? AL 
-2- 1964, MAY 31, 6 P.M, (SECTION 1), FROM GENEVA, 
RELATION OF DRAFT TO TAIWAN AREA WAS ANOTHER POINT OF AMBIGUITY. 


D. HOWEVER, DESPITE THESE DANGERS WHICH, AS NOTED AT 

TIME SEEMED INHERENT YOUR DRAFT, {§ WAS MOST CAREFUL IN 
SUGGESTING REVISIONS TO AVOID REJECTING WHAT WAS CONSTRUCTIVE 
IN DRAFT, LIMITED REVISIONS TO WHAT THOUGHT WAS MINIMUM 
NECESSARY TO REMOVE AMBIGUITIES | HAD POINTED OUT, YOU 
PERSISTED REJECTING MY AMENDMENTS, BUT FOR FIVE MONTHS RE- 
FUSED SUBMIT ALTERNATIVE SUGGESTIONS, APRIL 19, | AGAIN 
SUGGESTED CERTAIN MINIMUM REVISIONS DESIGNED MEET YOUR STATED 
OBJECTIONS MY JANUARY 12 AMENDMENT&, AGAIN, MOST CAREFUL 
PRESERVE INTACT FORM AND EXACT LANGUAGE YOUR DEC 1 |DRAFT, 
LIMITING CHANGES TO NECESSARY MINIMUM, 





CE. FINALLY, ON MAY 11, YOU CAME FORWARD WITH NEW REVISION 
ON YOUR OWN, YOU HAVE OBJECTED MY TERMING YOUR MAY 1] 

DRAFT "RETROGRESSION", HAVE NOT USED THIS TERM HASTILY. 
REALLY DO NOT SEE HOW IT POSSIBLE REGARD THAT DRAFT AS OTHER 
THAN RETROGRADE STEP, LET ME MAKE THIS ENTIRELY CLEAR, 


“3 F. FIRST, CONSIDER QUESTION IN TERMS OF DRAFTS, OF CONCRETE 
DOCUMENTS, STATED AT TIME, YOUR DECEMBER 1 DRAFT CONSTITUTED 
ADVANCE OVER PREVIOUS POSITION, SURELY EFFORT BOTH US OUGHT 
BE PRESERVE ELEMENTS OF ADVANCB IN DRAFT AND CONCENTRATE SOLELY 
ON IMPROVING IT, MY SUCCESSIVE EFFORTS FOLLOWED THIS PRINCIPLE, 
IN TRUE SPIRIT RECIPROCITY AND DESIRE FOR PROGRESS, DO NOT 
BELIEYE YOU CAN POINT TO ANY RESPECT IN WHICH MY REVISION APRIL 
19 SACRIFICED ANY PART YOUR DEC 1 DRAFT, UNFORTUNATELY, YOUR 
DRAFT MAY 11 DOES SACRIFICE MUCH OF EARLIER DRAFT, REVISIONS 
WHICH IT SUGGESTS EITHER DEPART COMPLETELY FROM SPIRIT RECIPROOCITY 
AND MUTUALITY, OR LIMIT VALIDITY. OF DECLARATION, OR INTRODUCE 
NEW AND EXTRANEOUS ELEMENTS AMBIGUITY, EVEN EXCLUDES THOSE 
‘PORTIONS OF YOUR OWN DEC 1 DRAFT | HAD ACCEPTED, RATHER THAN 
MOVING DIRECTION OF AGREEMENT, MOVES AWAY FROM AGREEMENT, 
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G.. SECOND, CONSIDER QUESTION IN TERMS OF RELATIONS BETWEEN 

MY COUNTRY YOURS, AND OF SITUATION TAIWAN AREA, DOES NOT 

SET TIME LIMIT-AND SHORT ONE, AT THAT -= ON VALIDITY OF 
PROPOSED DECLARATION AUTOMATICALLY HEIGHTS DECREASE, DANGERS OF 


THAT SITUATION 
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THAT SITUATION? DOES IT NOT AUTOMATICALLY RAISE QUESTION OF 
WHAT, YOUR SIDE {NTENDS DO AT END TWO-MONTH PERIOD? YOUR 
DECEMBER 1 DRAFT CONSTITUTED APPARENT ADVANCE TOWARDS BASIS 
FOR AGREEMENT ON MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION FORCE, THAT IS, 

| FELT AND STILL FEEL IF ITS AMBIGUITIES REMOVED, AS WAS 
DONE IN MY APRIL 19 DRAFT THE DEC 1 DRAFT COULD LEAD 

TO REMOVAL DANGERS iNHERENT IN PRESENT SITUATION IN TAIWAN 
AREA, IT COULD THUS OPEN ROAD TOWARD GENUINE PEACEFUL DIS- 
CUSSION AND RESOLUTION DIFFERENCES, | FELT AND STILL FEEL 
THIS IS DIRECTION WHICH WE SHOULD TRY MOVE, MUST INSIST YOUR 
MAY 11 DRAFT 1S STEP IN OPPOSITE DIRECTION, DO NOT SEE HOW 
ANYONE COULD CONSIDER IT AS OTHER THAN REVERSAL OF COURSE, 
AND HOPE YOU WILL UNDERSTAND MY RELUCTANCE JOIN YOU IN 
BACKWARD STEP, 


SHI LLOCK 


JHF 
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wv \ 


CONFIDENTIAL 


x 











a ae ee : ACTION COPY 
OMING TELEGRAM Department of State a 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 














pevronssetenes. 

46 CONFIDENTIAL A siee OTST - 
Action Control: aa 
FE -_ Rec'd: MA 

FROM: GENEVA - CORRECTED COPY 8:52 P.M. ein 
Info Date of Action (, 
RMR TO: Secretary of State action 0f7ice Syzbol —— 

c 


ss NO: 1964, MAY 31, 8 P.M. (SECTION II OF VI) suis of Cte? —— 


——_—-" 


ectio= to pe/z — 


| C 2. WANG REPLIED (FROM NOTES AND FROM PREPARED sta TEMENT HE 


L NOTED MY STATEMENT THIS MORNING DEALT GENERAL TERMS THEIR PRE- 
VIOUS DRAFTS. COULD NOT AGREE MY ASSERTION TERMING MAY 11 DRAFT 
RETROGRESSION, IT PRESENTED EXACTLY BECAUSE THEIR PREVIOUS DRAFT 
DEC i BEEN SUBMITTED FOR LONG TIME AND DID NOT ACHIEVE ANY RESULT 
IN DISCUSSIONS. VIEW THAT SITUATION THEY SUBMITTED NEW DRAFT MAY 
11. MAY 11 DRAFT COMMON POINTS BEEN INCLUDED. IN LIGHT EXPRESSED 
ATTITUDE US LAST FEW MEETINGS IN DISCUSSION MAY 11 DRAFT, PARTICU- 
LARLY IN LIGHT MY STATEMENT THIS MORNING AS WELL AS OPPOSITION TO 
TIME LIMIT IN DECLARATION IT BECOME QUITE CLEAR MY INTENTION THIS 
DISCUSSION IS TRY GET DECLARATION FREEZING STATUS QUO TAIWAN AREA, 

( THEN RESORT PROLONGED PROCRASTINATION WITHOUT FOLLOWING UP WITH 

, FMC IN ORDER MAINTAIN ABILITY MY COUNTRY CONTINUE SEIZURE TAIWAN 
INTERVENE CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS. THAT POSITION WHAT THEIR SIDE 
WOULD UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES AGREE TO. 


5. WANG SAID AS BEEN REPEATEDLY POINTED OUT US ALREADY USED FORCE 
THREAT FORCE IN SEIZING CHINA'S TERRITORY TAIWAN INTERVENING CHINA'S 
LIBERATION OFFSHORE ISLANDS. THAT FACT WHICH CAN NO WAY BE NEGATED 
BY RESORT SOPHISTRY. 


4, WANG SAID I HAD MADE REPEATED STATEMENTS CALLING FOR UNCONDI- 
TIONAL RENUNCIATION FORCE TAIWAN AREA. IF SO US SHOULD FIRST OF 
ALL REMOVE OWN FORCES AND THREAT FORCE ALREADY USED AGAINST CHINA 
TAIWAN AREA. CHINA UPHELD PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT SINO-AMERICAN DIS- 
PUTES TAIWAN AREA. HOWEVER WOULD NEVER REMAIN ONLOOKER ALLOWING 
US CONTINUE PERPETUATE SEIZURE TAIWAN INTERFERENCE CHINA'S INTERNAL 
AFFAIRS. . 


5. WANG SAID ANY DECLARATION RENOUNCING USE FORCE CHINA US TAIWAN 
AREA MUST NOT UNDER ANY CIRCUMSTANCE BE SOMETHING FREEZING STATUS 
QUO TAIWAN AREA. MUST SPECIFY MEANS BY WHICH TAIWAN AREA DISPUTE 
MIGHT BE RESOLVED. THEIR DRAFT SPECIFIED SUCH PRACTICAL FEASIBLE 
MEANS SHOULD BE SOUGHT ASCERTAINED WITHIN TWO MONTHS FROM ANNOUNCE- 
MENT DECLARATION. THIS PROVES SINCERITY THEIR PART FOR PEACEFUL 
RESOLUTION DISPUTES BETWEEN US. 


6. WANG SAID IT NOW MORE THAN EIGHT MONTHS SINCE BEGAN DISCUSSIONS 
THIS SECOND 
REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
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THIS SECOND ITEM. AS RESULT PROCRASTINATION PART US WE STILL NOT 
ABLE REACH AGREEMENT. IF US EVEN LACKED INTENTION REACHING AGREE- 
MENT ON MEANS SETTLING SINO-AMERICAN DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA, TO WHAT 
YEAR AND TO WHAT MONTH WOULD I WANT DRAG ON TALKS WHEN WE CAME TO 
DISCUSSION SUBSTANCE DISPUTES? 


7. WANG SAID THEY ALWAYS HELD PROVIDED THERE EQUAL SINCERITY TwO 
MONTHS TIME SHOULD BE ENTIRELY SUFFICIENT FOR TWO SIDES AGREE 
PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS SOLUTION DISPUTES TAIWAN AREA. 


8, I REPLIED HE HAD SPOKEN OF SUPPOSED US DESIRE FREEZE STATUS QUO 
TAIWAN AREA. SEEMED ME AS SOMETIMES SAID IN ENGLISH SHOE ON OTHER 
FOOT. WHAT WAS STATUS QUO TAIWAN AREA? STATUS QUO WAS THERE DIS- 
PUTE REGARDING THAT AREA INVOLVING BOTH US. ONE SIDE FOR LONG IN 
PAST AND STILL IS THREATENING USE FORCE RESOLVE THAT DISPUTE TO ITS 
SATISFACTION. 


9 I ASKED WHAT WAS FIRST STEP TO PEACEFULLY RESOLVE THAT DISPUTE? 
FIRST STEP WAS CLEARLY SAY FORCE WOULD NOT BE USED IN ATTEMPT SOLVE 
IT. NEXT STEP WAS PEACEFULLY AND IN THAT ATMOSPHERE DISCUSS DIS- 
PUTES. IT EIGHT LONG MONTHS AGO I PUT FORWARD THIS SIMPLE PROPOS- 
ITION. MIGHT EVEN SAY ELEMENTARY PROPOSITION. PROPOSITION DESIGNED 
VERLY CLEARLY TO CHANGE PRESENT STATUS QUO UNDER WHICH FORCE BEING 
THREATENED AND THERE DANGER HOSTILITIES LONG AS IT CONTINUED. 


10. I SAID IT NOT US BUT RATHER HIS COUNTRY THAT APPARENTLY DESIRED 
MAINTAIN STATUS QUO. IT NOT US THAT PREVENTED US FROM COMING GRIPS 
OTHER SUBSTANTIVE PROBLEMS CONFRONTING US. IT UNWILLINGNESS HIS 
GOVERNMENT THUS FAR ACCEPT SIMPLE ELEMENTARY PROPOSITION THAT PRE- 
VENTED US THUS FAR MOVING ON ANY FURTHER THESE TALKS. I THOUGHT IT 
IMPORTANT WE KEEP CLEAR ON WHAT ACTUAL SITUATION WAS. 


11. WANG SAID I HAD JUST NOW INDICATED DESIRED PRESENT STATUS QUO 
TAIWAN AREA NOT BE MAINTAINED AND SOMETHING MUST BE DONE ABOUT IT. 
THAT EXACTLY WHAT THEY MAINTAINED. STATUS QUO TAIWAN AREA ABNORMAL 
AND FALSE. THAT WHY SOMETHING MUST BE DONE CHANGE THAT SITUATION. 
HOWEVER, ORDER CHANGE THAT STATUS QUO TAIWAN AREA EMPTY WORDS NOT 
SUFFICIENT. ONE MUST SHOW CONCRETE DEEDS THAT DIRECTION. IT EXACTLY 
FOR THIS PURPOSE SETTLING DISPUTES TWO COUNTRIES TAIWAN AREA WE 
STARTED DISCUSSIONS HERE. FOR EIGHT MONTHS WE NOT BEEN ABLE MAKE 
PROGRESS THIS SUBJECT. THIS NOT TO THEIR SATISFACTION. 


12. WANG SAID FIRST STEP SETTLEMENT TAIWAN AREA DISPUTE TWO COUNTRIES 
LAY IN ANNOUNCING DECLARATION. HOWEVER, I HAD FAILED GIVE HIM ANY 
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HELP THAT DIRECTION. IN DISCUSSING SUBJECT MAKING DECLARATION 
MUST CONCENTRATE ON HOW MAKE PROGRESS IN DISCUSSION. MAY 11 


DRAFT DESIGNED EXACTLY FOR PURPOSE ADVANCING TALKS NOT PRODUCING 
DEADLOCK OR DRAGGING TALKS BACKWARD. 
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| SP Direction to poyp 
C 13. WANG SAID HE HAD REPEATEDLY EXPLAINED HIS DRAFT, — 


L [T CONTAINED THREE SUBSTANTIVE PARAS, FIRST PARA THEY 
PROPOSED TWO COUNTRIES ACCORD MUTUAL RESPECT SOVEREIGNTY 
TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY EACH OTHER, THAT WOULD BE NORMAL 
FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE ON WHICH RELATIONS TWO COUNTRIES COULD 
BE ESTABLISHED; HE COULD NOT IMAGINE ANY OTHER PRINCIPLE 
DEPARTING FROM THIS PRINCIPLE ON WHICH RELATIONS COULD BE 
ESTABLISHED, HE COULD NOT IMAGINE HOW THIS PRINCIPLE MUTUAL 
RESPECT COULD BE REPLACED BY MUTUAL DISDAIN AND HOSTILITY. 


14. WANG SAID SECOND PARA PROPOSED PEACEFUL RESOLUTION 
TAIWAN ARE DISPUTE TwO COUNTRIES, THAT PARA REASONABLE AND 
EXPRESSED THEIR PEACEFUL INTENTIONS IN THAT THEY DETERMINED 
TRY SETTLE DISPUTES PEACEFULLY WITHOUT GOING WAR, 


of the United States 


15. WANG SAID NEXT ABOUT TIME LIMIT IN DECLARATION, 

THIS EXPRESSED MUTUAL DETERMINATION SEEK MEANS SETTLEMENT 
DISPUTES, FACT THAT NO AGREEMENT BEEN ACHIEVED EIGHT LONG 
MONTHS IN SINO-AMERICAN NEGOTIATIONS HAD EXERTED UNFAVORABLE 
[INFLUENCE INTERNATIONAL OPINION, PUBLIC SAYS TWO US MEETING 
FOR SAKE MEETING, AND DO NOT HAVE DESIRE SETTLE CONCRETE 
PROBLEM, ON THEIR PART THEY DISSATISFIED WITH DELAY, IF 

WE SET TWO MONTHS TIME LIMIT WOULD HELP GREATLY OUR ENDEAVORS 
FOR SETTLEMENT. THAT IN INTERESTS BOTH SIDES, 
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16, WANG SAID IN DISCUSSION DECLARATION SHOULD NOT AND 

CANNOT TRY DEPART FROM THESE THINGS, ISSUE COULD NOT BE 

SETTLED BY MAKING EMPTY CHARGES SUCH ALLEGATION THEIR 

DRAFT RETROGRESSION, | _ALLEGED THEIR MAY 11 CONSTITUTED P 
STEP BACKWARDS, .TOLD ME WOULD APPRECIATE IF 1 COULD ENLIGHTEN 

HIM. IN WHAT POINTS THEIR DRAFT MADE WHAT | TERMED RETROGRESSION. 


17- $F SAID 
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17- 1 SAID WANG HAD CHARACTERIZED HIS MAY 11 DRAFT, 

IX REFERENCE ITS SECOND PARA AS EXPRESSION INTENTION ON PART 

TwO US TRY SETTLE DISPUTES PEACEFULLY WITHOUT GOING WAR, . 
| INCLINED AGREE THAT CHARACTERIZATION HIS DRAFT. | FELT THIS \ | 
POINTED UP REALLY FUNDAMENTAL DIFFERENCE BETWEEN US, WOULD 
DECLARATION WE DISCUSSING BE MERELY PIOUS AMBIGUOUS EXPRESSION 

OF DESIRE TRY REPEAT TRY SETTLE DISPUTES PEACEFULLY WITHOUT \ 
GOING WAR$ OR WOULD IT BE DECLARATION SAYING WE WOULD NOT ' 
GO WAR OVER DISPUTES BUT WOULD DISCUSS THEM AND SEEK SETTLEMENT 
ONLY BY PEACEFUL MEANS? IT IN TH!S REGARD IN PARTICULAR I 

MUST CONSIDER HIS MAY 1] DRAFT AS RETROGRESSION FROM DEC} DRAFT, 


Oe” 


18, WANG INTERJECTED IT SEEMED WE BETTER KEEP DISCUSSION 

IN TERMS EXACT TEXT DRAFT, THEIR DRAFT IN THIS PARA SAID 
TWO COUNTRIES DETERMINED SHOULD SETTLE DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO 
COUNTRIES TAIWAN AREA PEACEFUL NEGOTIATION WITHOUT RESORTING 
THREAT USE FORCE AGAINST EACH OTHER, WE BETTER KEEP STRICTLY 


TO TEXT DRAFT, WHAT HE WANTED.DSSCUSS WAS EXACTLY 
TEXT DRAFT, 





: ~~ - 


19. 1 TOLD WANG [| STILL FELT TAKEN AS WHOLE EFFEC™ 

OF MAY 11 DRAFT WAS AS | HAD SAID, AS } HAD SA!D THiS MORNING 

TAKING LAST PARA HIS MAY 11 IN RELATION WHOLE !T EVEN 

INTRODUCED ELEMENT OF THREAT AT END PERIOD MENTIONED THEREIN, 

| HOWEVER, IT EXPLAINED OR RATIONALIZED THAT SIMPLY INHERENT 

IN LANGUAGE IT USED, # HAD POINTED OUT ALSO iN THAT PARA HE 
HAD DROPPED LANGUAGE ON WHICH WE PREVIOUSLY AGREED, 1 HAD 

| ACCEPTED HIS LANGUAGE EXACTLY AS EXPRESSED IN HIS DRAFT DEC 

1 FOR THAT LAST PARA, BY NOW DROPPING LANGUAGE ON WHICH 

| AGREEMENT ALREADY REACHED CERTAINLY HAD GONE BACKWARDS, 
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20. WANG SAID WE WOULD BOTH RECALL PRIOR AGREEMENT FIRST 
ANNOUNCEMENT WE BOTH WORKED EARNESTLY IN TERMS LANGUAGE 


OF ANNOUNCEMENT, AS RESULT OUR EFFORTS WE FINALLY REACHED 
AGREEMENT PRECISE TEXT ANNOUNCEMENT, 


\: 


CONF EDENT IAL 





Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 








48 
Action 


. FE 
Info 


> RMR 


INCOMING 


TELEGRAM 


21. WAN: SAID HE HAD ASKED ME THIS MORNING POINT OUT EXACTLY 
WHICH PLACES IN THREE PARAS HIs 


1 
——_— 


CONFIDENTIAL E 
CONTROL 17553 


CORRECTION ISSUED 6-4-56 7 p.m. 


=3- 1954, MAY 31, 10 PM FROM GENEVA (SECTION THREE OF SIX) - 
CORRECTED PAGE 3 


ITUTED RETROGRESSI 


HOWEVER I HAD FIRST MENTIONED SECOND PARA. HE COULD HARDLY 


FOLLOW LOGIC THAT RESPECT.I WOULD RECALL THEIR PREVIOUS DRAFT 


DEC 1 IN WHICH SECOND PARA. SAID PRC AND USA DETERMINED 
SHOULD SETTLE DISPUTES TWO COUNTRIES THROUGH PEACEFUL 
NEGOTIATION WITHOUT RESORTING THREAT USE FORCE. THAT WAS 
STATEVYENT IN GENERAL TERMS REGARDING SETTLEMENT DISPUTES 
TWO COUNTRIES. AS THEY UNDERSTOOD PUBLIC STATEMENTS MADE 
BY US DEPARTMENT STATE WE DESIRED SPECIFIC MENTION TAIWAN 
AREA THIS PARA. IN MEETING I HAD REPEATEDLY ADVANCED POINT 


OF INCLUDING 


TAIWAN THIS PARA. THEIR MAY 11 DID INCLUDE 


REFERENCE TAIWAN AREA. THEREFORE IT MET REQUIREMENTS US. 
THAT WHY IT HARD FOR HIM UNDERSTAND HOW SUCH INCLUSION 
CONSTITUTED RETROGRESSION. HE MUST SAY HE NOT ABLE FOLLOW 
ME THIS RESPECT. MY POSITION SEEMED BE IN THEIR PREVIOUS 


DRAFTS THEY 
AND THAT NOT 


ID NOT HAVE REFERENCE TAIWAN AREA SECOND PARA 
SATISFACTORY ME. NOW IN SECOND PARA THEY ADDED 


REFERENCE YET I SAID THIS RETROGRESSION. COULD THIS BE 
REGARDED AS DEMONSTATION SINCERITY IN TALKS? 
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P 
Cc 22. Wang seid I had next spoken about third paragreph and about 
L time linit. They meinteined time limit essential necessary 


6nd useful both sides. For several meetings in succession I 
had expressed different opinions on time limit. I had done so 
in spite repeated explanations. If I considered two months 
insufficiont ther how much time would be sufficient? He would 


like heer my ideas that regard period. 


23. I seid hed just two brief things. First in discussing first 
agreement last September we did not make progress by dropping from 
decisretion mid-wsy during negotiations, language on which had 
&élready reeched agreement. Psrenthetically I might note in 

spite care I attempted exercise discussing thet egreement we 

ceme cut «ith something which did not mean same thing both us. 
issues here too importent for that again happen. 


24. I ssid next far es his question concerning time limit did 
not feel eny time limit could te placed on renuncistion force 
settlement our disputes. We certainly would not say we agreed 
not go war esch other two months two years twenty years. 

it worse sey thet reslly then say nothing st all. 














2 meng ssid he found fe in self-contradiction with previous 
mek: 


stete this mo ning. This morning I seid Aid not desire 

















resent status quo taiwsn srea should be maintsined two yeers 








maintsin stetus a5 Tefwan eres an esired present situation 
lalwsn srea be ofa ed. By omitting time Limit did T feel 

















pventy_yoers: if on6 should view Talwan problem from tha 


standpoin would show he not willing have settlement st all. 
at hought he wisteken In thet he hoped I would clear it up_ 
or bin. 


26. I thought I hed elready msde position Suply clear on that. 


He had tvisted my clesr statement into arguing something 
Ect sey. Howover i was setisfied m osition clear. Had nothing 
Pastner on this tiis morring. As a him at begi oe meeting 
had information for uim in regerd first Item which would take 


little time 
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little time present end if it agreeable him would now do so. 














27. Wang seid slthough I hed said my position clear they still 
not clear regsrding it. He remretted 1 had in a statonsnt not 
helped progress our discussion oi declaration If there no desire 
Tor dez roarets stélling talks end if there genuine desire for 
reaching sgreexent would hope I able at next meeting put forward 
concrete Opinions. Rather than sez ine abstrect things would 
hope 1 apie express concrete opinion. 









































28. He then reed prepsered statement: 








matter Chinese in prisons my country. At 47th meeting Mey 
even asserted my government had under agreed announceten eptember 














A. Since last December you with incressing frequency brought 
May 17 








10 undertaken commitments this recerd. 





B. While not my purpose agsin enter controversy this matter, 
Ou well recell from time two years ago when two us undertook 
scussion respective netionsls in country of other T Indicated 


from ay stendpoint this involving STA all Americans your 















































country prevented departing by denial ex rmits or imprisonment. 
50 there be no question concerning exsctl chat discussing, I 

gave you list their names. You Indicated interest was In question 
removal restrictions Imposed by government on departure Chinese 
students. Your request I gave concrete Iinformstion this regard. 


Were of courss, no Chinese my country In_ category corresponding 
Americens your country imprisoned charges po cal nature. 


















































C. These continued be respective concerns and subjects discussion 
throughout period contact through consulates general here well 


ss through negotiations from August 1 leading agreed announcement 
September 10 which issued this context. early understood between 
en 



































Us end I meade ebundently clear insofar my statement that snnouncement 
concerned, it confirmed fact, which I Informed you outset our 

taiks August, es o jét time removel completed all restrictions 
on departure for your country Chinese my country. 
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L D, THAT MY COUNTRY FULLY FAITHFULLY CARRIED OUT WITH REGARD 


CHINESE IN US ALL TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT DEMONSTRATED 
BEYOND DOUBT NOT ONLY BY FACT CHINESE CONTINUED FREELY 

PROCEED FROM US YOUR COUNTRY BUT ALSO BY FACT IN ALMOST NINE 
MONTHS SINCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT INDIAN EMBASSY HAS NOT BROUGHT 
ATTENTION MY GOVERNMENT SINGLE CASE WHERE EVEN ALLEGED 
OBSTRUCTION BEEN OFFERED TO DEPARTURE CHINESE WHO DESIRE 
PROCEED YOUR COUNTRY, 


( NEVERTHELESS YOU IN RECENT MONTHS RAISED QUESTION CHINESE 
MY COUNTRY SERVING PRISON SENTENCES, YOUR OBVIOUS PURPOSE 
BEEN FALSELY IMPUGN FAITH PERFORMANCE MY COUNTRY ALL 
COMMITMENTS UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, DESPITE DEMONSTRABLE 
FALSITY IMPRESSION YOU SEEK CREATE, MY COUNTRY#S AUTHORITIES, 
VIEW YOUR STATEMENTS THIS REGARD, CARRIED OUT FULL CAREFUL 
INVESTIGATION IDENTIFY ALIEN CHINESE WHO MIGHT BE SERVING 
PRISON TERMS, THIS INVESTIGATION INCLUDED ALL FEDERAL AND 
STATE PRISONS, NECESSARY BECAUSE NO CHINESE IMPRISONED MY 
COUNTRY ON CHARGES POLITICAL NATURE OR BECAUSE RACE, NATIONALITY 
POLITICAL BELIEFS, HE SUBJECT TO IMPRISONMENT FOR COMMON 
CRIMES AS MURDER NARCOTICS TRAFFIC ONLY AFTER PROMPT, FAIR 
PUBLIC TRIAL BEFORE IMPARTIAL COURTS WHERE HAS SAME LEGAL 
SAFEGUARDS AS EVERY OTHER RESIDENT MY COUNTRY INCLUDING 
COUNSEL OF OWN CHOICE, THOSE CONVICTED UNDER SUCH PROCEDURES 
NOT SINGLED OUT BY REASONS RACE NATIONALITY, NOR RECORDS 
CONCERNING THEM MAINTAINED THAT BASIS, 


F., AS FAR AS | ABLE DETERMINE NO ALIEN CHINESE IN PRISON MY 
COUNTRY HAS EXPRESSED DESIRE RETURN YOUR COUNTRY, HOWEVER, 
IN ORDER REMOVE ANY VESTIGE BASIS YOUR CLAIM MY GOVERNMENT 
NOT FULLY CARRYING OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, EACH THESE 
PRISONERS BEING INDIVIDUALLY INFORMED\ AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 


THIS 
PERMANENT , CONFIDENTIAL REPRODUCTION FROM 
RECORD COPY «© This copy muSrbeTeturnet to RM/RveMmrat files with notapan gh gehen taken 





- 


i ceed 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


——_ ~—een 
. 











CONF IDEN? IAL ' 


- INCOMING » CONTROL; 3 ' 


) 3 
TELEGRAM CORRECTION ISSUED; 6/2/56 9:33 AM LMS 


-2- 1964, MAY 31, 11 PM (SECTION FIVE OF S!X) FROM GENEVA 
CORRECTED PAGE 2 


AND SPECIFICALLY TOLD IF DESIRES DO SO MAY APPLY FOR DEPOR- 
TAT!ON YOUR COUNTRY, PROMPT ACTION WILL BE TAKEN ANY SUCH 
APPL ICATIGN, 


\ 


G. IN ADDITION, INDIAN EMBASSY MY COUNTRY BEING INFORMED 
ARRANGEMENTS BEING MADE 17S REPRESENTATIVES INTERVIEW EACH 
SUCH COMMON CRIMINAL SO CAN ASCERTAIN TO ITS SATISFACTION 
WHETHER NOT HE DES!RES BE RELEASED FOR IMMEDIATE RETURN YOUR 
COUNTRY, INDIAN EMBASSY WILL BE GIVEN NAMES AND LOCATION 

ALL SUCH CRIMINALS, INDIAN EMBASSY TODAY ALSO BEING INFORMED 
THESE MEASURES, 


29. WANG SAID HE COULD NOT AGREE REMARKS CONCERNING CHINESE 
NATIONALS US, NOR COULD HE AGREE MY ASSERT!ON SEPTEMBER 10 
AGREEMENT DID NOT INCLUDE CHINESE US PRISONS, HE DID NOT DENY 

IN BEGINNING OUR CONTACT ON RETURN CIVILIANS THEY FIRST RAISED 
QUESTION CHINESE STUDENTS US, THAT TIME, CHINESE STUDENTS HAD 
SUFFERED EXTREMELY UNREASONABLE RESTRICTIONS IN US, HOWEVER 
DURING LAST NEGOTIATIONS ON RETURN CIVILIANS BEGINNING LAST 
AUGUST UNTIL WE REACHED AGREEMENT ON SEPTEMBER 10 THEY NEVER ON 
THEIR PART STATED THAT PROBLEMS CHINESE CIVILIANS ONLY RESTRICTED 
CHINESE STUDENTS, CHiNESE STUDENTS ONLY PORTION CHINESE NATIONALS 
US, SAME AS IN CASE US LAWBREAKERS IN CHINA WHICH INCLUDED 
MILITARY PERSONNEL AS WELL AS CIVILIANS OTHER CATEGORIES, 


30. TURNING TO PREPARED STATEMENT WANG CONTINUED HE RECALLED 
| MADE STATEMENT DURING PREVIOUS DISCUSSION TO EFFECT | DID 
NOT KNOW OF ANY CHINESE IN PRISON US, | NOW FORMALLY INFORMED 
HIM THERE WERE CHiNESE PRISONERS US, 





31. WANG SAID HE HAD ALSO NOTED STATEMENT BY SPOKESMAN US 
DEPARTMENT STATE TO EFFECT CHINESE iMPRISONED US NOT GOING TO 
BE RELEASED, HE MUST SAY THIS VERY SERIOUS QUESTION, 


32. WANG SAID SINCE | INFORMED HIM | HAD MADE INVESTIGATION 
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CHINESE IN US PRISONS HE WOULD APPRECIATE MY TELLING 

HIM EXACT NUMBER SUCH PRISONERS, HOPED | WOULD BE 

ABLE GIVE HIM LIST, THESE CHINESE NATIONALS IMPRISONED IN 

US, THAT WAS FACT, FACT WAS THEY SUBJECTED UNEQUAL TREATMENT 
IN US AND BEING PERSECUTED UNDER VARIOUS CHARGES, WANG 

HAD RIGHT DEMAND US RELEASE THESE PEOPLE SO THEY COULD RETURN 
NATIVE LAND, THEY QUITE DISSATISFIED SINCE AGREEMENT REACHED 
ON CIVILIANS US SO FAR NOT FULLY CARRIED OUT AGREEMENT, 

HE HAD MADE MANY REPRESENTATIONS CONCERNING CHINESE AND 


_CHINESE STUDENTS WHO BETNG OBSTRUCTED BUT, EXCEPT IN CASE 
“LIU YUNG-MING | NOT MADE ANY ACCOUNTING THESE PEOPLE, 
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33- WANG SAID US NOT YET REMOVED REQUIREMENTS COERCING 
CHINESE US APPLY PERMANENT RESIDENCE AND ENTRY PERMITS TAIWAN, 


34. WANG SAID ACCORDING THEIR INFORMATION US RECENTLY TAKEN 
MEASURES DENY EXIT CHILDREN BORN CHINESE STUDENTS IN US 

TO DEPART WITH PARENTS, THAT CONSTITUTED VIOLATION AGREEMENT 
ON CIVILIANS, THEY DEMANDED US PROMPTLY REMOVE SUCH MEASURES 
IN VIOLATION AGREEMENT, 





35. |! SAID | DID NOT KNOW WHETHER HE CLEARLY UNDERSTOOD 
EXACTLY WHAT | TOLD HIM, HIS REMARKS APPEARED INDICATE HE 
DID NOT, 1 HAD SAID FAR AS | BEEN ABLE DETERMINE NO CHINESE 
PRISONER THUS FAR EXPRESSED DESIRE RETURN HIS COUNTRY, | 
SAID HOWEVER THAT IT GOING BE MADE SPECIFICALLY CLEAR EACH 
THEM THAT IF HE DESIRED DO SO HE COULD APPLY DEPORTATION 
WANG?S COUNTRY, 


36. | SAID | DID NOT EVEN ASK HIM ACCEPT MY WORD ON THIS, 


» #ARRANGEMENTS MARE, INDIAN EMBASSY SEE EACH THESE PERSONS 


DETERMINE FOR SELF WHETHER ‘HE DES!RED BE RELEASED FOR IMMED | ATE 
RETURN, | HAD ALSO TOLD WANG INDIAN EMBASSY WOULD BE GIVEN 
NAMES AND LOCATIONS EACH THESE PERSONS, 


37. | SAID AS FAR AS NUMBERS CONCERNED DID NOT HAVE EXACT 
FIGURES WHICH BEING GIVEN INDIAN EMBASSY BUT UNDERSTOOD 
IN Mit ee 30-40 PERSONS WHO INVOLVED, 
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re 38. +=! ~SAID PURPOSE THIS MORNING NOT ENTER CONTROVERSY OVER 7 
GROUND COVERED MANY TIMcS IN PAST BUT | FOUND DIFFICULT 
Info = ACCEPT HIS STATEMENT CHINES US WHO COMMITTED MURDER OTHER 
pup COMMON CRIMCS BEING PERSECUTED BECAUSE PUT IN PRISON FOR IT. 





SS 39. | SAID ONLY NeW THING WANG HAD MENTIONED WAS 


t G ASSERTION CHILDREN BORN US TO CHINESE STUDENT PARENTS BEING 
. sp DENIED EXIT, COULD CATEGORICALLY TELL HIM THIS NOT CORRECT, 
j C THOUGH SUCH CHILDREN AMERICAN CITIZENS THEY BEING PERMITTED 
PoL ACCOMPANY PARENTS, BECUASE THEY AMERICAN CITIZENS PROCEDURES 


: FOR DEPARTURE SOMCWHAT DIFFERENT FROM CASE ALIENS AND MIGHT IN 
SOME CASES REQUIRE SHORT PERIOD TIME, HOWEVER EVEN THOUGH 
| THEY AMERICAN CITIZENS THEY BEING PERMITTED ACCOMPANY PARENTS, 


4O, WANG SAID FIRST PLACE HE MIGHT SAY NUMBER GIVEN BY ME 














w | FOR CHINESE IN PRISON US--1 HAD SAID 320-40--QUITE BIG NUMBER, 

” ESSENTIAL QUESTION RE THESC PEOPLE WAS FOR US GOVT RELEASE THEM 

an | SO COULD RETURN THEIR HOMELAND SOON AS POSSIBLE, REGARDING 

z, CHINESE THAT CATEGORY WHO IN PRISON US HE HOPED | ABLE GIVE 

Q | 

= | HIM LIST, 

SE 

2} lui. WANG SAID AS REGARDS CHILDREN BORN TO CHINESE PARENTS !T CASE 
S 


OF OBSTRUCTION DEPARTURE. | HAD JUST NOW STATED THEY NOT OBSTRUCTED, 
{ BUT SAME TIME STATED THEY RECEIVED DIFFERENT TREATMENT IN REGARD 

| DEPARTURE FROM THAT ACCORD PARENTS, THAT PRECISELY CASE OF 
OBSTRUCTION FOR IT QUITE APPARENT IF CHILDREN SUBJECT OBSTRUC- 

TION WOULD ALSO HINDER DEPARTURE PARENTS, HE HOPED PROMPT 

ACTION WOULD BE TAKEN BY US AUTHORITICS CORRECT THAT SITUATION, 
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42. | SAID HAD NOTHING MORE. WANG PROPOSED NEXT MEETING 
FRIDAY JUNE 8, | AGREED, 
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FROM JOHNSON 


TO CARRY OUT TACTIC OUTLINED PARA 3 DEPTEL 2066 BELIEVE 
| SHOULD NOT TAKE ANY INITIATIVE WITH RESPECT IMPLEMENTATION 
NEXT MEETING, AT BEST MAY TAKE SEVERAL WEEKS ASSESS EFFECT 
ON THEM THIS UNEXPECTED MOVE, REGARDLESS OF WHAT ACTION* THEY 
MAY ULTIMATELY TAKE RESPECTIVE RELEASE OF AMERICANS HE WILL 

) PROBABLY MAKE SOME STATEMENT AT NEXT MEETING ATTEMPTING 
REDRESS RECORD FROM HIS STANDPOINT TO WHICH:.! WOULD PROPOSE 
REPLY AS NECESSARY WITHOUT LABORING RELEASE AMERICANS ASPECT, 
WOULD APPRECIATE INSTRUCTIONS COVERING POSSIBILITY HE 
RENEWS REQUEST | GIVE HIM HERE LIST OF PRISONERS, WOULD 
ATTEMPT AS TODAY AVOID ISSUE BUT IF HE PRESSES | MAY BE 
REQUIRED INDICATE SOME POSITION, ON ONE HAND NO REQUIREMENT 
UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT THEY BE GIVEN ANY SUCH LIFT BUT 
ON OTHER HAND THEY WILL OF COURSE RECEIVE LIST FROM INDIANS 
AND FLAT REFUSAL GIVE HIM SAME LIST HERE TENDS SOMEWHAT 
ADVERSELY REFLECTION HIS STATUS HERE AND BE INCONSISTENT WITH 
MY PREVIOUS POSITION ON ALL IMPLEMENTATION MATTERS BE+NG 
PROPER SUBJECT FOR DISCUSSION HERE, IN ANY EVENT IF APPEARS O 
USEFUL DESIRE BE ABLE STATE WILL tNFORM HIM WHEN: ANY ER |SONER © vu 
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Though ? rst 4n knowing that the 
Indian Consul General here just called me saying that he 
recalled that I had asked him to let me know whenever 
Krishna Menon came through town and that he was passing 
threugh here on “Vonday, intimating that he would like to 
see me but not directly saying so. Of course, I had never 
said any such thing to the Consul General and he perfectly 
well knows so, my last statement to him being that I would 
be very gled to see Krishna Menon any time he wanted to ses 
me. 





I replied thst I was very sorry that I was leaving for 
-_ Pregue tomorrow morning and would not be returning until 
. Wednesday and asked that he give Mr, Mencn my regards, 
3 


ST’ d @Z 70T 


I suppose that he will, of course, be sgeing Wang. I 
have no idea wnat this means, if anything, wented to 
pass it on to you, 


of the United States 


I have nothing on today's meeting except what Tf have 
a already transnitted in my telexzrams, I was delighted to 
be able to make the statement on Chinese prisoners and so 
thorcughly to throw him into a spin at todav's meeting. It 
was fortunate that I had at the very outset in my statement 
of renunciation mentioned ny desire later to talk on Item 
one, because it Was quite obvious that he was preparing to 
-jump in with his “demands” on us to release the Chinese 
prisoners, and if he hed gotten his statement in first, it 
would have made it very difficult forme to make mine, How- 
ever, it all worked out well and I think that we have 
handled the matter so as to obtain the maximum advantage, 
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Reczerds, 


- Sincerely, 





/\Wrlexis Johnson 
Ameri¢gan Ambassador 


| +i 


Walter P, McConaughy, <squire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
* de Fureau of Far ‘astern Affairs, 


Washington 25,D.C. 
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c/o UNITED STATES RESIDENT DELEGATION 
AND CONSULATE GENERAL 
GENEVA, SWITZE 
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After talking the’ last meeting bver with Bob Ekvall, 
T had worked uv a paragraph or two on renunciation for 
possible inclusion in the Ambassador's "comment" telegram. 
When I showed the draft to the Amdassador, his reaction 
was, wnile agreeing with the analysis, to doubt the utility 
of vutting it in the telegran, He suggested I send it to 
you in a letter, and so I am enclosing it. 


J. oth! Bee OVA gamma 


~ $ oe v 


I would certainly agree with the Ambassador that the 
Departrent appears to face the possibility of a resort to 
the public by Yang with equanimity. it is also true that 
if in fact the CHICOMS do go to the public on the basis of 
the May 11 draft, they will not be in too strong a position, 
Even wang seems to realize this, and that is probably why 
he has been making such determined efforts to lure us into 
making textual criticisus, Eis tactic would possibly be to 
then table a new draft apparently meetings our objections 
without really doing so. This would put Peiping in 2 
a stronger public position than the May 11 draft alone. 


of te United States 
STt®’ d ZL 30 


Possibly Wang may heve another try or two at getting 
| us to telk textually, If this fails, Peiping may decice 
i to go to the public anyway. If Feiping takes the issue to 
= the public solely on the basis of the May 11 draft, the 
¥ CEICO“S sre going to have a hard time convincing people 
: this draft represents a really sincere effort to reach 
2 agreement on a meaningful renunciation of force, Accord- 
y ingly they might stress, rather than the draft itself, Wang's 

, repeated offers to consider alternative suggestions, and 
our "obstinate" refusal to offer any, ‘They might even, as 
aminor gembit, pley Wang's trick of "assuming’, since we 
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Ralph N. Clough, Esquire, 
——— Euremiof Far “astern Affairs, 
wemwe | Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.Sc. 
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oo BY. 
ae. concentrated our objections on the time limit clause, that 
a the United States hac no objections to other parts of the 
net draft, This would not fool most intelligent observers, but 
om it might injure feelings on Taiwan, 


Alternatively, Peiping might decide that the May 11 draft 
is completely unsuitable 2s a basis for a public position, 
and Weng might be instructed to table a new draft, even in the 
absence of textual comments from our side. Our failure to take 
this new draft as the tasis for discussion would bring on a 
threat to go to the public, and this time it would be zenuine, 


These various possibilities have probably occurrec to 
you in CA, and are vrotably being taken account of in nlanning 
our strategy in the talks, insofar as they are worth taking 
account of at all. This might be a good place to sav again 
that in writing you these letters I am not attempting to 
force the pace of things, request answers to questions, or 
urge any particular direction of policy ‘sith regard to the 
talks, 


tes 


Since we have been relying on the services of one of the 
ConGen officers for the note-taking spot, we have been working 
up the long telegrams on the basis of my shorthand notes, 
thoroughly cress-checiced with the lony-hand notes and bob 
Exvall's notes of what Wang reall- said in Chinese, as well as 
approved by the ambassador, in cictating off the telegrams 
to the secretary I have tried to comply with a recent instruc- 
tion from the Department calling attention to excess verbiage 
in our previous treffic. I hope I have not besn condsnsing 
to the detriment of intellicibility. If so, don't hesitate 
to tell me. 
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Regards to Walter ard 211 in CA. 
Sincerely, 
L Yeas 
David L, Osborn 
Encl, 


Sa Co7ments on Renunciation 
of Force Situation 
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COMMENTS ON RENUNCIATION FORCE SITUATION 





In absence new move from me on renunciation next meeting 
anticipate Wang will heighten threat resort public, justifying 
step along lines para, 12 long telegram (i.e., saying interna- 
tional opinion already ceploring worthlessness these talks, 
and asserting it SHICOM right and duty in _ ‘form public who is 
responsible for lack progress). Wang's original hope may 
have deen elicit my objections his May 21 draft, then submit 
another new craft allegedly meeting my objections, with plan 
of going to public following my rejection his Maa ow 
successive effort reach egreement", Plausibility this 
supposition supported by extensive  parzaining"*' his May ll 
draft ani ov his determined efforts elicit my specific 
comments or suggested amendments, 


Accordingly it possible Wangs may continue recent tactics one 
or two more meetings, However as ane if Wang convinced I intend 
avoid specific comment text his dreft, Peiping may feel self 
forcedc go to public on basis that draft, 
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Dear Alex: \ 


I plan to wait until Londay thedth to write the regular weekly 


| Letter Ko. 45 
: 
it 


letter. That letter should reach you well before the next meeting on 


n | 

- June 6. This is rerely a short note to transmita copy of the Aide-mezoire - 
° : we delivered to the Indian Lmbassy yestercay, together with the full - 
; : ( list of Chinese alien prisoners. se have just received your 1965 and . 
2 tte feel you should have this list in any event. If it should be decided = 
a that you should transmit this list to Tang at the next reeting (and this = 


question will probebdly be decided on .onday), you should heve this list 
Ad in eacvence in order to be prepared. It would be difficult and expensive 


to trensrit this list ty cable, and the incidenceof garblesvouvld probably 
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be hich. Unless this pouch is delayed you will be all set for whatever 
course ray be decided upon next week. 


—_ Indian 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
Arerican Ambassador now at Geneva, 
Anerican Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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Indian Anbassador Liehta seemed highly pleased at our decision. He 





told Dudley sithers after he left ir. Robertson's office that he felt this 
Was a constructive move which should lead to some progress. He seemed to 

| feel definitely optimistic. He obviously thinks it will be up to the 
Chinese Communists to make a reciprocating move now. I believe we have 
at least the local Indian representatives on our side on the prisoner 
question now, and we have high hopes that they will exert whatever influence 


they may have in the right direction. jie will send you a meroranduz of 





the Robertson=—ehta conversation on Londay. The Indians intend to 
arrange the interviews with the prisoners es soon as they receive word 
that we have delivered notifications and copies of the Agreed Announcement 


to the prisoners. We hope to get the draft circular letter to the prisoners 


of the United States 
Ja, Seek eee ote 


cleared today. You will also get a copy of this. 
winister Tan was quite unhappy when I cave him the news half an hour 
before Vehta came in. He feels that both the propriety and the consistency 


of our action ere questionable. Obviously he feels that the position of the 
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GRC as the sole representative anc protector of Chinese interests in this 
country is somewhat compromised. He wants a list of the prisoners, and 

kr. Robertson and I both feel that we should give it to him. However, it 
has not been done yet. Tan believes the Indians will try to bring pressure 
to bear on the prioners to elect return to the mainland. He thought we 
micht have the same sort of tug-of-war on these criminals which was 


wh experienced with the Chinese POW's in Korea. He also feels that if and 


when 
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when the news leaks out the effect on the peace of mind of law-abiding 
Chinese residents of the US will be adverse. He thinks it might be construed 
by them as the thin edge of a wedge. 

P2/? is worried about the publicity ancle. They feel if the news 
leaks out om is released by the Chinese Communists we will be at a serious 
disadvantage. They wonder if we should not put the news out first so that 
we can retain control, insure that a carbled versicn does not cain currency, 
and avoid being placed on the defensive. We are awaiting your comments 
on the publicity probler.. So far there has been no leak that we know of, 

Conpratulations on the way you handled the presentation of our decision 
yesterday. You really took ‘iang by surprise. ang was caught off balance 
most conspiciously and you handledhis predicament very well indeed. 

The British Imbassy here las informed O'iieill in detail of our nove 
and our reasoning in showinr restraint at this stage. O'Neill will, of 
course, sake no move until we ask him to. We have invited his suzgestions 
as to the best way to pley our cards if we vet no prompt, favorable reaction 
from the Chinese Communists. 

Congratulations on the fine commendation which the Secretary wrote 
you. No commendation could have been more merited in our view. 

Judge Phleger has been away most of this week on two speech-making 
trips. Of course, the Secretary has been away too, taking a short rest 
at Duck Island. Bill Sebald left on Tuesday for a six-weeks tour of the 
entire Fs area. 


Regards 
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Regards and every good wish to you, Dave and Helenka and Colonel 
Ekvall, 
= Sincerely yours, 
y 
Cc 
°o 
» 
-_ Ff Walter ?. i.cConaughy 
2 : Director for Chinese Affairs 
S| 
- | 
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Dear Alex: 
There have been no Geneva developments since I wrote you on 

Friday except a constant battle to keep down publicity on our rrisonsr 

decision. Judge Phleger has been away until now. I expect that we will 

have a Geneva meeting in the course of the day although your instructions 

may not co out until tomorrow since the meeting is on Friday this week, 
Unfortunately Kuh of the Chicago “un TMmes got hold of almost the 

entire story on our prisoners>move, either late Thursday or early Friday. 

His story appeared in the Chicaco Sun Times Friday afternoon, June 1. 

It was almost a miracle that the wire services did not pick up the 

story immediately and carry it on their tickers* For some reason we 

did not get the pressure until Saturday morning. John Hightower of AP 

fot on to the Chicago Sun Times story at thet time and immediately went 

all out to elicit something from Mr. Robertson, Joln Lindbeck and myself, 

So far he has been staved off, largely by the efforts of Mr. Robertson, 

who told him frankly that we could not confirm his surmises. Any story 


he micht write would be based on pure conjecture. ‘Such conjecture would 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
Geneva. 
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be prafsccicial to the interest of the 13 imcrisoned écericans. 
Xr. Robertson thonch he would want to think tsrice before he wuld write 





en uncorreborated story which richt have the effect of woraming the 


ey et Om ee - 


? a plight of his fcllcew countrymen vho were already in dire stroi ts... rote 





tdom. Ton Congales of UP also cot wind of the stor; yesterday, tut so 


far has been held off sy the vse of tactics similar to those e=cloyed 


with Hichtower,. 
we widerstand from Hightower o»t the New York Mres Wash incton 


7? es ee us ee 
- . a - 


_ 


Dereau and other correspondents arn working on the story. They all 
sense that a news story is present. OS:t they are loathe to rove rntil 
they cen cet some o' ficial confirmation. “Xuh's poor reputation with 
| ren of his colleaques is helping vs here, although his account is so 
circumstantial that the other cerresoendents are convinced there must be 


+ - 


some fire where there is that much smoke. As usval ve have no idea where 
the leak cecurred, alihouch we suspect tae Iniian imbassy say ce the 
source. It is interesting that Conzales said he understood that 36 

names were on the list of Chinese criminals. ‘his is a figure vhich was 
never civen the Indian Oubassy. It is the figure originally received fron 
« Ia. 5S. Two names vere later deleted from this list because they 
or appear to have a claim to Anerican citizenship. his would nake tieit 
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seem that Gonzales'source was someone who saw the list either in Justice 
or in State at an early stage. 

Obviously the story is going to come out eventually although we 
hope to stave off general circulation of acceptance of the story for a 
while longer. It seems to us that official confirmation of the story 
at this time would be totally inconsistent withoour tactics of giving 
the Chinese Communists as much room as possible for a graceful change 
in policy on the imprisoned Americans. We will amost certainly get 
bogged down with an exchange of recriminations with the Chinese Communists 
on the application of the Agreed Anncuncement, if we let anything out 
prematurely. The chances of the 13 would likely be lost in the heat 
of the controversy, Although you have given us same intimation of your 
general attitude of the publicity question, we would welcore a more 
explicit recommendation and analysis. We have tried our hands at 
three drafts cf a contingency press release if we are forced into the 
position of putting out a confirmation. We d not like any of these 
drafts. It is an extemely difficult subject to press succinctly and 
cogently with the right shades of emchasis throughout. 

There is enclosed a copy of the letter which is being sent to 
each prisoner. It has been cleared in the Derartment amd by I2 N.S. 
and the Sureau of Prisons and we expect to send it out in English and 
Chinese today. 

SECRET 
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I am sorry I won't be able to get another letter to you before 
the next meeting to report on our meeting with Judge Phleger today. 





* Since dictating this I have discovered an AP item on this 
did appear in various papers yesterday. It did not receive 
very prominent play, being carried on inside pages. Copy 


Po 2g 


attached. 


Enclosure: 


Bs | Anything real significant will of course be included in our telegrams 
| to you. 
c ; Regards and good luck, 
® ' Sincerely, 
wu + 
ce a 

c i 

o ; 

Lan Walter P, McConaughy 
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Copy of letter to be sent to Chinese aliens in prison. 
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2 Classification 
VERBATIM TEXT 
SENT TO: Amconsul GENEVA PRIORITY RoGPO +. 

m1 FOR JOHNSON 
ee LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 

: Following is draft text letter we propose sending Chinese pris{ on 
- | Draft not finally appwieet approved here but would appreciate gh or 
$ comments. We are considering having you give Wang copy at June 8 © 5 
= 
@ meeting. 
S QUOTE | tee 
53 There is enclosed a copy of the Agreed Announcement issued at * : : 
sf Geneva on September 10, 1955, 2 , 7 
3 The responsible United States authorities have decided that the : e 
g* provisions of the Agreed Announcement will be applied to your onse,’ | co 
2° In the near future, you will be given an opportunity to state formally ° 2 
g 4 a whether you elect to continue serving your sentence in the United States * ny 
: a subject to prevailing regulations, or vhether you prefer to be dis- - Z O° 
E le charged expeditiously from prison for the sole purpose of immediate her oes? 
Fi and direct travel to China. If you apply for parole or cammtation © ; we Mite 

+ 2 of sentence for this purpose, the American authorities concerned will : a » 

( give prompt consideration to your application. 

You will later be visited to verify that you have been informed © 
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The warden of the prison where you are confined will notify you in 


you 


of this opportunity to be deported, and to ascertain whether 
elect to be deported, so that the necessary arrangements can be 


advance of the arrangements for the visit. 
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Sb Suggest first sentence second paragraph reference letter be N 
a deleted. Do not see necessity raising in this letter, particularly J} ~ 
oe if copy to be given Wang, controversial question of whether and 0 ** 
+ by whose decision prisoners covered by agreed announcement. It ' -. 
yD seems to me omission of sentence would not jeopardize our position) be, 
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FOR JOHNSON 7 ie 
. ta. ae 
____| __ LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 5 f ey 
ome 2 Bow |. 
ae Guidence for June 8. Meeting. Fy be 
; 1. You are authorized inform Wang of delivery Indian Embassy hfs: of f- a 
- US Aide Memoire enclosing list, Chinese alien prisoners. Do not repeat not Ee } 3 
= ro an 
- give document to Wang. While x we realize Chinese Communists can obtain list E : 
co . 
@ from Indians, we wish avoid undesirable implications of formally turning over e : 
& to Chinese Communists, in apparent response demand by then, information me: 
ie) 
S3 ing Chinese nationals in US who have not indicated desire proceed Com 
o 
Ho China. to 
c. oO 
2s 2. We hope by our action make it difficult if not virtually impossible ~ 
oc 
-. for Chinese Communists refuse British access +e American prisoners held in t 
2 xo ‘ 
* Communist China, and release of Americans, All our actions related this ——- 
jo8 oS 
2 ba : tactic are geared to overriding objective of placing maximum indirect pressure “> 
.) - Ye 
= = on Chinese Communists. 2. ; t. 
n /s 3. You are authorized your discretion tell Wang thet US has refrained 2 + , 
& from giving any publicity to its decision give criminals option of return My ! = 
¥ Communist China, FYI leaks have not been officially inspired and are from 
sources we have not been able te-identify. We have carefully avoided giving ~ | 
any official confirmation to rumors -4n this regard. END FYI. 
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4. You should not mention prospective letter to Chinese prisoners 
(Deptel 2090) at this meeting. 

5. Reject as unfounded Wang's allegation US obstructing departure 
children of Chinese going 9@ Communist China. On contrary, US waives 
passport requirement for accompanying American-born Ghildren of Chinese 
aliens travelling #* mainland China. Indian Embassy informed of this 
arrangement and has not alleged obstruction any such case. 

6. You are authorized your discretion refrain from taking any 
other initiative regarding implementation at this meeting or from linking 


our action with action expected of Communists on American prisoners. 


Use your judgment in answering any statement Wang may make in reply US 
proposal, | 

7. Concerning renunciation of force, no new proposal or argumenta- 
tion by you contemplated. Adhere to defined position, pointing out 
futility of tabling proposals such as Wang's May 11 draft, which Wang 
well knows is retrograde move which cannot succeed. Urge Wang reconsider 
merits our April 19 draft from Chinese Communist point of view. Call 
attention lack of any iniication willingness on part of Peiping to 
recede from its "all or nothing" position and remark on conteast/taaee , 
attitude with public posture reasonableness and conciliation which 
Chinese Communists apparently endeavoring assume. 

8. Department considers it tactically inadvisable for us 4e 
propose omission meeting next week. Various unwarranted and possibly 


hurtful inferences might. be read into such request. Accordingly 
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you should suggest Friday June 15 for next meeting if you can return 


from your engagement in Nuremburg by then. Otherwise request meeting 


for Saturday, June 16, 
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-—_——_— 1. Department believes your 1080 manifests degree of perturbat 








‘ at Chinese prisoner decision which is not warranted by circumstances 
| 2. Chinese pa) of protest will be answered shortly 
essentially same points enumerated below, 

3. Indian Embassy will not act on behalf of Chinese Communist regine 


or as protector interests Chinese prisoners when it interviews prisoners. 


st 


‘ er oe é. i. s 
shahal® senn sapalsee ates fot | 


tay 
It will function in collaboration -with US Government merely to verify; 
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fects as te expressed wishes of prisoners regarding return to Co 
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China, Iniien representative will be accompanied by US official. 
will not be allowed to influence decision-of prisoners and will have no 


repeat no function in regard +e prisoners who do not voluntarily elect 


of the United States 


travel Communist China. a Pe 


“4 


a 
so” 
a. 
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4. Prisoners by their confinement are protected from Chinese Communist 


eyes 


influence and intimidetion. Indian visits will not endanger them nor do 
neyR Pe 
lle ta constitute any significant extension of Indian role under Agreed 
BNGS daoae 
Announcement. 
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xz criminals have been deported to Communist China before and travel of 
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criminals to Communist China, if any elect to go there, will not constitute 





any new deperture. 

6. Chinese Government has regulariy resisted deportation Chinese to 
Taiwan. In view GRC lack cooperation with INS this matter, we had assumed : : R 
they would not be interested in taking these criminals. However, GRC is 
at liberty to receive any of them who may elect to go there, and prisoners J 
will be given opportunity express this preference. 

7. GRC was given complete list of criminals with description of 
sentences and addresses of prisons where confined. They will of course be 
given access te these prisoners. US continues te recognize GRC as sole | 
protector of rights Chinese aliens including criminals. There is no change . 
in this Government's China policy, express or implied, actual or prospective, : 
represented in prisoner decision. 

8, GRC has regularly been kept informed e€-all significant Geneva 
developments. Consultation on Geneva moves has never been practiced or 
promised. We cannot undertake-¢o consult with GRC on moves which we are 
satisfied do not impair its rights and interests. We can see no reason 
for such marked concern on part of GRC at action of basically minor 
significance to its real interests as voluntary deportation of a few 
dozen undesirables, We are not aware -ef any Goneva move which has 


prejudiced GRC rights or claims. 
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a 9. Contrary te your assumption, Department has not repeat not given reg 


i 
any publicity +e prisoner decision. Leaks from unidentified sources have a 


reached press but Department has carefully refrained from confirming :- ee 


rumors or lending them any credence directly or indirectly. Chinese Embassy — 


SAG 3 


was placed under injunction of secrecy when it was informed in advance -oé— “A Sl 


Aud 
we 


US decision. Public comment: attributed by press to Chinese Foreign Office .. 


eh ¥. 
appears to be in viohation of this injunction]  [apaeaetennten ns 


wie 
Ts. " 
- 


10, We have obligation leave mk no stone unturned in our efforts es = 








@ fe 
S 4o obtain release our 13 imprisoned nationals. This is only promising | or 4 
@ remaining step open to us. We feel these prisoners cannot help Chinese 5S. + 
§ Communist cause regardless whetherg they elect return or stay in prison. : i » 
5 They are burden to any country which has them. We feél we cannot lose by - 

7 i. Ste 

° 


confronting Chinese Communists with this act which either will result in 
release our maltreated nationals or further expose Chinese Communist 
inhumanity and failure to live up to their commitments. This we are 


satisfied is being accomplished without any injury to position of GRC as 
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Info 


MR T0: Secretary of State 
13 NO: 2008, JUNE 7, 4 P, M, 


Soll jes 


LIMIT DISTRIBUTION, 


atthe 2 


FROM JOHNSON, 


REGRET DELAY IN SPECIFICALLY COMMENTING ACCORDANCE LAST 
SENTENCE PARA 4 DEPTEL 2066, AS STATED PARRA 7 MYTEL 1928 FELT 
ACTION SHOULD HAVE HAD NO PUBLICITY AT THIS TIME WITH THOUGHT 
DECUSION ON PUBLICITY COULD BE DEFERRED UNTIL EFFECT ACTION 
_ TESTED, HOWEVER IN VIEW LEAKS AM INCLINED FAVOR DEPARTMENT OR 
& PREFERABLY INS SPOKESMAN RESPONDING TO PRESS INQUIRY BY CON. 
FIRMING CHINESE PRISONERS BEING GIVEN OPPORTUNITY DEPORTATION 
MAINLAND CHINA, THIS MERELY BROADER APPLICATION DEPORTATION 
POLICY WHICH HAS IN PAST BEEN ‘APPLIED INDIVIDUAL CASES, NONE 
OF CRIMINALS AFFECTED BY THIS STEP. WILL BE FORCED GO TO 
COMMUNIST CHINA AGAINST HIS WILL, 1 DO NOT BELIEVE SUCH 
RELEASE WOULD ADVERSELY AFFECT CHICOM ACTION ON 13 NOR WOULD IT . 
PREVENT ITS LATER EXPLOITATION TO BRING PUBLIC PRESSURE ON 
CHICOMS IF AND WHEN THIS APPEARS DESIRABLE, 
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1. New York Times June 6 reported Chairman of Communist Party c a 3 i? 


sf 


of Connecticut addressed letter June 5 to Mao Tse-tung stating "Ke vr ee Pp. 


vie 
sincerely believe that release of John Downey and twelve other Americans or 


amo 





will contribute towards better relations between United States and Peoples : 
Republic of China", 


2. Recent letter from Father Wagner to his brother stated "On Ce 


25 deys". He mentioned visiting Hankow, Peiping, Tientsin, Nanking and © ww ey 

Hangchow and being taken to see factories, hospitals, universities, farms nt i 

and temples. This seems to corroborate report in Deptel 1941. letter a : 
did not indicate which prisoners made trip. | Oy 5 
_— 3. letter from [Sngeosoua Dodd to Secretary June 5 states Dodd % ole 
} Subcommittee plans to start within next few days “investigation and study © ge: 
‘ of facts and circumstances surrounding detention of United States citizens eo 


Communist China", He requests list of American businessmen who have been ~ 


detained or otherwise prevented from leaving Communist China. Would en 
i appreciate your comments on possible effect such investigation at this oo 
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i. time on prospects imprisoned Americans, particularly if investigation 
involves public hearings and considerable publicity. 
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LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 
Your 551. Revised draft proposed letter to prisoners quoted belc ‘eS 

Comment soonest. You will note we have deleted first sentence anew 

former draft as you recommended. We have.also amended latter portion :. 





same paragraph. Reasons for these changes will be evident to you from - 
our 2099 and 2101. 3 


ey ath “4s 


QUOTE There is enclosed a copy of the Agreed Announcenent issued netrt 
at Geneva on September 10, 1955, : k: pee i 





Be. 
In the near future, you will be given an opportunity to state formal ly” 


’ ‘ 
, 
G : 

ie 

was 
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“~~ , - 
, yD 
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whether you elect to continue serving your sentence in the United States 


‘of 
i ot = 


subject # to prevailing regulations, or whether you prefer to be discharged, 


he 


97 


expeditiously from prison for the purpose of immediate and direct deporta- 
Mainland ) 
tion to/China. The Government of the United States also gives you the “— 


‘99. - 


Om 
option of immediate and direct deportation to Taiwan if the Government of © “<< }' 








the Republic of China will receive you. If you apply for parole or a 

commutation of sentence for the purpose of being deported, the American 2, 3 

authorities concerned will give prompt consideration to your application. 2) “3 $ 
You wtll later be visited to verify that you have been informed of ‘. ‘a : 
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be deported, so that the memmmmry necessary arrangements can be made, 


The warden of the prison where you are confined will notify you in advace 
of the arrangements for the visit. END QUOTE 


(Ly Pex) 


o DULLES. 
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——e AND POSSIBLY INCLUDED SUBSEQUENT LETTER OR HANDLED ORALLY, 0) 
SS = WHILE WE HAVE MADE STATEMENT TO GRC CONTAINED PARA 6 DEPTEL 2101, 
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LIMITED DISTRIBUTION Name of Officer | 
FROM JOHNSON Direction to poyR 


1. TWO AND HALF HOUR THIS MORNING, TWO HOUR OF WHICH WERE 
ON IMPLEMENTATION. 


\ 2. WANG OPENED WITH BRIEF STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION ASKING 
| FOR "CONCRETE AND CONSTRUCTIVE OPINION" ON THEIR MAY FI 
QRAFT AND THEN DIRECTLY MOVED TO LONG STATEMENT ON IMPLE-~ 
: MENTATION. PLEASED WE HAD INFORMED INDIANS NO OBSTRUCTION 
: WOULD BE OFFERED TO ACCOMPANIED CHILDREN, AND HAD GIVEN INDIANS 
LIST NAMES THOSE IMPRISONED. NOTED WE STILL HAD FAILED GIVE 
LIST ALL CHINESE U.S. AND ALTHOUGH LIST GIVEN INDIANS WAS 
CALLED "LIST ALL KNOWN ALIEN CHINESE PRISONERS" COVERED ONLY 
30 OR 40 PERSONS. THIS WAS FAR SMALLER THAN NUMBER IMPRISONED 
CCORDING THEIR INFORMATION. "CANNOT AGREE" TO ATTEMPT 
"SCREENING" FEW SELECTED CHINESE SO AS "COVER UP OBSTRUCTION 
F OFFERED RETURN LARGE NUMBERS CHINESE IN U.S.". WITH RESPECT 
) CHINESE IN PRISON US SHOULD TAKE STEPS SIMILARLY TAKEN 
BY PRC WITH REGARD AMERICANS. FIRST RELEASE THEM FROM PRISON 


of the United States 
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AND THEN REFRAIN FROM OBSTRUCTING DEPARTURE IF THEY DESIRE 

“ RETURN. U.S. ALSO THUS FAR FAILED ACCOUNT FOR NAMES GIVEN ME 3 
HERE, AND GAVE ME !.IST ADDITIONAL FIVE NAMES ALSO TAIWAN 
ENTRY PERMIT QUESTION, 


Uvy 
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3. THROUGHOUT SUBSEQUENT LONG GIVE AND TAKE | FOCUSED ON FOL 

WEAKNESSES HIS POSITION: (A) HE IN EFFECT OBJECTED TO US 
a GOING BEYOND TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT (B) HE OBJECTED TO 

MEASURE HE HAD PREV!OUSLY DEMANDED (C) QUESTIONING RELIABILITY 


VERIFICATION BY THIRD PARTY OF HIS CHOICE (D) FALSE IMPLICATION 
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THAT HAD ALREADY FREED ALL AMERICANS (E£) HIS ATTEMPT DICTATE 
U.S. SHOULD FREE ALL ALIEN CHINESE PRISONERS REGARDLESS WHETHER 


THEY DESIRE RETURN PRC--THIS ENTIRELY BEYOND TERMS OF REFERENCE 
- TALKS. 


————- 4. IN HIS REPLIES HE GENERALLY SIDE-STEPPED MY ATTACKS 
ATTEMPTING TO SWITCH SUBJECT BY REHASHING CHARGES ON NAME 

LISTS, TAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS, ETC. HOWEVER, WHEN PRESSED, 
POSITION HE TOOK IN ESSENCE APPEARED TO BE THAT OUT OF MANY 
CHINESE IN U.S. PRISONS, 30 OR 40 SPECIAL CASES HAD BEEN 
SELECTED WHO DID NOT DESIRE RETURN, THESE WOULD BE SUBJECT 
TO SHAM SCREENING PROCESS BY INDIANS AND RESULTS WOULD BE 
USED BY U.S. TO COVER UP CONTINUED VIOLATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. 
ALSO MADE DETERMINED EFFORT TO GET ME TO ACKNOWLEDGE THAT 


WE HAD FIRST TO "REVIEW CASES" AS PRC HAD DONE BEFORE RELEASING. 
|, OF COURSE, AVOIDED THIS. 


5. TOWARD END GIVE AND TAKE | GAVE CATEGORICAL NEGATIVE 

REPLIES TO HIS RENEWED QUESTIONS ON,LIST OF.CHINESE IN U.S., 

REVOCATION REQUIREMENTS TEMPORARY VISITORS DESIRING PROLONG 

_ STAY PRESENT EVIDENCE ABILITY ENTER ANOTHER COUNTRY, RELEASE 

} ALL ALIEN CHINESE PRISONERS WITHOUT REGARD THPIR DESIRE PROCEED 
PRC, BASING THESE UPON BEING ENTIRELY OUTSIDE TERMS REF-.OUR 

TALKS AND PROVISIONS AGREED. ANNOUNCEMENT. WITH REGARD NAME 


LIST GIVEN ME | SAID THAT ALL FREE RETURN IF THEY DESIRE 
DO SO. 


6. AFTER REPEATED AND STRONG ATTEMPTS BY HIM TO CUT-OFF 
FURTHER DISCUSSION IMPLEMENTATION, | MADE STATEMENT ON 
RENUNCIATION AGAIN CHARACTERIZING MAY 11 DRAFT AS INTENSIFICATION 
THREAT TO USE FORCE RATHER THAN RENUNCIATION OF FORCE, AS 
RETROGRESSION FROM DEC. 1! DRAFT ON WHICH AGREEMENT ALREADY 
REACHED, SETTING TIME LIMIT NOT ONLY IMPLIES THREAT BUT 

PLACES ARBITRARY TIME LIMIT ON THESE TALKS, U.S. DOES.~NOT 

FEEL TIME LIMITATION SHOULD BE PLACED EITHER UPON PERIOD WHICH 
COUNTRY WILL NOT RESORT TO WAR NOR UPON PERIOD.IDURING WHCIH 
PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES WILL BE SOUGHT, APRIL -19 

DRAFT WAS ATTEMPT TO MOVE FORWARD PRESERVING AREAS AGREEMENT 


ALREADY ESTABLISHED, AND STILL DESIRED MOVE FORWARD IF HE WOULD 


n° COOPERATE. ‘ 


~~ _sIN REPLY HE MADE BRIEF STATEMENT EXPRESSING DISAPPOINTMENT 


* 
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RENEWING CHARGES U.S. THREATENING PRC: IN“ TAIWAN. AREA, PRC 
"WILL NOT ALLOW PROBLEM TO LAST FOREVER WITHOUT ARRIVING 

AT SETTLEMENT", AND WILL NOT AGREE TO U.S. ATTEMPT, TO,.FREEZE 
STATUS QQO. PRC FELT OBLIGATION MAKE PUBL IC’ STATEMENT « 


8. | REGRETTED DECISION MAKE PUBLIC ‘STATEMENT BUT WILLING 
LET WORLD JUDGE RELATIVE MERITS. 


9. 1 PROPOSED MEETING SATURDAY, JUNE. 16-IN REPLY TO WHICH 
HE ASKED FOR NEXT MEETING THURSDAY, ane. 21. Bins ADMINISTRATIVE 
REASONS", 


10. IF AND WHEN THEY ISSUE PUBLIC STATEMENT | WILL. 

HAVE PROMPTLY ISSUED HERE STATEMENT ALONG LINES RECITED 

MYTEL 1937 WITHOUT MENTION ANY FURTHER STATEMENT FROM WASHINGTON. 
AS THEIR STATEMENT ALSO INCLUDES IMPLEMENTATION, ! WOULD 

PROPOSE NOT MAKE ANY. MENTION THEREOF MY STATEMENT HERE BUT 

LEAVE IT TO DEPT MAKE ANY STATEMENT: THIS REGARD .1T WOULD 
CONSIDER NECESSARY OR DESIRABLE. IN GENERAL BELIEVE WE SHOULD, 


IF POSSIBLE, AVOID ANY STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTAT ION AT THIS 
TIME. 


| ‘atk 
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1. BELIEVE EXTREME POSITION WANG TOOK INDICATES PRORAGANDA 
LINE THEY ANTTICIPATE HAVING TO TAKE IF AND WHEN MATTER BECOMES 
PUBLIC ISSUE. KEEPING IN MIND PROPAGANDA DEFEAT THEY SUFFERED 
WITH KOREAN POWS THEY OF COURSE SEE PLOT ON OUR PART DEMONSTRATE TOO 
WORLD THAT CHINESE PREFER AMERICAN PRISONS (OR PERHAPS 
TAIWAN) TO COMMUNIST CHINA. (THIS INCREASES DELICACY OF 
HOW WE HANDLE GRC ASPECTS.) IF ANY CONSIDERABLE NUMBER OF 
| PRISONERS ELECT DEPORTATION TO MAINLAND THIS MIGHT ALTER 
> CHICOM ASSESSMENT OUR INTENTIONS, AND FURTHER WEAKEN WANG'S 
POSITON IN TALKS, THOUGH PUBLICLY THEY MIGHT MERELY PLAY 
IT UP AS EVIDENCE "FAILURE" OUR "PLOT". IF NONE OR VERY .:° Jw 


FEW ELECT DEPORTATION IT WILL CONFIRM IT IN THEIR SUSPICIONS. 


of the United States 


998-9/S6°11 


2, MAXIMUM EFFECT ACTION ON RELEASE AMERICANS MAY COME 

1F AND WHEN SOME CHINESE DEPORTED. IN THIS REGARD TODAY'S 
MEETING TENDS CONFIRM O'NEIL'S OBSERVATION IN LAST SENTENCE 
PARA 4 DEPTEL 2109. THEREFORE IMPORTANT ACTION SUCH CASES 
BE EXPEDITED MUCH AS POSSIBLE. BEST TIME VIGOROUSLY 

RENEW ATTACK IF THEY FAIL RELEASE AMERICANS WILL COME AFTER 
WE HAVE COMPLETED ACTION ON CHINESE PRISONERS. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Kelatiole 


6S6l 6 - Uv 
Agi 


DISCOURAGE INDIANS FROM ACCEPTING OUR OFFER SEE PRISONERS. 
DOUBT IF THIS AND OTHER EXTREME PORTIONS THEIR POSITION WILL 


3- HIS STATEMENT TODAY INDICATES THEY WILL PROBABLY ATTEMPT 
3 RECEIVE ANY SUPPORT FROM INDIA BUT IT MAY NEVERTHELESS BE RE- 
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-2. 2022, suNE 8, 8 P.M., FROM GENEVA 


LUCTANT INTERVIEW PRISONERS IN FACE CHICOM OBJECTIONS. IF 
QUESTION IS RAISED BY INDIANS WE SIMPLY POINT OUT THAT IT 
'S OCF COURSE THEIR CHOICE BUT PUBLIC RECORD WILL SHOW WE 
MADE OFFER WHICH REFUSED. BELIEVE OUR EFFORT SHOULD BE 


DIRECTED TOWARD KEEPING ANY CONTROVERSY OVER THIS CENTERED 
BETWEEN CHICOMS AND INDIANS. 


4. LINE TO BE TAKEN AT NEXT MEETING MUST BE SOMEWHAT DEPENDENT 
ON WHAT TAKES PLACE DURING INTERVAL, INCLUDING CONTENT THEIR 
PUBLIC STATEMENT BUT IN ANY EVENT PROPOSE CAREFULLY ANALYZE OR 


RECORD TODAY'S MEETING AND TO PREPARE STATEMENT FURTHER POINTING 
OUT ABSURDITY HIS POSITION. 


C: 


5. AM ENCOURAGED BY DEVELOPMENT REPORTED PARA 2 DEPTEL 2104 


TO BELIEVE THEY WERE PLANNING SHORTLY RELEASE AT LEAST SOME 
AUDITIONAL PRISONERS AND OUR ACTION PARTICULARLY IF IT RESULTS 
ANY DLPORTATIONS MAINLAND, WILL SERVE TO EXPEDITE. 


6G. REF PARA 3 DEPTEL 210% IN MY OPINION NEXT FEW WEEKS WOULD 

BE VERY FIRST TIME INITIATE PUBLIC HEARING ON AMERICANS DETAINED 
“OMMUNIST CHINA AND COULD ONLY JEOPARDIZE POSSIBLE SUCCESS OB- 
TAINING RELEASE AMERICANS BY TACTIC WE NOW URGING. SUCH 
HEARINGS COULD BE USEFUL THIS REGARD IF AFTER PRESENT TACTIC 

HAS BEEN GIVEN FULL TRIAL IT HAS NOT BEEN SUCCESSFUL. 


of the United States 


{~ SUGGEST THAT SOON AFTER INDIANS HAVE UNDERTAKEN FIRST 
VISITS OFNETL ASK TO VISIT AMERICANS IF CHICOMS HAVE NOT IN 
MEANWHILE TAKEN INITIATIVE. IF INDIANS REFUSE OFFER MAKE 
VISIT BELIEVE O'NE!L SHOULD THEN MAKE REQUEST VISIT AMERICANS. 
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1, WANG OPENED 50TH WITH SHORT HANDWRITTEN PREPARED STATEMENT; 
WITH VIEW PUSHING TALKS FORWARD HE HAD AT LAST MEETING PATIENTLY, 
REPEATEDLY EXPLAINED REASONABLENESS THEIR MAY 11, THAT DRAFT 
PROVIDED FOR SEEKING, ASCERTAINING PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS IN 
2 MONTHS OF ANNOUNCEMENT DECLARATION THUS SHOWING SINCERITY 

' DESIRE SETTLEMENT DISPUTES, IT ENTIRELY ACCEPTABLE BOTH SIDES 
AND HE DID NOT FEEL IT NECESSARY AGAIN GO OVER GROUND ALREADY 
COVERED SO MANY TIMES, 


2. WANG SAID AT LAST MEETING HE ASKED ME THIS MORNING PUT 
FORWARD CONCRETE CONSTRUCTIVE OPINIONS ON THEIR MAY 11, HOLLOW 
EXPRESSIONS OR ULTERIOR DESIGNS WOULD NEVER HELP US SETTLE 
PROBLEMS, HE NOW READY LISTEN MY CONCRETE OPINIONS THIS REGARD, 


of the United States 


998-9/<£6°119 


3. TURNING TO TYPESCRIPT STATEMENT WANG CONTINUED NEXT 

WOULD LIKE DEAL WITH QUESTION UNDER FIRST ITEM AGENDA, HE GLAD 
LEARN US HAD INDICATED TO INDIAN EMBASSY IT WOULD NOT OFFER OBSTRUCT IOP 
DEPARTURE CHILDREN BORN CHINESE STUDENTS ACCOMPANYING PARENTS, 
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) 4, WANG ALSO GLAD LEARN US GOVERNMENT GIVEN INDIAN EMBASSY LIST. g 
) JAMES CHINESE IMPRISONED US, HOWEVER WOULD LIKE NOTE THEIR SIDE ~ 
AT VERY OUTSE] TALKS HAD GIVEN ME LIST COMPRISING NAMES ALL 
AMERICANS CHINA INCLUDING PRISONERS, WHEREAS WE THUS FAR FAILEQ 


GIVE THEM |.1ST CHINE” US, MY GOVERNMENT HAD LONG DELAYED GIVINGIE] ~B%s- 


ACCOUNTING THIS MATTER EVEN AFTER INDIAN EMBASSY MADE REPRESENTAT Hes 
AND 17 NOT UNTIL JUNE 1 THIS YEAR THAT WHAT WE CLAIMED WAS LIS® : 
ALL KNOWN ALIEN CHINESE PRISONERS US, WAS HANDED OVER, HE MUST 
EXPRESS HIS REGRET OVER THIS, a) 


7 
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5- WANG SAID | HAD INDICATED, LAST MEETING /THIS LIST ONLY 
COVERED 30-40 PERSONS, THIS FIGURE BY FAR SMALLER THAN ©” 
NUMBER ‘CHINESE KNOWN BE IN PRISON US, MUST ALSO EMPHAT CALLY, 


STATE THUS FAR US NOT YET GIVEN COMPLETE LIST ALL’ CHINESE US, 
THEY THEREFORE HIGH LY DISSATISFIED, 





6, WANG SAID THEY ALSO COULD AGREE MY UNREASONABLY CHARACTERIZING 7° 


CHINESE PRISONERS MY COUNTRY AS CRIMINALS AND AMERICANS IMPRISONED «: 
HIS COUNTRY AS POLIT!CAL PRISONERS, 


7e WANG SAID LAST MEETING-| INDICATED MY GOVERNMENT WOULD PERMIT 
REPRESENIATivES INDIAN EMBASSY INTERVIEW EACH CHINESE PRISONER 
DETERMINE WHETHER HE DESIRED RETURN, MUST FRANKLY TELL ME THIS 
MOVE NOTHING OTHER T''Ail ATTEMPT "SCREEN" CHINESE PRISONERS US, 
MUST TELL MC COULD NOT AGREE THIS, APPARENTLY US INTENDED USE 
ENTIRELY IMPERMISS!BLE MEANS SUCH AS SCREENING FEW SELECTED CASES 


OF CHINESE PRISONERS |!N ORDER COVER UP OBSTRUCTION OFFERED TO 
RETURN LARGE NUMBERS CHINESE, 


8, WANG SAID QUESTION RETURN’ CHINESE PRISONERS MY COUNTRY COULD 
ONLY ARISE AFTER US UNDERTAKEN APPROPRIATE MEASURES LET THEM OUT 
OF PRISON, AS TO QUESTION WHETHER THEY DESIRED RETURN, AFTER THEY 
RELEASED SHOULD BE LEFT DECIDE THIS SELVES; IF MY SIDE HAD 
REAL INTENTION ABIDING BY ‘TERMS’ AGREED ANNNOUNCEMENT, SHOULD 
UNDERTAKE SUCH MEASURES, SIMILAR WHAT PRC’ ALREADY RE« AMERICANS, 
DONE TO SETTLE CASES CHINESE PRISONERS MY COUNTRY, THEN REFRAIN 
FROM OBSTRUCTING THEIR RETURN, ONCE THEY OUT OF PRISON, 


9, WANG SAID FINALLY HE MUST REMIND ME US THUS FAR FAILED 
ACCOUNT PERSONS NAME LISTS HE GIVEN ME PAST MEETINGS, NOR HAD US 
REMOVED SUCH OBSTRUCTIVE MEASURES AS ENTRY PERMIT TAIWAN RE= 
QUIREMENT DESIGNED PREVENT RETURN CHINESE, 


10, WAT'G AGAIN URGE’ US GIVE ACCOUNTING WITHOUT FURTHER 
DELAY, HAD HERE THIS MORNING LIST FIVE GHINESE PREVENTED FROM 


RETURIiING AND REQUESTED ME LOOK INTO CASES WELL AS ALL PREVIOUS 
CASES AND Givi ACCOUNTING, 


11, | REPLIED 
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11, | REPLIED DID MOT KNOW WHETHER | UNDERSTOOD HIS 

STATEMENT CORRECTLY REGARDING PRISONERS, 1T* MY UNDERSTANDING 
PURPORT HIS STATEMENT WAS THAT UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 

THERE OBLIGATION EACH SIDE LET EACH PERSON IN PRISON OUT OF 

PRISON REGARDLESS REASON HIS BEING THERE, THEN ONCE THEY OUT 
PRISON THEY FREE DECIDE WHETHER OR NOT THEY DESIRE RETURN RESPECT- 
IVE COUNTRIES, AND TH!S WHAT PRC ALREADY DONE, WITHOUT EXPRESSING 
OPINION AT MOMENT WOULD APPRECIATE HIS ENLARGING ON THAT, DID HE 


MEAN ALL AMERICANS IMPRISONED HIS COUNTRY NOW BEEN RELEASED AND 
NOW FREE DECIDE WHETHER THEY WANT RETURN? 


12. WANG WAS SURE MADE SELF QUITE CLEAR, HAD DEALT IN HIS 
STATEMENT WITH QUESTION | RAISED, HAD SAID HE GLAD LEARN MY 
GOVT HAD HANDED INDIAN EMB LIST NAMES CHINESE IMPRISONED MY 
COUNTRY, HAD POINTED OUT THIS LIST ONLY COVERED PORTION CHINESE 
RESIDING US, WHEREAS WHAT THEY REQUESTED WAS COMPLETE LIST 


ALL CHINESE RESIDING MY COUNTRY, MY SIDE LONG DELAYED WITHOUT 
REPLYING THIS REQUEST, 


13. WANG SAID HE HAD DECLARED EVEN LIST HANDED INDIAN 
EMB APPEARED UNSATIFACTORY BECAUSE NUMBER CHINESE KNOWN THEIR 
SIDE BE IMPRISONED US FAR EXCEEDED FIGURE GIVEN THEM THAT LIST, 


14, WANG SAID THEY COULD NOT AGREE THIS MOVE MY GOVT 

OF ASKING INDIAN EMB INTERVIEW THESE FEW CHINESE, THIS MOVE 
NOTHING BUT "SCREENING" CHINESE US PRISONS, WHAT THEY ASKING 

MY GOVT DO WAS TAKE NECESSARY MEASURES REGARD THESE CHINESE IN 
PRISON SO AS LET THEM FREE AGAIN, ONCE THESE PRISONERS BEEN 
RESTORED FREEDOM US GOVT SHOULD NOT OFFER FURTHER OBSTRUCTIONS 
THEIR RETURN, WHAT THEY ASK OF US GOVT SIMILAR WHAT HIS 

GOVT ALREADY DONE RESPECT AMERICANS CHINA, THEIR SIDE HAD 
CARRIED OUT INDIVIDUAL REVIEW CASES AMERICANS AND ADOPTED LENIENT 
POLICIES AND RELEASED NUMBERS THESE PRISONERS IN ADVANCE FULFILLMENT 
SENTENCES, HE SURE WHAT THEY HAD DONE WELL KNOWN ME, 
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5. | SAID AS UNDERSTOOD HIS POSITION IT WAS THAT US SHOULD 
RELEASE ALL CHINESE US PRISONS REGARDLESS CRIME COMMITTFD AND 
REGARDLESS WHETHER NOT THEY DESIRED RETURN. WAS THAT CORRECT? 


16. WANG SAID HAD MADE POINT QUITE CLEAR OPENING STATEMENT. 
WHAT THEY ASKED WAS FOR MY GOVT REVIEW CASES CHINESE PRISONERS 
JUST AS HIS GOVT DONE IN PAST AND FOR MY GOVT TAKE APPROPRIATE 
MEASURES SETTLE CASES. THAT WHAT HIS GOVT DID RESPECT AMERICANS. 
AS TO RETURN THESE CHINESE PRISONERS ONCE THEY OUT PRISON 

IT MATTER FOR PRISONERS SELVES DETERMINE. THEY ASKED US NOT 
OFFER OBSTRUCTION THEIR RETURN. 


17. | ASKED WAS HE OBJECTING TO MEASURES OUTLINED TO HIM 
LAST MEETING TO PERMIT THESE PEOPLE RETURN. 


18. WANG SAID HE COULD NOT ACCEPT MEASURES MY GOVT IN ASKING 
REPRESENTATIVES INDIAN EMB INTERVIEW THESE PEOPLE. 


19. | WAS UTTERLY UNABLE FOL HIM. HE WAS ONE WHO FIRST 
SUGGESTED THIRD PARTY ARRANGEMENT AND SUGGESTED GOVT INDIA 

ACT THAT CAPACITY IN US. WE HAD GONE BEYOND REQUIREMENT UNDER 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. SOLE QUESTION UNDER TERMS REFERENCE ON WHICH 
WE FIRST MET HERE AND ALSO UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WAS WHETHER 
ANY THESE PEOPLE DESIRED RETURN HIS COUNTRY. WE HAD GONE BEYOND 
ANYTHING REQUIRED IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. TO PERMIT THIRD PARTY 
SUGGESTED BY HIM TO DETERMINE ITS SATISFACTION WHETHER NOT ANY 
THESE PEOPLE DID DESIRE RETURN. NEVER OCCURRED ME HE WOULD OBJECT 


THIRD PARTY DOING MORE THAN REQUIRED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, PARTI- 
CULARLY LIGHT OUR PREV'IOUS DISCUSSIONS. 


of the United States 
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m 20. WANG SAID NO QUESTION AROSE REGARDING CAPACITY 

INDIAN EMBASSY REPRESENT INTERESTS THEIR NATIONALS US ON BEHALF HIS 
GOVT. NOW PROBLEM THIS PORTION CHINESE NATIONALS US WAS THAT. 

THEY HAD LOST FREEDOM. QUESTION OF RETURN THESE PEOPLE DEPENDED 
FIRST PLACE ON WHAT MEASURES US GOING TAKE THAT REGARD. THEIR 

SIDE DID NOT ADVANCE EXCESSIVE DEMANDS. THEY ONLY ASKED MY GOVT 

DO SIMILARLY WHAT HIS GOVT ALREADY DONE. 1 WELL KNEW BECAUSE OF 
MEASURES UNDERTAKEN HIS GOVT MANY FORMERLY IMPRISONED AMERICAN 
CRIMINALS HAD THEIR CASES REVIEWED AND SETTLED. AFTER CASES BEEN 


SETTLED THEY RELEASED IN ADVANCE AND ALREADY RETURNED US. WHAT 
ASKED OF US GOVT EXACTLY SAME. 





t 


ta Ly 


el. | UTTERLY FAILED FOL THIS. WHAT | INFORMED HIM LAST 

TIME WAS THAT ANY CHINESE IN PRISON WHO DESIRED RETURN WANG'S 
COUNTRY WOULD PROMPTLY BE ENABLED REGARDLESS LENGTH SENTENCE, OR 
CRIME COMMITTED. | TOOK IT WHAT HE NOW ASKING WAS \.c NOT DO THIS. 


HE ASKING US TAKE MEASURES SIMILAR WHAT THEY ALREADY DONE. DID 
HE WANT US PERMIT SOME CHINESE GO AND CONTINUE HOLD OTHERS? 





22. WANG SAID OF COURSE THEIR SIDE CONCERNED WITH INTERESTS 

y= SEEVERY NATIONAL THEIR COUNTRY. THAT WHY HE REPEATEDLY REQUESTED US 
FURNISH HIM COMPLETE LIST CHINESE NATIONALS MY COUNTRY. THEY ALSO 

ASKED THAT IF ANY CHINESE NATIONAL MY COUNTRY DESIRED RETURN PRC 

BE ALLOWED DO SO WITHOUT OBSTRUCTION. AS TO QUESTION OF RETURN 

CHINESE NOW PRISON MY COUNTRY IT ESSENTIALLY MATTER FOR US UNDER- 

TAKE ON OWN INITIATIVE MEASURES TO SETTLE THEIR CASES. IF US GOVT 


DOES NOT TAKE INITIATIVE SETTLING CASES HOW CAN THEY COME OUT 
PRISON AND RETURN. 


of the United States 





23. |! SAID ANY PRISONER WHO DESIRES RETURN WILL PROMPTLY 
BE ENABLED DO SO. 
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24. WANG SAID THAT DEPENDED MEASURES TAKEN US GOVT 


IN REVIEWING CASES. THEY WOULD WELCOME MY GOVT'S ADOPTION SUCH 
MEASURES 


Sa PRE 
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25- |! SAID ESSENCE HIS POSITION SEEMED BE HE OBJECTING 

OUR GOING BEYOND TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND WHAT REQUIRED 

OF US UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. SEEMED ME RIDICULOUS POSITION 
AND NEVER OCCURED ME HE WOULD ADOPT SUCH POSITION THIS MATTER. 


26. WANG COULD NOT ACCEPT THAT. RETURN NATIONALS DEPENDED 

ON CONCRETE ACTS. HE GAVE ME NAMES MORE THAN 50 CHINESE INCLUDING 
MORNING'S LIST. THESE PEOPLE ALL DESIRED RETURN PREVENTED DOING 

SO. AS TO PRISONERS, IF MY GOVT NOT WILLING SETTLE THEIR CASES 

AND ONLY MADE EMPTY STATEMENT WHEN THEY DESIRED RETURN THEY COULD 
DO SO, SUCH STATEMENT COMPLETELY HOLLOW. IF MY GOVT WOULD UNDERTAKE 
MEASURES SETTLE CASES RESTORE FREEDOM THESE PEOPLE SO THEY ABLE 
RETURN HIS COUNTRY OF COURSE WOULD WELCOME. 


27- | SAID IN OTHER WORDS HE WAS WITHOUT REF TO WHETHER NOT 
ANY INDIVIDUAL DES!RED RETURN ATTEMPTING DICTATE MY GOVT STEPS IT 
SHOULD TAKE RE ALL ALIEN CHINESE CRIMINALS MY COUNTRY. 


28. WANG SAID THESE PEOPLE RESIDING US UNDER CONTROL MY GOVT. 

IF | ONLY STATED WE WOULD PERMIT THEM GO HOME BUT AT SAME TIME WOULD 
NOT TAKE ACTUAL MEASURES, HE NOT PREPARED BELIEVE IT. HE ASKED 

ME WHETHER MY GOVT PREPARED REMOVE OBSTRUCTIVE MEASURES TO RETURN 
CHINESE SUCH AS ENTRY PERMIT TAIWAN REQUIREMENT, AND WHETHER MY 

GOVT WILLING UNDERTAKE MEASURES SETTLE CASES CHINESE PRISONERS. 
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29. | ASKED WANG IF HE PREPARED BELIEVE REPRESENTATIVES 
INDIAN GOVT AS TO WHETHER OR NOT ANY INDIVIDUAL IMPRISONED MY 
COUNTRY DESIRED RETURN. 


30. WANG COMPLAINED | HAD NOT YET REPLIED HIS QUESTIONS. 


31. | SAID THERE TWO PERTINENT FACTS RE CARRYING OUT AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT. FIRST WAS WHETHER NOT PERSON DESIRED RETURN. 
SECOND WAS WHETHER NOT HE PREVENTED RETURNING. BOTH COUNTS 
FACTS RE US PERFORMANCE SPOKE FOR SELVES. FACTS RE AMERICANS 

PRC ALSO SPOKE FOR SELVES. THERE NEVER BEEN ANY QUESTION BUT 
THAT AMERICANS WHOSE NAME | GAVE HIM AT OUTSET TALKS DESIRED 
RETURN. THERE NEVER SEEN ANY QUESTION THEY NOT BEEN PERMITTED 
RETURN EXPEDITIOUSLY AS PROMISED IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, BY WHAT- 
EYER NAME THIS CALLED OR HOWEVER IT RATIONALIZED. FAR AS CHINESE 
US CONCERNED, NEVER BEEN ANY FACTS TO CONTRADICT MY CATEGORICAL 
STATMENTS THEY FREE RETURN. NOT SINGLE CASE ANY 


SPECIFIC COMPLAINT ANY SPECIFIC OBSTRUCTION BEEN BROUGHT OUR ATILNTION 
BY INDIAN EMBASSY. 


of the United States 
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32. | SAID CHINESE STEADILY RETURNING FREELY HIS COUNTRY. e 
ACCORDING BEST INFO | HAD, AT LEAST 160 HAD RETURNED SINCE AUG 1}. — 
THERE NOT BEEN ANY EVIDENCE THUS FAR ANY OF CRIMINALS DESIRED Fy 
RETURN. THEY NOT INCLUDED ORIGINAL DISCUSSIONS HERE AND | DID AS 


a Baas 


NOT CONSIDER THEY COVERED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. NEVERTHELESS WE 

GONE BEYOND ITS TERMS. EVEN PERMITTING THIRD PARTY SUGGESTED BY 

HIM SEE THEM IN ORDER DETERMINE WHETHER NOT THEY DESIRE RETURN. 
sy IF DID DESIRE PROMPT ACTION WOULD BE TAKEN PERMIT THEM DO SO. 


REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
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OT CORRECTED PAGE 2, felion Office Symbol + = 
ate 33. | WAS SURE HE WOULD REALIZE THERE NO PossisLe BaSt8'-OR——— 

- UO JECTIONS HE MADE OR HIS DEMANDS ON MY GOVT, ‘WORLD.WOULD, RE ABLE 

= READILY RECOGNIZE WHO -- NOT ONLY IN PAST BUT FUTURE -- CARRIED 


— QUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND EVEN WENT BEYOND PROVISIONS, = IFOCIT 
. itS DES!RE MY GOVT WITHDRAW MEASURES OUTLINED HIM REGARDING’ CHINESE 
; PRISONERS GOING BEYOND TENS * AGREED ey j WOULD APPRECIATE 
H1S CLEARLY SAYING, , 


3} WANG COULD NOT AGREE MY CONTENTION IMPRISONED CHINESE NOT 
-OVERED AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, TO ENGAGE EMPTY TALK WITHOUT’ TAKING 
CONCRETE MEASURES NOT ONLY FAILED,GO BEYOND TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCE} 
MENT BUT WAS ACTUALLY FAILURE CARRY OUT TERMS, : iT 


35. WANG SAID UP TO PRESENT THEY NOT RECEIVED COMPLETE 3. oO bee 
LIST CHINESE RESIDENTS US AND HAD NO MEANS VERIFY WHETHER CHINESE 

IN QUESTION DESIRED RETURN, HE ASKED WHETHER US PREPARED GIVE LIST, 
THERE WERE NUMBER OF PERSONS THEY KNEW DEFINITELY DESIRED RETURN BUT 
BECAUSE OBSTRUCTION MY GOVT NOT ABLE DO SO, SO FAR THERE STILL- 3h+° 
PERSONS ON LJST | HANDED HIM PREVIOUSLY WHO NOT YET RETURNED, IN 
ADDIT!Ol HERE FURTHER 53 PERSONS WHOSE NAMES GIVEN ME PREVIOUS 
MEETINGS INCLUDING MORNINGS WHO THEY KNEW DEFINITELY DESIRED RETURN 
BUT UNABLE DO SO, THEY REQUESTED ME CONDUCT INQUIRY THIS REGARD 

AND GIVE THEM ACCOUNTING, THEY AWAITED CONCRETE ACT MY GOVT RE THESE (Re 
PEOPLE AND WANG WOULD LIKE KNOW IF MY GOVT: PREPARED TAKE ANY, i 





of the United States 


36. WANG SAID REQUIREMENTS FOR CHINESE RESIDENTS US OBTAIN . 

ENTRY PERMIT TAIWAN VIOLATION AGREEMENT, THEY HAD REPEATEDLY 
REQUESTED WITHDRAWAL, BUT REQUIREMENT STILL REMAINED AND STILL 
PREVENTED CHINESE US EXERCISING RIGHT RETURN HIS COUNTRY, 

HE WOULD LIKE KNOW WHETHER US GOVT PREPARED REMOVE THIS OBSTRUCTION, 
AS TO CHINESE PRISONERS, PRIOR ANY MEASURES UNDERTAKEN SETTLE 

THE!R CASES HOW COULD ANYONE TALK ABOUT FREEDOM RETURN HIS 

COUNTRY ? 
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37. WANG SAID | HAD JUST ASKED WHETHER THESE PEOPLE DESIRED 
RETURN AND WHETHER THEY PREVENTED, THESE PERSONS EXACTLY SUCH 
CASES IN WHICH THEY DESIRED RETURN AND PREVENTED, SIMPLY 
STATING THAT IF THESE PERSONS DESIRED RETURN THEY ABLE DO SO 
( = WOULD NOT ACTUALLY ENABLE THEM RETURN, 


CONF IDENT! AL 
MAM: BIB 











Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 





CONF IDENT 1 AL alt 
-3- 2023, yune 8, 8 P.M. (SECTION THREE OF FIVE) FROM GENEVA 


38. | SAID HE HAD SPOKEN OF VERIFICATION. STEPS | OUTLINED ” ae 
TO HIM REGARD PRISONERS WOULD ENABLE INDEPENDENT VERIF.ICATION:BY"dhge 
THIRD PARTY AS TO WHETHER PERSON DESIRED RETURN, IF | UNDERSTOOD* >? 
HIS STATEMENT MORNING CORRECTLY HE OBJECTING THAT VERIFICATION. Cores 
















oe . A , 
39. WANG SAID IF MY INTENT TO CARRY OUT SO-CALLED SCREENING ct 4 
THESE PEOPLE, THEY WOULD STRONGLY OBJECT. THAT ACTION WOULD NOT, ;BE & ee 
DEMONSTRATION SINCERITY IN SETTLEMENT sagt AF MY. GOVT HAD ee 
SINCERITY WHY NOT TAKE CONCRETE STEPS? .: SENT 


~ > ae: 
pe i" oO fy é - rf va 4 ° 2 
-. 22; ee ’ wet Da e. 


NO. | ASKED WHAT FURTHER MEASURES COULD POSSIBLY BE‘ TAKEN”? ee 
THAN, IF THEY DESIRED GO HOME, PERMITTING THEM; , 


41. WANG SAID THAT HOLLOW REMARK. IF HIS GOVT HAD ADOPTED - 
SUCH MEASURES HE BELIEVED AMERICANS FORMERLY MPR | SONED CHINA» 4s "y 
WOULD STILL BE THERE. IN SETTLING CASES AMERICANS HIS*GOVTDIO ait ry 
ENGAGE HOLLOW TALK BUT TOOK CONCRETE MEASURES /” “WOULD’ “LIKE “ASK? $i 


WHETHER MY GOVT PREPARED TAKE, JNITIATIVE ADOPT CONGRETR, MEASURES rd 
RE CHINESE PRISONERS. ; ,' a 2G 


42. | ASKED IF | UNDERSTOOOD HIM RIGHTLY THEN WAS HIS GOVT ’ 
PREPARED PROMPTLY FREE ALL AMERICANS NOW PRISONS? 


‘ 


, eet 2 es, one Ts 
43. WANG COMPLAINED | HAD NOT YET ANSWERED HIS ae 


QUESTIONS.. BEFORE THEY ANSWERED HE DID NOT THINK IT NECESSARY 


DELVE FURTHER THAT QUESTION. HE STILL AMAT TED MY CONCRETE: , 3 3 a 
OPINIONS RE SECOND ITEM AGENDA. | ei Se 


44 =| SAID HE AND | HAD HAD LONG DISCUSSIONS ABOUT WHOLE ee 
QUESTION RESPECTIVE NATIONALS OVER LONG PERIOD TIME.’ | HAD ~~ , Be 
ALWAYS DONE BEST UNDERSTAND AND RESPECT HIS POINT VIEW. MUST ; 
CONFESS MORNING | FOUND IT IMPOSSIBLE. HE RAISED ENTIRE QUESTION 
CHINESE PRISONED US MANY TIMES RECENT MONTHS. NOW | HAD TOLD | 
HIM OF STEPS TO PERMIT PRISONERS PROMPTLY RETURN IF DESIRE DO So + 

REGARDLESS, LENGTH SENTENCE, SERIOUSNESS CRIMES.:. b HAD?WITH QREAT CH 
DEAL EFFORT AND DIFFICULTY GONE FAR BEYOND ANYTHING »1N; DISCUSSIONS: ° pi” , 
LEADING UR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. NOW HE APPEARED = NOT°ONLY(AP- 2 u¢ Bee 


PEARED, BED OBJECT MY HAVING DONE.SO., ). FOUND HIS, ‘POS MELON TEP Obuns se 


UTTERLY LNEXPL ICABLE . , te 0a BSAQvo. len iSD MINH 6. age: 
3 S J WEN CTA Ove are aPK. Blek wees One” 
> z has | opie RE att tid Bin we 


he 
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5+ WANG SAID IT QUITE RIGHT THEY ALWAYS BEEN CONCERNED ce sy 
ABOUT CHINESE IMPRISONED US AND THEY STILL CONCERNED. HE HAD. 2° 3" 
STATED HE GLAD LEARN MY GOVT NOW GIVEN INDIAN EMBASSY LIST PERSONS ie hg 
IMPRISONED. HAD HOWSVER POINTED OUT THEY NOT SATISFIED WITH" LIST: 
BECAUSE DID NOT TALLY WITH INFORMATION THEY HAD. -ESSENTIAL” ‘CON=. e *) 
CERN THEIR SIDE WAS WHAT CONCRETE MEASURE US GOING TAKE; SETTLE." sae? ¢ 
CASES PRISONERS. IF US WOULD NOT UNDERTAKE MEASURES: SETTLENCASES,2 24 
TO SAY WHEN THEY DESIRE RETURN COULD DO SO; WOULD NOT. SETTLE QUEST! ON sit 
THIS WAS ALL HE HAD ON THIS, EST AON HORN NB sh ub Doe tis Oe 

et Kt. Ci he JHE. POR 1 HYD rt age 
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hE, | TOOK IT THAT HE WILLING HAVE US DETERMINE WITHOUT 
VERIFICATION BY IND!ANS WHETHER THESE PERSONS DESIRED RETURN OR 
NOT, 


G7. WANG SAID 17 NOT QUESTION OF DESIRE TO RETURN IT MATTER 
FOR MY GOVT TO SCTTLE CASES, 


48. SAID QUESTION WAS WHETHER THEY DESIRED RETURN, IF 
NOT IT NOT PROPER QUESTION FOR US DISCUSS HERE, 


49, WANG SAID WITHOUT SETTLING CASES HOW COULD ONE SAY WHETHER 
THEY DESIRED RETURN OR NOT, HARD FOR PERSONS IN PRISON EXPRESS 
FREE WILL, QUESTION WHETHER THEY DESIRE RETURN COULD ONLY ARISE 
AFTER CASES BEEN SETTLED, 


of the United States 
“te  ——r 


50. | ASKED HOW HE RECONCILED THAT WITH AT LEAST SEVERAL 

CASES OF AMERICANS THAT BEEN RELEASED OR SENTENCED HIS COUNTRY 
OM UNDERSTANDING THEY BE IMMEDIATELY DEPORTED, | REFERRED CASES 
AMERICANS IN WHICH SENTENCE BEEN IMMEDIATE DEPORTATION, 


Declassified for Pubdl ication in roreign Kelas ivile 


51. WANG DID NOT UNDERSTAND, 


52. | EXPLAINED THAT AS | UNDERSTOOD HIS POSITION ALL CHINESE 


j PRISONERS US SHOULD BE RELEASED FROM PRISON THEN THEY COULD EXPRESS 
; DES!iRE AS iQ WHETHER NOT THEY DESIRED RETURN, QUESTION | ASKING 
WAS HOW HE RECONCILED THIS WITH FACT AT LEAST MANY AMERICANS 
WHO LEFT H!S COUNTRY DID SO UNDER CIRCUMSTANCES OF BEING SENTENCED 
IMMEDIATE DEPORTATION, 
53. WANG SAID HAD ALREADY DEALT AT LENGTH WITH POLICIES HIS 
GOVT AND wAYTS tt? SETILED CASES AMERICANS PRISONED CHINA, ESSENTIAL 
el | THING WAS THEY GIVEN LENIENT TREATMENT TAKING INTO CONS! DERATION 
REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
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(\ -2- 2023, JUNE 8, 8 P.M., (SECTION § OF 5), FROM GENEVA, 


BEHAVIOR GRAVITY OFFENSES, LENIENT POLICY HIS GOVT SHOWN BY FACT 
MANY AMERICAN PRISONERS RELEASED ADVANCE THEIR SENTENCES, AS 


RESULT LENIENT POLICY LARGE NUMBER FORMER AMERICAN PRISONERS RE- 
GAINED FREEDOM, 


54. WANG SAID THEY DID NOT ASK ANYTHING ELSE FROM US, ONLY 
ASKED WE ADOPT SIMILAR MEASURES TO THOSE HIS GOVT RE AMERICAN 
PRISONERS, IF US DID THAT THEY WOULD BE SATISFIED, 


' 


— oF 


awh, 


55. WANG SAID WE HAD DISCUSSED THIS PROBLEM MUCH MORNING AND 


| HAD NOT YET ANSWERED QUESTIONS HE PUT, DID NOT THINK NECESSARY 
US STALL MORE MORNING, 


56. | SAID AS | UNDERSTOOD HIS OUTSTANDING QUESTIONS THEY WERE: 
FIRST WHETHER US PREPARED GIVE LIST AL&t TENS THOUSANDS CHINESE US, 
NEXT QUESTION AS | UNDERSTOOD WAS WHETHER US PREPARED RESCIND RE- 
QUIREMENT THAT ALIEN IN US ON TEMPORARY VISIT WHO DESIRES EXTEND 
STAY MUST PRESENT EVIDENCE CAN PROCEED ANOTHER COUNTRY © 

AT END STAY, THAT IN EFFECT WAS QUESTION POSED BY WHAT HE CALLED 
TAIWAN ENTRY PERMIT QUESTION, NEXT QUESTION WAS WHETHER US PRE. 
PARED FREE ALL ALIEN CHINESE SERVING PRISON TERMS FOR CRIMES, 


WAS | CORRECT THAT THESE WERE QUESTIONS? 


of the United States 
a 


57. WANG SAID THERE ALSO QUESTION CONCERNING PERSONS WHOSE 
NAMES GIVEN ME DESIRING RETURN BUT UNABLE, 


58. | SAID RE FIRST QUESTION ON LIST CHINESE US WE PRE- 

VIOUSLY DISCUSSED AT LENGTH, ANSWER NO, HAD PREVIOUSLY OUTLINED 
REASONS TO HIM, RE SECOND QUESTION ON REQUIREMENTS OUR IMMIGRA- 
TION LAWS FOR PERSONS DES!RING REMAIN US, ANSWER NO, 

HAD NO RELATION WHATEVER TO THOSE DESIRING RETURN, DID NOT PRE. 
VENT THEM NOW OR IN FUTURE FROM RETURNING HIS COUNTRY UNLESS 

HE CHOSE SO MAKE IT, AS FAR AS NAMES PERSONS HE GIVEN ME, 

TOLD HIM IN PAST AND HAVE CONTINUED TELL HIM THEY FREE RETURN 
WHENEVER DESIRE, FAR AS PRISONERS CONCERNED, ANSWER NOT, 

US NOT PREPARED FREE ALIEN PRISONERS IF THEY. TO REMAIN IN US, 
EXCEPT 1!N ACCORDANCE EXISTING US PROCEDURES, IF THEY DESIRED 
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t es 
RETURN, ANSWER IS YES, THE POLO, PROWPTL YB BE ABLE r oe 
59. WANG WAS DISSATISFIED WITH ‘ANSWERS | HAD GIVEN,” ‘wou! 
NOT HELP IN SETTLEMENT QUESTION RETURN NATIONALS, IN FACT IT* 
PREVENTING AND OBSTRUCTING RETURN CHINESE NATIONALS, THEREFORE Rt # 
NOT IN CONFORMITY SPIRIT AGREED ANNOUNCEMEN7,. HE THEREFORE, RES 
SERVED RIGHT FURTHER COMMENT. THIS QUESTION BUXT MEETING,. “ale 
RE QUESTION DECLARATION HAD ALREADY MADE SELF CLEAR LAST. MEET: ue: 
ING AND TODAY AND NOW PREPARED.LISTEN MY CONCRETE OPINIONS, Bde. 
, ads itd,» oer 

60. | REPLIED IN OPENING STATEMENT HE HAD MADE TwO STATE "te =. bigs 
MENTS WITH ONE WHICH | COULD NOT AGREE AND.ONE WITH WHICH DTD, © j 
FIRST STATEMENT WITH WHICH COULD NOT AGREE WAS HIS MAY 11 ACCEP-.%. . 
TABLE BOTH SIDES, SECOND STATEMENT WITH WHICH AGREED WAS | © et ee . 
HOLLOW EXPRESSIONS ULTERIOR DESIGNS WOULD NOT HELP SETTLE PROBLEMS: 
WE FACED, | HAD AT PREVIOUS MEETINGS OUTLINED EXACTLY REASONS*! 
| FELT HIS MAY 11 EVEN MORE FILLED WITH HOLLOW EXPRESS | ONS ST HAN 
HIS PREVIOUS DRAFTS, |T NOT MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION FORCE? ** <3 
WE BEEN SEEKING, DRAFT AS WHOLE WENT AGAINST VERY PURPOSE RE we + Be 
NUNCITATION FORCE, WHAT DRAFT DID WAS INTENSIFY VERY THREAT’ «>. PBs 

WE SHOULD BE TRYING REMOVE, CHANGING WORD HERE OR COMMA THERE 

NOT GOING CHANGE THAT FACT, | PERFECTLY READY AS ALWAYS CONSIDER. & 

ANY SUGGESTION THAT LED TOWARD DECLARATION CONSTITUTING REALLY = oe 

MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION FORCE, | NOT. READY CONSIDER SUGGEST {ON"%9 |» BF 

LEADING OPPOSITE DIRECTION, FOUND IT HARD RECONCILE.HIS MAY 14TH re 
WITH DESIRE EXPRESSED REACH AGREEMENT DECLARATION, iy: | a ii 
be ba Ss z. ‘A 
6). SAID WAY, REALIZE. DESIRE FOR “AGREEMENT, WAS BUILD Sy RCH a 
BASIS AGREEMENT ALREADY REACHED UNTIL WE ACHIEVED SOMETH | herr “Tiky 
SATISFACTORY BOTH, WAY TO AGREEMENT NOT, THROW OUT WHAT, ALREADY: ss kin 
AGREED ON SUBSTITUTE LANGUAGE WHICH SELF,,RAISES NEW QUEST. [ONS i: F i 
WHEREAS | BEEN CAREFUL IN MY SUGGESTIONS TO PRESERYE AGEA -AGREE-. ee 
MENT AVOID RAISING NEW CONTROVERSIAL QUESTIONS AND. ENDEAVORED “te 

SPECT PRINCIPAL RECIPROCITY, COULD MT SPMSAOER HIS MAY. 11)-DI SO, 


wipe a 
62. | POINTED OUT SETTING TIME Limit MAY. 1 ‘DRAFT ‘ NOT ‘ONLY! my os 


CARRIED CLEAR IMPLICATION THREAT,.HIS GOVT, >INTENDED , sr ORCE, singli Bs 
+ a’ NGOS Le a: a 

° RE «Tila? “Se 
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AT END TWO MONTH PERIOD, ALSO APPEARED PLACE ARBITRARY TIME LIMIT 
EFFORTS TWO US HERE FIND RESOLUTIONS PROBLEMS CONFRONTING US, 

MY GOVT HAD NOT DID NOT PROPOSE APPROACH QUESTION CONFRONTING US 
THIS SPIRIT, DID NOT FEEL TIME LIMITATIONS SHOULD BE PLACED EITHER 
ON PERIOD COUNTRY SAYS WILL NOT RESORT WAR NOR ON PERIOD PEACEFUL 
SETTLEMENT DISPUTES WILL BE SOUGHT, HIS DEC 1 APPEARED AFFIRM 
PRINC'PLE RENUNCIATION FORCE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DIS. 

PUTES WITHOUT INITIATING iT BY TIME LIMITATIONS, THAT ONE OF 


ASPECTS H!S DEC ; | WELCOMED AND BEEN CAREFUL PRESERVE IN EACH 
OF REVISIONS | OFFERED, 


GOWEN 
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63. | SAID DID NOT THINK WE DISCHARGED DUTIES HERE OR 
CONTRIBUTED TO REACHING AGREEMENT BY MAKING THREATS, DEL!BERATELY 
THROWING AWAY AGREEMENTS ALREADY REACHED. THOUGHT WAY DISCHARGE 
DUTY OWN PEOPLE = HIS WELL AS MINE = AND WORLD WAS WORK CONSTRUC- 
TIVELY PRESERVING ENLARGING AREA AGREEMENT ALREADY ESTABLISHED. 
THIS WHAT | ATTEMPTED DO IN MY APRIL 19. THIS WHAT | STILL 
DETERMINED DO IF HE WOULD GIVE ME EVEN SLIGHTEST COOPERATION. 


64. WANG EXPRESSED DISAPPOINTMENT MY STATEMENT. EVERY TIME 
» YE CAM: MEETING HOPED ACHIEVE RAPPROCHEMENT OUR POS/TONS AND 


SUCCEED IN REACHING AGREEMENT. HE REGRETTED MY STATEMENT DID NOT 
|.EAD RAPPROCHEMENT. 


65. WANG SAID HIS STATEMENT THAT MAY 11 DRAFT ACCEPTABLE 

BOTH MADE ON BASIS ASSUMPTION BOTH SHARED DESIRE REACH AGREEMENT. 
AS HE REPEATEDLY EXPLAINED TIME LIMIT ADVANTAGEOUS BOTH SIDES. 
WITHOUT TIME LIMIT WOULD IMPLY DELIBERATE INTENT DRAG OUT TALKS 
WITHOUT SETTLING DISPUTES. 


of the United States 


66. WANG SAID AS HE HAD TOLD ME MANY TIMES COUNTRY WHICH 
THREATENED WAS US WHICH THREATENING HIS COUNTRY. THEY WOULD NOT 
ALLOW PROBLEM BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES LAST FOREVER WITHOUT ARRIVING 


SETTLEMENT. WOULD NOT ACCEPT ANYTHING RESULTING FREEZING STATUS 
QUO TAIWAN AREA. 
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67. WANG SAID | HAD AGAIN MENTIONED MY APRIL 19. AS HE HAD 
STATED SO OFTEN IT ENTIRELY UNACCEPTABLE. BY AGAIN MENTIONING MY 
APRIL 19 | SHOWED LACK RESPECT POINTS VIEW BOTH SIDES AND LACK 
SINCERITY IN DISCUSSIONS. ; 


oy 68. WANG AGREED WITH MY REF TO DISCHARGING DUTIES TOWARD 
- PEOPLE OF WORLD. THEY, INCLUDING PEOPLE MY COUNTRY HIS COUNTRY 
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FE CORRECTED PAGE 2. 


RMR DID NOT DESIRE SEE TALKS DRAGGING OUT WITHOUT ACHIEVING SETTLEMENT. 
THEREFORE FELT OBLIGATION TO MAKE PUBLIC STATEMENT SO WORLD PEOPLE 


SS ABLE JUDGE MATTER. 


SP 69. I SAID HE HAD FOUND MY APRIL 19 ENTIRELY UNACCEPTABLE. a 
} =D EE FIND LAST PARA THAT DRAFT NOW UNACCEPTABLE? : 4 


70. WANG SAID I WOULD RECALL HIS HAVING STATED PREVIOUSLY IF 
IT DESIRED MENTION TAIWAN AREA SECOND PARA MUST" ALSO. MENTION 
HOLDING FMC THIRD PARA AS WELL: AS TIME LIMIT.’ ST ALSO MeNTIO! 


sent 


71. ASKED DID SECOND PARA HIS DEC. 1, THEN, NOT APPLY TAIWAN AREA? fe 


72. WANG SAID MUST NOT TAKE SINGLE PARA, MUST LOOK AT INTEGRAL i 
DRAFT AS WHOLE. &, 


73. I SAID IF IT WANG'S DESIRE MAKE PUBLIC STATEMENT THAT, oe 
OF COURSE HIS CHOICE. COULD NOT BUT REGRET SUCH DECISION. 
HOWEVFR ENTIRELY SATISFIED PUBLIC READILY ABLE JUDGE WHO BEEN 7 
|. DOING ..XIMUM PRESERVE AREA AGREEMENT ALREADY REACHED AND EX- 
PEDITE REACHING UNDERSTANDING ON MEANINGFUL DECLARATION AND = 
WHO HAS DROPPED AREAS AGREEMENT ALREADY REACHED AND INTRODUCED Lé 
NEW EXTRANEOUS CONTROVERSIAL ELEMENTS. I THOUGHT COMPARISON TWO ; 
DRAFTS WOULD ENABLE PUBLIC READILY JUDGE WHO WILLING UNAMBIGUOUSLY is 
RENOUNCE WAR SETTLEMENT DIFFERENCES AND WHO THUS FAR NOT. a 


74. WANG SAID PUBLIC WOULD BE ABLE JUDGE WHO DESIRED SETTLE i . 














of the United States 


QUESTIONS, REACH AGREEMENT DECLARATION AND WHO OFFERING OBSTRUCTION. 
75. SAYING HAD NOTHING MORE I PROPOSED NEXT MEETING SATURDAY 

JUNE I6° WANG PROPOSED INSTEAD NEXT MEETING BE THURSDAY 

JUNE 21 FOR ADMINISTRATIVE REASONS. I AGREED. 


. GOWEN 
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eleasable 
SECRET -[] Releasable eae, sencun 
[_] Excise as s' own) 
Letter No. 37 [] Deny y Besis-1-301__ 


[] Downgrade to 

[] Review Again, oe > se Y 
Reviewer b> Date~? / >f ¥ 

It is after 9:00 p.m., We have ished up all 


the loose ends of today's meeting, anda Ih ve a 6:CO a.m. 
departure tomorrow morning hence only a very short note. 


Dear Walter: 














However I did want to let you know how. much I appreciated 
the full information in your letters Nos. 45 and 46 as well 
as the info telegrams, They have all been a big help. 


I have fully covered my thoughts in my telegrams, but 
as you can see I was really taken aback today at the violence 
and extremes of Wang's reaction, However, do not believe 
we should yet be discourage at the possibility of our tactics 
having some success, At least we can now really put them 
on the spot, 


Wouldn't blame you if you thought I had cooked up the 
next meeting date with Wang. Only wish I could manetiver 
him that well. 


Am arranging to keep in touch with Dave re reply to 
their public statement. He has a full draft which he 
Will immediately release on my behalf if he considers it 
fits, If not he will get in touch with both myself and 
the Department, 


Hope we can shortly have some word on Edvall whose 
orders expire June 30, 


Regards to all. 
Sincerely 





Walter P, McConaughy, JZsquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Sastern affairs, 
Dept. of State, 
Washington 25, B.C, 
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" 10: Secretary of State a, —§ * | 

: Date of Action ee | 
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Action Office Symbol 
at 7 Tiame of Officer 


SENT DEPARTMENT 557, REPEATED GENEVA 48. Direction to po 
GENEVA FOR OSBORN. 


1. On further consideration believe we should in my statement 7 
replying any CHICOM statement say something on implementation ‘0 
if raised in CHICOM statement. =| 


2. Therefore subject to Department's views suggest addition follow-® | 
, ‘ng if implementation included CHICOM statement: "All Chinese a 
' n United States continue be entirely free leave United States TF 
Jor any destination their choice and not (repeat not) single one ai 
hes been refused exit. Neither Ambassador Wang nor Indian Embassy J!) 
has brought to our attention ‘single fact to contrary. I shall 0 | 
continue seek release 13 Americans still held in CHICOM prisons 
more than nine months after commitment permit their expeditious ! 


return to United States”. ! 


of the United States 


3. Still believe any specific comment or background information 
on Chinese in United States prisons should come only from Washing- 
ton. However, if question specifically raised in CHICOM state- 
ment and correspondents make inquiry believe Geneva could point 
out to correspondents use of "all" in foregoing. Because inability | 
Chinese in prisons enter countries other than PRC or possibly 

GRC believe statement as worded valid even with respect imprisoned 
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39-L CONF IDENT LAL Ee oe 
Action Control: 6484 a se: 
FE Rec'd: June 11, 1956 28 
Inf FROM: Prague 6:21 p.m. 23S ' 
nto Oc 
|} See 
RMR TO: Secretary of State a Stee 
Qo NO: 561, June li, 6 p.m. ge 
wi. 4 
; For Department's information following is text my draft statement 
£ to be issued at Geneva if and when Chinese Communists issue 
4 public statement. 


"As I informed Ambassador Wang when he told me of intention issue 
new statement, I am surprised his government is willing expose 

its latest proposal public scrutiny. Ambassador Wang's draft -s 
declaration May 1] is even more ambiguous and lacking in elsoments, 
of genuine renuncistion force than was his draft on December l. 
It shows not (repeat not) slightest advance over Chinese Conmunis 

attitude of last year when Department of State was obliged commen 


‘the Communists so far seem willing to renounce force only if they) 
are first conceded the goals for which they would use force’. , 
"Although Anbassador Wang has indicated he still shares my desire _, 
rsech agreement on meaningful renunciation force, he has rejected cy 
ny successive suggestions for simple revisions in his cwn draft gq 
December 1 which would accomplish this purpose. On April 19, I 


proposed draft which incorporated those revisions in form which 
took full. account both points of vies. 


of the United States 


"Despite Ambassador Wang's rejection this further effort my part, 
I shall continue seek agreement with him on statement that will 


make genuine contribution to establishment of secure peace in Far 
East. 


a- > 
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If necessery will add thereto statement on implementatiow ac 
ance my telegram 557. - 
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FROM: Geneva 


NY OUR 03 
ewns0g sql 


peusnjyey eq .ysnw yu 


Info, 
RMR 10: Secretary of State 


388 NO; 2050, June 12, Noon. 


1 
soi14 1 RJPSU 


SENT PRIORITY PRAGUE 50, REPEATED INFORMATION DEPARTMENT 2030. 
LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 


ea ie 


FROM OSBORN 
Prague's 557 Department Repeated Geneva 48. 


1. Suggest following wording for centeuentatten paragraph: 0) 
"All Chinese in United States desiring return PRC continue be _ 
entirely free go. Not single Chinese has encountered any ob- _ 
struction departure. Neither Ambassador Wang nor Indian Embassy e 

brought attention single fact contrary. Shall continue seek (0 
release Americans still held CHICOM prisons more than nine months W 


after CHICOMS assumed commitment permit expeditious return ~ 
United States" | 0) 
\ 


-_ 


2. View wide range possible CHICOM lines attack on implementation— 
well as possible coincidental release some Americans, request N) 
discretion do whichever of following appears appropriate: 6) 
1) Issue statement with or without implementation paragraph; - QO) 
2) hold up release statement pending consultation with you. 


and Department. D 
: QA GOWEN 
. ) 69) 
SW . TTK/ 144 ‘ yor to K po" aa 


- 
- 

" aa 

- 


of the United States 
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7 SENT DEPARTMENT 2033, REPEATED INFORMATION PRAGUE 51. 
oj j : 
> 4% FROM OSBORN. 
2 Fl 
Y CHICOMS have just announced press conference for 3:30 our time. 
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4-H Ot z 
tion Control :69¢Gion Assigned to QO >, 2 
™® Rec'd: June 12 1956 —s 
FROM: Geneva 1 ABBA ga. make 23 
fo =2 
“MR TO: Secretary of State —_——— — 93 
“we NO; 2039, June 12, 4 p.m. Date of Action a —s8 
' Action o> tie Symbol__— § 2 
PRIORITY pane 07 Officer a 
SENT DEPARTMENT 2039, REPEATED PRIORITY PRAGUE, S2tion to DC/ 
FROM OSBORN 
1. Statement mild, relatively factual. No (repeat no ntion 
implementation. Datelined Foreign Ministry PRC June i2. Presume 
full text being carried FBIS. Summary follows: 
0) 
2. (A) Chinese side, to realize aim relaxing, eliminating tension = 
, Taiwan area, repeatedly demanded FMC. American side persists in™~ 


demanding China accept present state "US interference China's inter 


nal affairs occupation Taiwan and has refused take positive stand" 
on FMC. 


(B) Full text April 19 draft cited. 


of the United States 


(C) Draft characterized as US demand China accept "US occupation 
China's territory Taiwan by use threat force and intervention in 
liberation by China of coastal island", recognize so-called right 
ICSD, fails mention FMC. This exposes US attempt freeze status quo 
et cetera. This is “announcement requiring China acquiesce US ag- 
gression. Is of course what Chinese side cannot accept." 


9S¢ 1-9/26 
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Chinese side, taking consideration repeated US request announcement 
be applicable Taiwan area, submitted May 11 draft (quoted in full). 


' (E) Since US already occupying Taiwan, if declaration made appitca- 
i ble Taiwan area, must also explicitly provide for FMC. Therefore 
May 11 draft stipulates that within two months should seek and as-im-g 


cation for further dragging out. People throughout world worried 
about "inevitable consequences" prolonged failure talks reach 


agreement. "Chinese side therefore deems it necessary make above 
facts known world." 


certain et cetera. 39 

(F) If US sincerely desires peaceful settlement, there no nstiret 
7m 
a 
Cc 


FS 


| | rei 
3. Releasing our statement four o'clock today without (repeat C2 
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without) mention implementation. Text as transmitted by Prague 
to Department. Delivering copy CHICOM CONGEN addressed Wang. 
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65/) Department of State |— 7 I 
nOKATE. 1 05979 = 4 
ome Glenification {564 12 papas fe 
SENT TO: Amembassy PRAGUE 3% { | Se" 
=< —|___RPT 10: Amconsul GENEVA 2a1ay a Be. 
FOR JOHNSON 
bl! aS 
~\ LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 2 * se 
, We have given most careful consiceration to suggestion your 2009, af 
After weighing all factors involved we have concluded balance of : ; id ; 
advantage lies with inclusion Taiwan reference in letter. Our reasoning £ i 
as follows: * 
1. Our public position would be indefensibley both domestically nd “ed 4 
s with respect to GRCy if we did not at some stage give Chinese. te ¢ be 
. option going Taiwan. If this done prior to Indian visit, either by let teak oy 
: or orally, Indians almost certain @ learn of it when interviewing ~ 0° 
’ prisoners zmf and would inform Communists. If done subsequent to Indian = /9 = 
. -— visit, this would open possibility of prisoner originally opting for Pte, 
. Chinese mainland changing his mind, Effect of this would be far worse” > ().~_ 
than if Indians learned prisoner had been offered free choice of two i 2 | 
destinations in beginning. Since it is unlikely we can keep ame. |. : : 
yl f Taiwan option from Indians, even if communicated to prisoner by means 
” ther than original letter, we consider best course is to keep record 
ie" ~~ clear by presenting both choices in that letter. 
18% - 2. YW If we were confident Chinese prisoner move would bring about 
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Classification 





release of Americans we would be willing run greater risk having our 

position misunderstood in US and on Taiwan. Wang's attitude last meeting 
inspires little confidence that this move will succeed. Thereforey | 
omitting Taiwan reference from letter would not only not ensure e% 


ante Re NBS 


Communists remaining ignorant of this optiong as pointed out abovey but ras * 
even if they did, it now appears they unlikely respond favorably to 
Chinese prisoner move. 

3. Wang's adamant opposition to Indian interviewing of prisoners ss 
may make whole question academic. If Indians should refuse conduct 5 il 


interviews it could do little harm to include Téiwan reference in > 
letter, 





of the United States 


a 
7 
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Dear Ralph: 





The failure of the Chicom statement to hit implementation’ ~. 
may oe a reflection of Peiping' s tacticsl dilenma. Wane's line: ~** 
of counterattack on the prisoner release was planned on the 
assumption that the prisoner move is a US plet to repeat the 

Kor 2a screening operation. Wanck wouldn't want to compromise 

this line by assuming a different position in public; yet he 

is aware of the ~any valnerabilities of this line, and of how 
foolish he would look if our move on vrisoners turns out not 


wn to be a plot. Accordincly FPeipinre may have felt it wiser to 

Pa say nothing more on implenentation until some initial results H 
p of the sereenins are in. O 
Fa) ct 
® If no results sre in oy June 21, we ourselves -ave a choice Me 
= to make. Should we rea ly try to reassure Wane that the operation 

= is "straight", or should we let Wang continue to entangle himseif a 
e ( in his riciculous line of last meeting? So lons as we don't know S 
S wnat the orisoners! choice is foing to be, the last course would un 
“ be safer as weil as easier. 

oO 


what Wane might do on impleventation, if his dilemma is not 
resoved oy June 21 by the sppesarance of theinitial results of 
the screening, is to mift increasinrs emphasis to the "obstru ted" 
students. We can of course counter this by our old standovys:-- 
no reprcesenvations from Indians, Chinese steadily returning Wang's 
country (i ——s Dr 5.0. Liao, who was on Wang's February 6 
‘list, and who is now back in UVhina). wight it not a so be a good 
idea to osare Groppins a few low-keyed remarks about Chicom press- 
' ures on students! familixies in Chine? Wea could do so withou 
_violstine the confidence of Victor Chou et al, as we how have 
; , jthe Chinese news reports on tne registration of student femilies. 
‘¢ithe Chicoms are vulnerable on this point and it might not hurt 
[fee them to know it. 
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On renunciation, I have no new thourhts--a lack which no 
dount di istresses you--dut still feel that it would be in keeping 
with “Wane's tactics if he were to suomit a new draft soon. He 
likes to kvep che inttiative, ocoth in the talks and puolicly, 
and reiping is probably fully aware, now that we have publicly 


Ralph W. Clough, "squire, 
. Bureau of Far 4,stern Affairs, 
ais bDepartment of State, 
Washington 25, "DC. 
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our deadlo 
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ed ,» that both the initiative and the public 
advantage will now t 
r 


t 
ronz 


ck 
cerue to whichever side first makes as 
on 


. nable" effort to break the deadlock. 


and apparently reas 





As you know, our estimate here of ‘iang's tactics is that 
he has deen tryins so determinedly to elicit our specific ob- 
jections to his ‘lay 1l drait precisely in order that he may 
proceed to "moet" them in a new proposal. 


ty 


A possidilit 
the Department's 
speci ‘fic ocjectio 


y waa t occurs to me is that Wangs may seize upon 


press release--faute de mieux--as providing the 
ns he has been seeking 





If I were Wang, I think I could work up a prepered statement 
for next meeting or the one after making the followinc points: 

1. US statement charced PnrC side had rejected own draft 
f December 1. This not sow PRU side still willing arree 
on that draft. 
2. US can either accept De 
insist on amendments. If i 
must not be oneesided. If U 
be entitled to insist on “"mutu 
on taiwan reference, Puro entit 
with time limit agreeadle oth 


Graft as is, or it @m 
on amendments, they 

on [CSD, Prd will 

", If US insists 
on MC, preferably 
necessary without 





How there can de any objection to words which PRC pro- 
s to acd is not underssandaole unless US is determined 
or to violate principle of "mutual resvect" srxzise by 


ezin= up status quo while postponing indefinitely the 
nef 


= iD 


of the United States 


ry @'C Ww et 


Lid 


9 2MC, waiich necessary to resolve laiwan 


mM 'S 
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c qm crn 
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n alternative t ene's naling tais pitch in 

e for reipins te make chem ina puolic statement, 
reasons it would Se more likely for then to de 
tings, defore taking tne position to the puilic. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


This is, of course, entirely speculative, and we'll see what 
actually hacpens. 








. 
I'm enclosing Wang's latest list. Did not feel these lists 
now warrant telesraphic na:dlins. If I'm wronr, piease teil me. 
Recards to all. 
a Sincerely, 
a 
—_ 
Be David L Osborn 
ame Enclosure: Wang's Obstruction List 
a of June &, 
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obstructed by the U.S. Immigration Service and last year ths 


U.S. Government even vreverted -r. ... from attcndins a catherine 
of the International Astronomic2l Unicn in Irelenc where hs head 
been invited to vresent ris thesis. 
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Guidance fer June 21 meeting. 







1. Continue your efforts obtain maximm psychological advantage from 5 


" 
no Ss eh is Sout pee 
~ $ é A 


ete 


our pending initiative on offer to Chinese prisoners of repatriation and ~~ 


on Indian visits to verify this and freedom of choice, You are given 


Ef 


discretion in determining how you will exploit absurd position Wmg took 


. 
i 





at last meeting in objecting: :-to-Indian Embassy performance its role,: and .. 


04 peumyoy og setae Se 


in demanding unconditional release of Chinese criminals. Although we believe, aa 
it is psychologically too early to apply renewed high pressure to Chinese 5m 
Communists on implementation, especially in view release Clifford and 0) 
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of the United States 


Phillips last week, we do not believe we can afford fail +e take note -of- ~% 
ridiculous situation in which Wang has placed himself, It may be possible 0 me 
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to capitalize on it at least to limited extent without forcing Communists 
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} into more rigid position on American prisoners. Also point out that 17 A f 
J 5 i, + 
'E additional Chinese from US have returned to mainland since May 23. Total 4 .* 
HY re stent 
leger ef 177 since August 1. o f 
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2. FYI Indian Enbassy has informed Department by letter today thet 
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1900) it will have to await instructions from New Delhi before it can accept 
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~eo- make visits, resulting in Communist ‘Tequest“- thet 

Yt Fees te “pape SR ane 

Indians abstain, Rejection our invitation would ‘be® ‘embarrassing ‘tors ae 

i aa oe Br 

Ambassador Mehta, who expressed gratification. vnen' we made decision. ?™ 
2 a = es te ORR FARE. ey 

Department officer will probably, call on vest, ‘alone; ‘af Indiana. ze! se 

Rr Se sont aaa 

participate. This would seem best expedient, open;to us but’ from | aes a: 

aot Yee teee 

relations standpoint it would not be as ‘good, as Indian visite, 27 
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3. If you consider it advisable, you may. inform Wang thet, two ‘of Chinese = va att 
prisoners named in list which we gave to Indian Embassy (FYI Nos. 15 and 27. = hee 


“ig i 
on list.) have recently been released from prison on expiration of terms, and «~ — 


a: 


that Indian Embassy informed. Coincidental that these two men were released = 


about same time Clifford and Phillips released. Endeavor avoid any implication 





-of relationship, FYI Five more Chinese prisoners will become eligible for «=. usm 
parole next two months. ENOOREE | , ge 

i. FYI Chinese Embassy here -4e pressing us hard for permission (Sax its be , 
consuls t&% visit Chinese prisoneks immediately. We have informed Embassy ° ; | ca - * 
we acknoiledge its right# te visit prisoners for legitimate purposes and | a “s 
that we wil) assist if satisfactory reason shown, In light -ef GRC refusal 


te accept prisoners on rel*.se, obvious GRC intention +e pressure prisoners 
not to depart hardly seems sound grounds for visit. Prisoners already aware 


} 
a a 

from our circular letter ef June 13 thet they need not depart for either 1 
destination if they do not want to. END FYI L 
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' Date of féction _ 
NO: 2103, JUNE 20, 7 PeMe (SECTION ONE OF FIVE) 


Action O?fice Syrbo2 
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Naze of Of 
LIMIT DISTRIBUTION of Officer 


Direction to DOR 7 & 


FROM JOANSON 
1. $%|| OPENED 51ST TODAY WITH PREFARED STATEMENT: 


A. BEFORE DO ANYTHING ELSE MORNING, THINK WE HAVE 
MiISUNDERSTANDING CLEAR UP. VIEW YOUR SURPRISING STATEMENTS 
LAST MEETING, FEEL NECESSARY EXPLAIN ONCE MORE, AS CLEARLY 
CAN, ACTION MY GOVERNMENT INTENDS TAKE REGARD ALIEN CHINESE 
PRISON MY COUNTRY. 


B. LET ME START WITH SITUATION ANY INDIVIDUAL 

CHINESE PRISONER BEFORE MY GOVERNMENT DECIDED APPLY SUCH 
CASES PROVISIONS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. LIKE ANY OTHER CON- 
VICTED CRIMINAL MY COUNTRY, HE SERVING SENTENCE FAIRLY 
OPENLY HANDED DOWN IN COURT OF LAW. LIKE ANY OTHER CRIMINAL, 
HE RECEIVED FAIR LENIENT TREATMENT AS MATTER COURSE. LIKE 
ANY OTHER CRIMINAL, HE COULD NORMALLY LOOK FORWARD BEING RE- 
LEASED, OR PAROLED, WELL ADVANCE FULL TERM SENTENCE3 THIS. 
BEING ACCORDANCE STANDARD PRACTICE MY COUNTRY PAROLING %& 
PRISONERS GOOD BEHAVIOR. AS FAR AS RETURN YOUR COUNTRY CON- 
CERNED, ANY SUCH CHINESE PRISONER WAS ENTIRELY FREE DO SO, 
AFTER RELEASE. THIS WAS SITUATION ALIEN CHINESE PRISONER MY 
COUNTRY BEFORE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT EVEN THOUGHT OF. 


Ce. ABOUT DECEMBER LAST YEAR, YOU BEGAN MAKE ISSUE 
CHINESE PRISONERS MY COUNTRY. WITHOUT CITING SPECIFIC CASES, 
YOU ALLEGED MY COUNTRY VIOLATING PROVISIONS ANNOUNCEMENT RE- 


Contr those hseiencs to 64 
Rec dace stNE 22, 1956 
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SPECT SUCH PRISONERS. IN MARCH, YOUR GOVERNMENT EVEN WENT FAR 


YOU BECAME MORE AND MORE EXPLICITY ASSERTING CHINESE PRISONERS 
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MY COUNTRY COVERED BY ANNOUNCEMENT. 


D. | RECALLED YOUR PREVIOUS MEETINGS REASONS WHY 
ANNOUNCEMENT, LIGHT OUR DISCUSSIONS LAST AUGUST SEPTEMBER 
LEADING UP ITS ISSUANCE, OBVIQUSLY WAS NOT INTENDED APPLY OR- 
DINARY CRIMINALS SERVING SENTENCES MY COUNTRY. HOWEVER, CON- 
TROVERSY THIS QUESTION NOW BESIDE POINT. POINT IS YOU DEMANDED 
APPLICATION ANNGUNCEMENT CHINESE PRISONERS MY COUNTRY. POINT 
IS, YOU WERE USING THIS DEMAND BASIS CHARGING US VIOLATION 
ANNOUNCEMENT. ORDER REMOVE ANY FOSSIBLE BAS!S SUCH CHARGES, 
MY GOVERNMENT DECIDED APPLY PROVISIONS ANNOUNCEMENT EVERY 
ALIEN CHINESE PRISONER US. MY GOVERNMENT, THAT IS TO SAY, 
DECIDED TAKE MEASURES, FIRSTLY, MAKING IT POSSIBLE EACH SUCH 
PRISONER DESIRING DO SO RETURN HIS COUNTRY EXPEDITIOUSLY. 


Ee. AT LAST MEETING YOU APPEARED OBJECT MY GOVERNMENT'S 

TAKING THESE MEASURES, INSISTING INSTEAD EACH PRISONER BE RE- 
QUIRED FINISH TERM PRISON, AND ONLY AFTER FINISHING TERM OR 
BEING PAROLED, BE ALLOWED RETURN HIS HOMELAND. AS HAVE SAID, 
THIS ALWAYS BEEN POLICY MY COUNTRY RESPECT CHINESE - OR FOR 
THAT MATTER ANY ALIEN PRISONERS. JF WORDS ANNOUNCEMENT ARE 
HAVE ANY MCANING AT ALL AS APPLIED PRISONERS, THEY SHOULD 
OBVIOUSLY MEAN ANY PRISONEP DESIRING RETURN CAN DO SO PROMPTLY, 
WITHOUT WAITING EXPIRATION SENTENCE OR COMPLETION NORMAL 
PAROLE PROCEDURES. 


Fe SECONCILY MY GOVERNMENT DECIDED TAKE MEASURES ACCORDANCE 
WITH AND EVEN GOING BEYOND LETTER ANNCUNCEMENT RESPECT THIRD 
PARTY ARRANGEMENT. ORDER SHOULD BE NO QUESTION BY ANYONE BYT 
THAT EACH ALIEN CHINESE PRISONER US HAD BEEN FULLY INFORMED 
HIS OPPORTUNITY CHOOSE PROMPT DEPORTATION YOUR COUNTRY, MY 
GOVERNMENT'S AUTHORITIES NOT ONLY INFORMED EACH PRISONER 
INDIVIDUALLY THIS OPPORTUNITY; IT ALSO OFFERED LET REPRESEN- 
TATIVES INDIAN EMBASSY INTLRVIEW EACH PRISONER ORDER CONFIRM 
HIS FREE CHOICE. 


Ge AT LAST MEETING YOUR REJECTION THIS PROPOSITION PARTICULARLY 
VEHEMENT AND ESPECIALLY DIFFICULT FOR ME UNDERSTAND. THIRD 
PARTY ARRANGEMENT NOT ONLY PART ANNOUNCEMENT, BUT ORIGINALLY 
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SUGGESTED BY YOU. INDIAN EMBASSY NOT ONLY DESIGNATED IN 
ANNOUNCEMENT PERFORM FUNCTIONS MENTIONED THEREIN IN US 
BUT THIS DESIGNATION ORIGINALLY SUGGESTED BY YOU. 


H. IN FACT, IF DIDN'T UTTERLY FAIL COMPREHEND YOUR 

REMARKS LAST MEETING, LEFT WITH CONCLUSION YOU OBUJECTING MY 
GOVERNMENT'S APPLICATION ANY.OR AL! PROVISIONS ANNOUNCEMENT 
CHINESE PRISONCRS MY COUNTRY. YOU OBJECT MEASURES DESIGNED 
PERMIT THIIR CXFEDITIOUS RETURN YOUR COUNTRYs YOU OSJECT THEIR 
BEING ASSURED ACCESS THIRD PARTY. IN SHORT, YOU APPARENTLY 
WANT MY GOVERNMENT CONTINUE TREAT THEM EXACTILY AS IT TREATED 
THEM EVEN BEFORE ANNOUNCEMENT EVER THOUGHT OF 


NOTE: Mr. Waddeil's office(PZ) notified 6/22/56 12:20PM. EMB(CwWO) 


CONF IDENT IAL 











Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


ree * ACTION COPY 
“COMING TELEGRAM Department o f State AT 








Acticn Taken 








___CONF IDENT IAL 








Control p- 354 ection 


—_ 

Rec'd: JUNE 22,1956 —— 
FROM: GENEVA AoApaPigine, Symbol. 
TO: Secretary of State ame Of OFf1COP — ese 


NO; 2103, JUNE 20, 7 P.M. (SECTION 2 OF 5)°4rection to P/E —— 


LIMITED DISTRIBUTION 


1. FIND GREAT DIFFICULTY RECONCILING THIS APPARENT 

POSITION WITH YOUR PREVIOUS DEMANDS ANNOUNCEMENT BE APPLIED 
PRISONERS MY COUNTRY. HOPE YOU CAN CLEAR THIS UP FOR ME THIS 
MORNING. 


2. WANG NOTED MY REMARKS ON CHINESE NATIONALS PRISON US 
CONTAINED SEVERAL DELIBERATE DISTORTIONS WELL”AS NUMBER OOT- ‘- 
RIGHT SOPHISTRIES. HE COULD NOT AGREE THESE REMARKS. THEY 

HAD ALWAYS CONSIDERED ANNOUNCEMENT COVERED RETURN CHINESE 
STUDENTS, OTHER CHINESE NATIONALS, WELL AS CHINESE IMPRISONED 
US. MY CLAIM AGREEMENT ONLY COVERED PART NATIONALS NOT CONFORM- 
1TY ACTUAL FACT. 


3. WANG SAID WE HAD VERY CLEAR UNDERSTANDING ON QUESTION 

HOW NATIONALS WOULD EXERCISE RIGHT RETURN RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES. 
WHAT THEY ASKED WAS BOTH SIDES CARRY OUT AGREEMENT FAITHFULLY 
AND NOT OFFER ANY OBSTRUCTION. THEIR SIDE HAS PRECISELY CARRIED 
OUT AGREEMENT. IT THEIR CONSISTENT POLICY ADOPT MEASURES ON 
THEIR OWN IN ACCORDANCE THEIR LAW IN SETTLING QUESTION RETURN 
AMERICAN NATIONALS CHINA. MATTER FACT SINCE TALKS BEGAN, OF 

4O AMERICAN OFFENDERS 29 ALREADY EXERCISED RIGHT RETURN, AS 
RESULT MEASURES ADOPTED GOVERNMENT, MAJORITY AMERICAN PRISONERS 
CHINA ALREADY EXERCISED RIGHT RETURN. 


4. WANG SAID ON THEIR HAND THEY ALWAYS BEEN CONCERNED 

WITH CHINESE IMPRISONED MY COUNTRY. THEY RAISED QUESTION 

CHINESE PRISONERS FAR BACK AS LAST DECEMBER BUT | FOR LONG TIME 
GAVE NO ACCOUNTING. THAT WAS IN PAST CAUSE GREAT DISSATISFACTION 
THEIR PART. NEVERTHELESS, WANG HAD EXPRESSED APPRECIATION LAST 
MEETING ON LEARNING OF ACTION MY GOVERNMENT HANDING OVER NAMES 
CHINESE PRISONERS INDIAN EMBASSY. ALTHOUGH IN MAKING REMARK 

HE POINTED OUT LIST NOT COMPLETE, AND ALSO STATED HE COULD NOT 


AGREE WITH ARBITRARY CHARACTERIZATION BY MY SIDE OF AMERICAN 
REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 


PERMANENT CONF IDENT LAL COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, IS 
RECORD COPY e This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notaPRon|/68@xrtion takene 








y 
ce 
° 
_ 
+ 
© 
an 
ow 
joa 
— 
°° 
oat 
ov 
— 
o 
a 
c 
—_ 
c 
io} 
o- 
on 
ae) 
i) 
LT aed 
—_ 
2 
> 
a 
= 
o 
ye 
a=] 
ro) 
_ 
a 
_ 
v 
” 
ae) 
—_ 
1S) 
a 
f=) 





“ 
ro) 
~ 
ae] 
os 
w 
a=] 
a 
os 
-_ 
= 
=> 
ov 
= 
~ 
= 
o 


CONF ! DENTIAL 
-2- 2103, JUNE 20, 7 P.M. (SECTION 2 OF 5) FROM GENEVA 


PRISONERS CHINA AS POLITICAL PRISONERS WHILE CHINESE IMPRISONED 
US COMMON CRIMINALS. 


5. WANG COULD ONLY CONSIDER AS ARBITRARY MY ASSERTION 

HE HAD AGREED PRISONERS SHOULD NOT BE EXPEDITIOUSLY RETURNED 
BUT SHOULD FINISH TERMS SENTENCES. HE STRONGLY REJECTED THIS 
REMARK. 


6. WANG SAID WHAT THEY OBJECTED TO WAS MEANS ADOPTED MY 
GOVERNMENT BRING INDIAN EMBASSY INTO SCREENING CHINESE PRISONERS. 
CHINESE IMPRISONED MY COUNTRY HAD GREAT DIFFICULTY EXPRESSING 
FREE WILL WHILE IN OUR JAILS. COULD EXPRESS FREE WILL ONLY 
AFTER MY GOVERNMENT TAKEN MEASURES ON OWN LEADING TO RELEASE 
FROM PRISON. THAT WHY HE REQUESTED AT LAST MEETING MY GOVERN- 
MENT ADOPT MEASURES ON OWN REGARD CHINESE PRISONERS® IN ORDER 
THESE PRISONERS MAY BE SET FREE AND AFTER RELEASE THAT NO OB- 
STRUCTION BE PLACED iN WAY THEIR RETURN. HOWEVER, IN MY 

OPENING WANG FOUND NO INDICATION MY GOVERNMENT PREPARED TAKE 
SUCH MEASURES. | HAD ONLY REPEATED EMPTY REMARKS THAT IF 

SOME PERSON DESIRED DO SC HE ABLE RETURN, IF WE GOING BE 
SATISFIED WITH EMPTY REMARKS THAT EITHER CHINESE NATIONALS 

WHO NOT COMMITED OFFENSES, OR CHINESE WHO HAD COMMITED OFFENSES 
COULD RETURN IF THEY DESIRED, AND MY GOVERNMENT NOT PREPARED 
ADOPT MEASURES ON |TS OWN CREATE CONDITIONS SO THESE PEOPLE 
COULD ACTUALLY RETURN HE COULD ONLY CONSIDER ALL MY PROMISES AND 
REMARKS EMPTY. 


{~ WANG SAID IT QUITE TRUE INDIAN EMBASSY BEEN ENTRUSTED 

BY WANGS GOVERNMENT TAKE CARE INTERESTS THEIR NATIONALS MY 
COUNTRY. INDIAN EMBASSY ASKED MY GOVERNMENT PROVIDE COMPLETE 
LOST CHINESE NATIONALS MY COUNTRY TO ENABLE EMBASSY CHECK WHETHER 
THOSE CHINESE DESIRED RETURN. HOWEVER, MY GOVERNMENT REFUSED. 


INDIAN EMBASSY REQUESTED MY GOVERNMENT MAKE PUBLIC STATEMENT 
CLARIFYING QUESTION TAIWAN ENTRY. MY GOVERNMENT DID NOT COMPLY 
THIS REQUEST. PRESENT QUESTION IS WHETHER US GOVERNMENT WILL 
ACCORD EVERY FACILITY INDIAN EMBASSY TO EXPEDITE PERFORMANCE 

ITS FUNCTIONS. HOWEVER, THEY COULD NOT AGREE TO INDIAN EMBASSY'S 
BEING LED INTO DAMAGING TRAP. 


8. WANG SAID THEY STILL AS ALWAYS CONCERNED OVER SITUATION 
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CHINESE NATIONALS MY COUNTRY INCLUDING IMPRISONED. HOWEVER, 
QUESTION THEIR RETURN DEPENDED ON MY GOVERNMENT'S ADOPTING 
MEASURES ENABLING THEM. THEY COULD NOT CONSIDER SATISFACTORY 
MY GOVERNMENT'S SIMPLY MAKING REMARKS THAT SOMEBODY COULD RE- 
TURN WITHOUT ADOPTING MEASURES ON OWN ENABLE THEM. 


9. WANG SAID THANKS TO MEASURES TAKEN H!S GOVERNMENT 
ON ITS OWN MAJORITY AMERICAN NATIONALS THEIR COUNTRY RETURNED. 


WHAT CORRESPONDING MEASURES WAS MY GOVERNMENT PREPARED ADOPT? 
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LIMITED DISTRIBUTION Direction to DC/R 


10. | SAID WANG HAD SPOKEN OF INDIAN EMBASSY BEING LED 

INTO WHAT HE TERMED DAMAGING TRAP, | SURE, | DIDN'T UNDERSTAND 
WHAT WANG HAD IN MIND, HAD TRIED EXPLAIN HONESTLY AND STRAIGHT 
FORWARDLY AS COULD EXACTLY WHAT WE DOING, CERTAINLY NO TRAP 

OR TRICK OUR PART INTENDED OR CVEN POSSIBLE, OUR WHOLE THOUGHT 
IN INVITING INDIAN CMBASSY PARTICIPATE IN MEASURES WAS TO GIVE 

THEM EVERY ASSURANCE THESE MEASURES BEING HONESTLY CARRIED OUT, 








}}e | SAID Wo HAD COMFIOENCE INTEGRITY GOOD FAITH INDIAN 
EMBASSY AND ITS REPRESENTATIVES, AS He SUGGESTED THEY ASSUME 
THIRD POWER ROLE IN US, | HAD ASSUMED HIS GOVERNMENT ALSO FELT 
SAME WAY ABOUT THEM, 


le. | ASKED WaNG Lie T ME MAKE THIS SIMPLE AS COULD, AS 

POINTED OUT THIS MORNING CHINESE ALIEN PRISON MY COUNTRY, SAME 
ANY OTHER ALIEN OR AMCERICAN FOR THAT MATTER, COULD ALWAYS EX- 
PECT LENIENT CONSIDERATE TREATMENT AND IN NORMAL COURSE EVENTS 
COULD EXPECT RELEASE PRIOR EXPIRATION SENTENCE, WHEN HE COM- 
PLETED SENTENCE COULD, SAME ANY OTHER ALIEN, LEAVE US FOR ANY 
DESTINATION fFilS CHOICE, THAT PERFECTLY NORMAL SITUATION CHINESE 
ALIENS EVEN BEFORE ANNOUNCEMENT, ANNOUNCEMENT STATES RESPECTIVE 
NATIONALS DESIRING RETURN SHALL BE ENABLED EXPEDITIOUSLY DO SO, 
IF THAT TO HAVE MEANING FOR PRISONERS CERTAINLY COULD NOT LEAVE 
THEM IN SAME SITUATION EXISTING PRIOR ITS ISSUANCE, ELSE WHAT 
POINT ISSUING? 


13. %-| SAID HAD EXPLAINED WE NOW APPLIED OUR INTERPRETATION 
ANNOUNCEMENT ALIEN CHINESE PRISONERS US, WE APPLIED PLAIN WORDS 
ANNOUNCEMENT, UNDER ANNOUNCEMENT THERE TWO FACTORS INVOLVED, 
FIRST WAS WHETHER OR NOT PERSON DESIRED RETURN. SECOND 

WHETHER NOT HE ABLE EXPEDITIOUSLY, FAR AS CHINESE US CON} 

CERNED WHO NOT PRISON MEASURES LONG AGO TAKEN PERMIT ANY ALL THEM 
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RETURN WHO DcSIR-. AD | MANY TIMES cxXFLAINED ReRE THEY DID NOT 
- 


HAVE TC EXPRESS DESiR«, ID NOT nev TO APPLY ANYONE, ALL HAD 
TO DO WAS GO, TREY THUS ABLE FRIELY INDICATE DESIRE BY ACTS, 





iu, | SAID SITUATION PRISONERS ADMITTEDLY LITTLE DIFFERENT. 

HOW CTULD PRISONCR DEFINITIVELY EXPRESS DESIRE? WE KAD HAD NO 
EVIDENCE OR INDICATION ANY THEM DID DOSIRE. HOWEVER, IN ORDER 
THERE SE NO POSSIBLE DOUST PRISONER UNDERSTOOD CHOICES FREELY 
OPEN HIM | HAD EXPLAINED WANG MEASURES WE TAKING INFORM PRISONERS 
THOSE CHOICES. PRISONER'S CHOICE WAS TO LOOK FORWARD EARLY RE- 
LEASE PRIOR FINISHING SENTENCE IN NORMAL COURSE EVENTS ON COMe 
MUTATION SENTENCE, PAROLE, TIMc OFF GOOD BEHAVIOR, 


15. | SAID 45 MATTER FACT MIGrT ONCIOINTALLY MENTION 
SINCE LIST PRISONERS GIVEN INDIAN EMBASSY TWO PRISONERS 
MENTIONED THEREIN ALREADY THUS BEEN RELEASED NORMAL COURSE 
EVENTS. 


16. | CONTINJED IF ON OTHER HAND PRISONER DESIRED RATHER 

RETURN IMMMEDIATELY WANG'S COUNTRY HE ALSO FREE DO SO, CHOICE 
WAS D!ID PRISONER CESIRE AWAIT FELL ASE NORMAL COURSE EVENTS OR 

DiD HE DESIRE IMMEDIATELY RETURN WANG?S COUNTRY? IT VERY 

SIMPLE STRAIGHT “ORWARO CHOICE, we COULD INDEPENDENTLY PUT 
CHOICE EACH PRISONER OURSELVES ANS ACT ACCCROANCE WHAT HE TOLD 
US. HOWeVER, TO SIV WANG FURTHER ASSURANCES OJR GOOD FAITH, 

WE INVITED INDIAN EMBASSY PARTICIPATS IN ORDER 1T COULD DETERMINE 
FOR SELF WISHES OF PRISONER, 


17- | SAID WANG riAD SPOKEN OF SCREENING ,. DID NOT KNOW 
EXACTLY WHAT HE MEANT OR HAD IN MIND TeIiS REGARD, | NEVER 
THOUGHT OF !T TRESE TERMS AT ALL, ! THOUGHT OF IT ONLY IN 
TERMS INDIAN EMBASSY BEING ABLE SATISFY SELF EACH PRISONER 
FREELY MADE Owl CHOICE, 


18, | SAID WANG HAD SPOKEN GREAT DIFFICULTY OF PRISONERS 
EXPRESSING FREE WILL. FRANKLY DIDN'T SEE WHAT DIFFICULTY 
PRISONER HAD VERY SIMPLE DECISION, ABLE STATE DECISION PRESENCE 
REPRESENTATIVE THIRD POWER, THUS FIRST QUESTION AS | POINTED 
OUT WAS WHETHER MAN DESIRED RETURN, THESE WERE MEASURES WE 

HAD TAKEN DETERMINE AND CONFIRM THAT DESIRE, HAD PREVIOUSLY 
TOLD WANG IS PRISONER DID DESIRE RETURN ACTION WOULD PROMPTLY 
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BE TAKE PERMIT HIM, FURTHER ACTION THIS MATTER AWAITED REPLY 
INDIAN EMBASSY OUR INVITATION, 


19, | SAID WANG ALSO ASSERTED LIST PRISONERS GIVEN 
INDIAN EMBASSY NOT COMPLETE, DID NOT KNOW ON WHAT HE BASED 
ASSERTION, BUT COULD ASSURE HIM NOT CORRECT, 


20, WANG WAS SURE HAD MADE POINTS QUITE CLEAR BOTH 

LAST MEETING AND MORNING AND DID NOT THINK NECESSARY MAKE 
FURTHER EXPLANATIONS, AS HE HAD SAID ALTHOUGH LIST HANDED 
OVER BY MY GOVERNMENT INCOMPLETE THEY STILL APPRECIATED THAT 
ACTION MY GOVERNMENT, WOULD NOT AGREE US INVITING INDIAN 
GOVERNMENT PARTICIPATE SCREENING CHINESE PRISONERS, IF MY 
GOVERNMENT HAD TRUE DESIRE FULLY CARRY OUT AGREEMENT AND 
ASSIST INDIAN EMBASSY PERFORMANCE 1TS FUNCTIONS REGARDING 
RETURN CHINESE WHY WAS 1T MY GOVERNMENT SO FAR REFUSED GIVE 
COMPLETE LIST CHINESE NATIONALS US SO COULD MAKE CHECK 
DETERMINE WHETHER NATIONALS DESIRED RETURN? 


GOWEN 
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21. WANG SAID |T MATTER COMMON SENSE NOBODY LIKED 

STAYING IN JAIL. IT ALSO MATTER COURSE EVERY PERSON IN PRISON 
DESIRED EARLY RELEASE. IF CHINESE PRISONERS ALLOWED EARLY RE- 
LEASE AND FREELY RETURN, HE WOULD BE ONLY TOO GLAD RECEIVE 
THAT INFORMATION. HOWEVER, WHETHER PRISONERS COULD DO SO DE- 
PENDED ON MEASURES ADOPTED MY GOVERNMENT THEIR CASES. WANG. 
HAD NOTHING FURTHER THIS MATTER MORNING. 


22. | CONTINUED BE PUZZLED WANG'S ATTITUDE. HE CONTINUED 
SPEAK LIST ALL CHINESE US BEING GIVEN INDIAN EMBASSY SO COULD 


CHECK THEIR DESIRE RETURN. REGARDING THOSE NOT PRISON NO 


SUCH CHECK NECESSARY. ALL THEY HAD DO WAS RETURN. WE GAVE 
INDIAN EMBASSY LIST THOSE IN PRISON SO COULD CHECK ON WHETHER 
THEY DESIRED RETURN. YET WANG SAID DID NOT WANT INDIAN EMBASSY 
MAKE SUCH CHECK. FOUND THIS IMPOSSIBLE UNDERSTAND. 


23. WANG SAID THIS VERY SIMPLE. OBSTRUCTIVE MEASURES 

MY GOVERNMENT IN PAST HAD LEFT FEELING OF TERROR IN MINDS 

CHINESE US. THEY ASKED FOR COMPLETE LIST CHINESE NATIONALS 
SIMPLY BECAUSE MANY CHINESE STILL NOT INFORMED ABOUT ANNOUNCEMENT. 
THAT MADE CHECK NECESSARY AND DESIRABLE. 


24. | SAID IT CERTAINLY STRANGE IF ANY CHINESE US FELT 

WHAT WANG CALLED TERROR ABOUT DEPARTING US, THAT AT LEAST ONE 
SUCH CASE NOT COME TO ATTENTION INDIAN EMBASSY AND THAT 
INDIAN EMBASSY NOT CALLED IT OUR ATTENTION. 


25. | SAID NOT ONLY HAD THERE NOT BEEN SINGLE SUCH 
CASE BUT CHINESE CONTINUED FREELY DEPART US RETURN HIS 
COUNTRY. SINCE LAST INFORMATION THIS POINT | KNEW DEFINITELY 
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OF 17 ADDITIONAL WHO RETURNED WANG'S COUNTRY MAKING TOTAL 

177 DEFINITELY KNOWN SINCE AUGUST 1 LAST YEAR. ALL THIS 
CERTAINLY DID NOT INDICATE ANY OBSTRUCTION OR SO-CALLED TERROR 
PART CHINESE MY COUNTRY RETURNING WANG'S COUNTRY IF THEY DE- 
SIRED DO SO. ACCORDING PUBLIC STATEMENTS MADE BY INDIAN EMBASSY 
SOME CHINESE MY COUNTRY HAD COMMUNICATEC WITH IT CONCERNING 
VARIOUS MATTERS. TO BEST MY KNOWLEDGE NONE THESE COMMUNICATIONS 
HAD INvOLVED ALLEGED OBSTRUCTION. 


26. WANG SAID FACT INDIAN EMBASSY NOT YET RAISED INSTANCE 
OBSTRUCTION DID NOT MEAN ACTUALLY NO OBSTRUCTION PART MY GOVERN- 
MENT . HE HAD GIVEN ME NAMES 55 PERSONS WHO OBSTRUCTED. FIFTY- 
THREE THEM NOT YET RETURNED. AMONG 103 PERSONS WHOSE NAMES 

| GAVE HIM PREVIOUSLY 28 STILL NOT RETURNED. SUCH WERE 

FACTS. 


27. $'!7 SEEMED TO ME EVEN WANG'S OWN STATEMENTS SIMPLY 
SUBSTANTIATED FACT CHINESE STEADILY RETURNING, IF ANY THEM 
FELT OBSTRUCTED THEY ENTIRELY FREE COMMUNICATE INDIAN EMBASSY. 


a 
\ 


28. WANG SAID IF | HAD NO FURTHER REMARKS THIS PROBLEM HE 
WOULD LIKE SPEAK ON PROPER QUESTION. 
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29. WANG CONTINUED FROM PREPARED STATEMENT MY GOVERNMENT'S 
STATEMENT JUNE 12 CALLED FOR FOLLOWING COMMENTS. IN STATEMENT 
MY GOVERNMENT STATED MY SIDE HAD ADOPTED DRAFT PROPOSED BY 

WANG DECEMBER | EXCEPT FOR TWO REVISIONS AND WANG'S SIDE NOT 
ONLY REJECTED OWN DRAFT BUT ADVANCED NEW CONDITIONS. MUST 

BE POINTED OUT ALTHOUGH iN OUTWARD APPEARANCE WE MADE ONLY 

TWO REVISIONS THESE TWO REVISIONS CAUSED QUALITATIVE CHANGE 

IN DRAFT. THIS AGAIN PROVED SO FAR THERE NOT BEEN SLIGHTEST 
CHANGE IN STUBBORN PERSISTENCE MY SIDE CALCULATED FREEZE PRESENT 
STATUS QUO TAIWAN AREA AND REFUSE NEGOTIATE TO IMPROVE SITUATION. 
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30. WANG SAID SECOND PARAGRAPH MY APRIL ,19 STILL RETAINED 
AMBIGUOUS WORDS ABOUT NOT RESORT!NG THREAT USE FORCE TAIWAN 
AREA ELSEWHERE, WHILE FAILING MAKE SPECIFIC PROVISION ON 
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HOLDING SIN-AMERICAN CONFERENCE FOREIGN MINISTERS. APPARENT 
AIM MY SIDE DOING SO WAS REQUIRE THEM ACCEPT PRESENT STATE 

MY COUNTRY'S OCCUPATION TAIWAN INTERVENTION LIBERATION BY CHINA 
ITS COASTAL ISLANDS WHILE INDEFINITELY PROTRACTING TALKS. 


31. WANG SAID IN PREVIOUS MEETINGS HE ALREADY MADE QUITE 
CLEAR POSITION THEIR SIDE WAS EITHER WE AGREE GENERAL STATEMENT 
ON PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES CHINA=US WITHOUT RESORTING USE 
FORCE OR IF IT DESIRED MENTION TAIWAN AREA SPECIFICALLY STATE- 
MENT MUST ALSO PROVIDE HOLDING SIN-AMERICAN CONFERENCE FOREIGN 
MINISTERS. THEIR MAY 11 PROVIDED FOR SEEKING ASCERTAINING 
PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS INCLUDING HOLDING SINO=- AMERICAN 
CONFERENCE FOREIGN MINISTERS WITHIN PRESCRIBED TIME FOR SETTLE- 
MENT SINO=AMERICAN DISPUTES. IT THUS TOOK FULL ACCOUNT VIEWS 
MY SIDE AND DID SO WITH VIEW REACHING AGREEMENT ACCEPTABLE BOTH. 
THIS REPRESENTED STEP FORWARD AND COULD NOT BE CALLED RETRO- 
GRESSION, HOWEVER DISTORTED. 
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32. WANG SAID ADDITION OF PHRASE "WITHOUT PREJUDICE 

PURSUIT, ETC. OR INHERENT RIGHT, ETC." TO PREAMBLE MY APRIL 
19 WOULD MEAN THAT ON CHINA'S TERRITORY TAIWAN WELL AS ANY 
OTHER AREA WHERE US INTENDED CARRY OUT ITS AGRESSION US COULD 
CONTINUE ITS POLICY AGRESSION AND WOULD HAVE SO-CALLED RIGHT 
SELF-DEFENSE WHILE DOING SO. HE MUST SERIOUSLY STATE ON 
CHINA'S TERRITORY THERE NO ROOM TALK ABOUT SO-CALLED AMERICAN 


( RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE NOR COULD RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE BE PERMITTED 


IN ANY WAY JUSTIFY POLICY AGGRESSION. THEIR MAY li SET FORTH 
PRINCIPAL MUTUAL RESPECT TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY SOVERIGNTY 

_ NON-INTERFERENCE INTERNAL AFFAIRS, WHICH REASONABLE AND CON- 
FORMITY CHARTER UN. THERE NO POSSIBLE BASIS FOR US OBJECT THEM. 


HENCE HE CONSIDERED IF WE DESIRED REACH AGREEMENT ON ANNOUNCE = 
MENT US SHOULD NOT TRY DISTORT MAY Ii. 


33+ I*SAID HE HAD SPOKEN OF WHAT HE TERMED MY "STUBBORN 
PERSISTENCE”. WOULD FREELY ADMIT IT STUBBORN PERSISTENCE 

IN ATTEMPT ING ASSURE OUR DIFFERENCES NOT LEAD WAR BUT SETTLED 
ONLY BY PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS. WOULD ADMIT TO STUBBORN PER- 
SISTENCE IN ATTEMPTING REACH AGREEMENT ON DECLARATION SAYING 
THIS UNAMBiGUOUSLY WITHOUT QUALIFICATION OR TIME LIMIT. WOULD 
ADMIT STUBBORN PERSISTENCE IN INSISTING SUCH DECLARATION 


CLEARLY APPLY TO WHAT WE BOTH AGREED WAS MOST SERIOUS DISPUTE b 
TAIWAN AREA. 
34. | SAID WANG'S STATEMENT MORNING WELL AS PREVIOUS 


STATEMENTS MADE CLEAR HE APPARENTLY DID NOT CONSIDER HIS 
DEI|# 1 APPLIED DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA. THIS ONE OF VERY 
AMBIGUITIES THAT DRAFT | ATTEMPTED CLEAR UP IN MY APRIL 19. 
IF THERE AGREEMENT WITH ME ON UNAMBIGUOUS UNQUALIFIED UNTIME- 
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LIMITED DECLARATION ON RENUNCIATION FORCE INCLUDING TAIWAN 

AREA WELL AS ELSEWHERE, WOULD BE NO GROUNDS FOR REJECTING MY 
APRIL 19. |! REGRETTED HE NOT YET WILLING ACCEPT THIS SIMPLE 
STRAIGHT FORWARD PROPOSAL SO WE COULD RESUME PROGRESS TALKS. 


35. WANG SAID ON.HIS PART ALREADY MADE LARGE PROGRESS. 
PROGRESS WHILE DEPEND ON ATTITUDE US GOVERNMENT TOWARDS THIS 
ENTIRE PROBLEM. WANG HOPED AT NEXT MEETING | WOULD BE ABLE 
MAKE REMARKS FURTHERING PROGRESS. 





36. | REPLIED | HAD NOTHING MORE MORNING. WANG SUGGESTED WE MEET 
THURSDAY 28. | AGREED 

GOWEN 
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7 AS RECEIVED.WILL BE SERVICED UPON REQUEST. 
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Dear Walter: 


First, Ekvall has not heard anything concerning ex- 
tention of his orders and his time is up on June 30, It 
is putting him in a difficult position with regard to ex- 
tending the lease on his house, etc, 


Next, I received the guidance for tomorrow's meeting 
this morning and appreciate it very much, I plan to open 
with implementation, attacking his position at the last 
meeting but in a fairly low key and see where it leads, 
Incidenta'!ly, with respect to renunciation I find that the 
corresrondents here really co not understand what the fuss 
is all about. The American correspondents accept what 
we say on faith but really do not understand it and the 
foreign correspondents are more skeptical, One of the 
difficulties I find is that by emphasizing the 
of our Aoril 19 changes to their December 1 draft the 
question is raised as to why then their Decemcer 1 draft, 
if not ideal, is nevertheless not acceptable, They fol- 
low our explanations but one can see that they are not 
really very convinced, 


Yesterday I encountered Wang at the airport in Frague 
on our wéy down, he having come in from Warsaw, I missed 
seeing him when I first came in the waiting room 4s he 
was sitting in the corner all alone but he came across 
the room to speak to me, He made a point of asking me 
about the President's he.lth, expressed gratification that 


Welter P, McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 


"slightness" 
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he was getting along well. Incidentally, 4&s in the past 





Czech off‘cials made a point of taking me out to the plane 
= ahead of the other nassengers, leaving him to fend for him- 
é self. 
4 


In Zurich while waiting to change planes we talked at 
some length in Snglish at which he is obviously improving. 
I commented on the new horizontal, left to right style of 
the magazine he was reading which led us to some discussion 
of the languave simplitication orogram, Fe said they plan- 
ned definitely to reorganize the language using an alphabet 
of twenty-seven letters which will be Roman and not Cyrillic. 
He volunteered that héfisked to postpone the next meeting de- 
cause he wanted to be in Warsaw for the visit of the Indian 
Vice Fresident and the opening of a trade fair in Polard in 
which they had a large exhit.t, He commented that there was 
also @ large exhibit of American books at the trade fair, 
He said his wife spends most of her time in Warsaw and that 
they have four children, We engagec in a little mutual 
comniiseration on the problems of educating children in the 
Giplomatic service, The usual afternoon rush at the Zurich 
airport led him to conment on the opening of the tourist 
season in Europe. I told him that it was expected 550,000 
Americans would visit Europe this summer, to which he com- 
mented that was a very fine thing as such visits would lead 
to increased understanding of other people. He said that 
he had difficulty in getting back to warsaw between our 
meetings as on the return tr ener’ was a six-hour layover 
at Pracue and the weather wasyjoad on the Warsaw-Prague leg. 
Fe was as usual outside the neeting roon very affabdle and 
friendly. None of this has any particular significance, I 
know, but I thought you would be interested, 
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Incidentally, while I was gone the UN here called David 
and said that their space situation was going to be very 
) tight during the ECOSOC meetings from July 9 through August 15 
and wondered whether Wang and I had any plans for @ vacation. 
pte David told them we had not and that he did not anticipate 
there would be any recess, There would not in any event be 
any recess of such a length although there was always the 
possibility apf Aopigek's recess as in the past. ¥Be- said that 
in that event/we ne cht find it possible to avoid meeting 
during the week of July 9. David said of course he could 
make no commitment but that he had no objection to their 
saying something to the Chinese if they wished to do so and 
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ote they indicated they were going to call the Chinese, There 
ent is, of course, also the problem of our meeting during the 
a week of July 4. %I am planning a major reception in Prague 
ages for the Fourth therefore would not want to meet here until 
yon the 6th or 7th. If we do that we might well skip the 

— meeting of July 9 and meet next the week of July lo. I 


: would appreciate any thoughts you may have on this. 
< 
Regards to all, 
2 
°o 
~- 
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one hour 55 minute meeting this morning, 1% hours of fihich in 
mplementation. I opened with statement pointing out absurdity 
‘is position last meeting on Chinese prisoners which in effect 

s demand we not apply agreed announcement such prisoners. His 
‘eplies along same lines last meeting referring to "Indian Embassy 
eing led into damaging trap" and PRC would "not agree to India 

) narticipating in screening prisoners". 


Je cut short implementation discussion saying we wanted take up ~ 
‘proper"” question of draft declaration. His mild prepared state-., 
ent referred to Department's June 12 press release. Oyr so- ‘*.’” 
‘allied minor changes their December 1 draft actually brought 
about “qualitative change" showing continued US stubborn persist- ° 
ence "freezing present status quo Taiwan and refusing negotiation" 
on subject. Apparent US aim is requiring PRC accept present state 
JS occupation Taiwan interference liberation off-shore islands .* . i 
while indefinitely protracting these talks. PRC position continued 
be declaration could consist either of general statement or peace- 
ful settlement disputes without resorting threat use force, or if: 
faiwan area specifically mentioned FMC for specific settlement 
must also be proposed. If US desires agreement on announcement 
should not distort their May 11 draft. Q 


of the United States 
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I replied admitting to "stubborn persistence" in seeking unanbig- O 
uous, unqualified, unlimited in time renunciation of force specif~— 
ically applicable Taiwan area as well as elsewhere and stating oan 
their failure accept our April 19 revisions indicated they -unwill+), 
ing accept this simple straightforward proposition. -His remarks > 
f 





this morning as well ss previously indicated they did not conside 
their December 1 draft applicable Taiwan area. This one of point 





~ ambiguity my April 19 draft intended clarify. \ 

. «> ~~ i 
liext meeting Thursday June 8. Proceeding Prague Friday morning= 
returning Geneva Tuesday. REPRODUCTION.EROM-I BIS 
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Dear Alex: a my ~ 


in recly to that portion of your letter of Hay 28 relating to 




















excleyrent cf Ted Liu as a Chinese interrreter, there has been no definite 
decision yet to set up a position for a Cuinese intercreter in the State 
Derartment. ‘Uowever, in view of Ur. liu's qualifications, FER is looking 





( eperoval of the TY 1957 budget, Sut Ralph Clourch will be clad to see 
. Mee Lic if he decides to visit Vashington. 


of the United States 
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! into possibilities for placing sim. Any decision may have to await 
With reference to the extention of © il's assignrent mentioned in 
f your letter ‘Jo. 37, Defense assured re this morning that they will see 


| to it that Sfievall' s assicnpent to you is continmmed. They have already 
; 
| set aside the funds and estaulished the allotment and authorizaticn for 
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the new fiscal :war, in the budget of the Amy Attache at raris. Defense 
Says “hat the Amy Attache at “sris is squawking at the long dctration of 

a Exvell's detail te Ceneva. The Paris Attache aprarently wapled to belioved 
that ne would get more benefit out of Dhicvall's assicment to Yaris 
(especially as to North African ratters) than has proved possible. I 





— don't know why the attache at Paris should be allowed to rock the boat 
a The Honorable 
<a U,. Alexis J 
= Anerican Acbassador now at Geneva, 
& American Consulate General, 
= Geneva. . 
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when it wes clearly understood last year that the assignment to Paris was 


merely a device to cet around some administrative problems, and that Séicvall's 


real responsibility was te you. efense said it ray be necessary to imrire 


again into the possibility of assigning Edkvall to “erne. In that event 


they want TE to tr to cet the active assistance of ICR in inducing the 


Swiss Coverment to agree to this. I tcld “efemse I felt it wuld te 


preferable not to me@fle with the existing arranzerent. In ary ovent the 
conmtimed rresence cf Sekvall on your staff is assured and you should not 
lese army sleep over the administrative rroblen. 

Enclosed is a copy cf our letter to the Initan inbassy of Jume 12 
amd the Incian Osbassy reply.. Zou will see that the Indians are hlowine 
very cool all of a sucden, I fear they have received the word frem the 
Chinese Ceormunists and do not intend te make eny protest. 

; I coubt if we will make any reply to the "Observer” article in the 
victorias Deaily"of Jume 21 replying to our press release of June 12, I 
suppose you heve the full text of the "Observer" article. 
a copy is enclosed, 


In case you don't, 


I will be writing you a short letter on substantive matters “Monday 
morning, which should reach you in tine for Thursday's reeting. 
Peraris and cood wishes, 


Sincerely, 


Walter P, MecConaughy 
Erishna Menon had lunch privately at the Indian “obassy with Sherman Adars 


on June 19, but cid not raise any topic connected with the Geneva talks 
or amy cther Chinese Cormunist question. 
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Enclosures! 
l. Copy of letter from British Consulate General Peiping 
re Bishop Walsh 
2. letter to Amb. Nehta from Hr. Robertson dated June 18, 1956. 
3. letter to Mr. Robertson from Amb, Mehta dated June 19, 1956. 
h. 


Copy of "Observer" article in “Be Daily" of dune 21, 1956. 
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We have decided to put seme cressure on the Indian Ambassador here 
to rroceed with the -risoner imterviews. “e are calling him in sme 


time today. “e plan to hand hin a letter sirmed by Mr. “cbertson 


W 
c 
- 
» 
ie) 
v 
~ 
c 
o 
vu 
oo | 
a a emphasizing the urrency of the matter in view of the fact that the Os 
cr . 
-Y) = ct 
es prisoners vere informed some time aco that they would shortly receive a - 
Oo WwW 
— N 
Se visit. We shall also rerind Uchta ef the repeatedly expreesed indian interest y 
a7 8 
—25 \. in the question of Chinese rrisoners in this ccuntry, and the -ratification _ 
Ss} UI 
[a 
> which Mehta expressed on May 31 when he was iniemed of our decision. ‘e 
oO 
y 
~~ tend to indicate our belief that the Indians should preceed with the 
o 
> interviews recardless of amy inexslicable shift which nay heave cecurred in 
” 
w } 
£ the attitude cf the Chinese Communists. ‘e will let him see tht in ovr 
oO 
0 | 
- view the indians ‘ave an chlication te us and to their own conscience, and 
that they should not unquestioninfly >lay the Chinese Corrunist fame in this 
‘ matter against their better judpment. We bave an acded reason for xcving 
rapédly on this, in that we find that we are on wee grounds in stalling 
off the CC cn its insistent_request to interview the crisoners. Article 
- VI of the treaty of January 11, 1943 on the relinquisiment of extraterritorial 


‘is The Honorable 
~- U. Alexis Johnson, 
Fe ae American 4mbassador now at Ceneva, 
Arerican Consulate General, 
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rights in China (copy attached) cives the Chirese this right srecifically 
with ne conditions attached as to the purpose of the visit. the Chinese 

are reall: arovsed over this shole question. It has posed some very acute 
problems for the new Ambassador Hollington Tong. He has done his best to 


placate Taipei tut he feels that the rise of this issve just at the becinnin: 





of his Hission, has siven him a bad start in Washington. In a letter of 

June 23 (copy attached) the Chinese indicate that they will take any of 

the prisoners who wish to co to Ia wan if no Indian representative, or 
representative of another third country is oresent, when the wishes of the 

: criminals are ascertained. You will see that there are some possibilities 

# ef cur setting some cocd out of the situation even if the Indians let us 

P down. “e will do all we can to exploit the position in any event. It has 
eccurred to me that if we cannot use the Inctlans we might have a recresentative 


of the International “ed Cross, or the American Red Cross to accompany 


of the United States 


our representative when the crisoners are interviewed. The International 
Red Cross would of course be preferable. “e expect to send Ralph Clough to 


interview all the nrisoners as the Denartrent's recresentative. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


You twill be interested in a short item in “rew Pearson's column of 


June 2); 





"Amb. Alex Jolinson in Geneva has been instructed to keep talking to 
a the Chinese Cormumists for another yearif necessary, to cive the far cast 
| : crisis a chance to cool off, Johnson has been talking for almost a year 
already and he's now a bit impatient, wondering how much longer he had to 
listen to Red insuits and demands for a meetin: with Secretary Dulles. 
Back came a cable from the State Department last week, telling him to keep 
taliing imiefinitely, making no concessions.” 
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fully 
While this does not/reflect your instructions of last week, it looks 


to me as if scmebody who saw our puidance telegram talked to Pearson. In 
any event there is a basic leak somewhere and this sort of thing is highly 
mischievous. It is certain to came to the attention of the Chinese Communists 
and will probably be given a certain amount of credence by then. 

The British Enbassy informed us on Saturday that Fathers Clifford 
and Phillips have received orders from their superiors to leave. They are 
to take the SS Hamburg from Shanghai to Hong Kong sailing June 29. We are 
glad that they are leaving. 

we ane able to get anything from General Erskine's office this 
morning on Ekvall's orders. We believe that local interestsof the Army 
Attache in Paris are the only stumbling block since he has all the necessary 
authorization and the money for Ekvall. It may have been cleared up already, 
ke gave them a copy of your telegram of June 22. We shall camtime to press 
the Pentagon on this until it is canpletely resolved, 

There is no present disposition here for us to take the initiative 
on tabling any new formulation of the rermunciation of force draft. Any 
change which might recommend itself to Wang would necessarily involve some- 
thing of a substantive backdown and would imply even more than it literally 
conveyed. The disposition here is to stand on the April 19 draft. 

There is nothing new on the Nehru visit. We have done a short 
briefing paper on the Geneva talks for the Nehru visit. cmpencdrmoms 
beemcunsfftetx ddvtenhentcoracammimranmgycactdtecqemanee Copy will 


be forwarded, 
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We sre pretty hard pressed with RNalrh away on tio weeks leaves 
Ye returns on Nednenday. Regards end good wishes. 
Sincerely, 






Walter P. MeConaughy 


of the United States 


= 
4 | Enclosures: 


l. Cory of letter from Amb. Tong to Mr. Robertson cated June 23, 19'6. 
4 2, Copy gf Srticle VI of the Treaty of Jan. 11, 1913. 
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Guidance for June 28 meeting. 


1. FYI Indian Ambassador wrote Department June 25 as follows: a Fa a Be 







QUOTE Under the terms of the Agreed Announcement made at Geneva on Septenber ee te be 
1955, this lmbassy may wake representations to the United States Government OR. {| 


-f 
only if requested to do so by a Chinese who believes that he is encountering. ve 






obstruction in departure to the People's Republic of China. Further, w are a | jan 


competent to investigate the facts in any such case, dnly if desired to do so af tele -¥ 





by the People's Republic of China. This Embassy has received no authority | “Oo ° A 
from the People's Republic of China to interview the Chinese prisoners named ip é 


of the United States 


aan 
the list attached to your aide memoire of May 31. I regret, therefore, that . 
a 
a we are unable to act in the manner requested in your two communications referred a 
m | ‘to above. I trust you will appreciate the position. UNQUOTE a 






You will note XKM£ Indian Fmbassy letter carefully avoids any implication that at 
Embassy will not act if requested 4% | do so by a Chinese. Department 's tentative 4 ; ‘ 
plan, if Indim Embassy will not visit prisons, is to offer each prisoner . 
opportunity X# express decision as to whether he desires KK be deported to 


Taiwan 
Communist Cl.inu, or XH XAYHEX or XH remain in prison and also,if he wishes 
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of the United States 


light of Indian letter. Inquire of Wang how he proposes reconcile his sudden 


s 


Pase 2 of telegram to____ Ameconsu3-GENEVA— FOR—JGHNSON 
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Classification 





to communicate with indian Lnbassy. END FYI | 
2. You should seek exploit Wang's abrupt reversal of position on Chinese 


prisoners, but avoid giving Wang any clue as to action we propose tm take in 


loss of interest in Chinese prisoners with his former insistence that Agreed oo 
Announcement applied to prisoners, that information be supplied concerning then © re 


and that they be given benefit.9& provisions gf Agreed Announcement. Place on 


Pr 


record your conclusion that his newly discovered objections to performance of any Ke 


Indian Embassy function imocketatijoarbormrkame as to prisoners is totally at 5 


variance with his frequently reiterated previous position, and is inexplicable. 


oad 


7% ** 
3. Results we seek from prisoner move remain the same: (1) Sm put maximm -. 


* jhe! 
ele: 


4 SY posh 
° <a, . . ‘ } 
ne a ; « ; 
“we , fe 4 


psychological pressure on Chinese Communists t@ make good on their Agreed 


—_— 





Announcement and release imprisoned Americans, and (2) 2 make Chinese Communistz . : 






position untenable if they refuse to act. Hence we do not wish to provoke them 





‘Me 


to a point where reaction inimical to prospects xo imprisoned Americans would 





occur. At same time we cannot fail tm expose complete inconsistency of their 


ral 
5”, °9 


ya 


position on prisoners. We note that ad last meeting Wang continued xba assert f 


that Chinese prisoners coverdd by Agreed Announcement. 


lh. We have nothing new to add on renunciation of force and you should continue it 


- 
. 
‘ 


bm reiterate our position, stressing our attempts 4% arrive at meaningful declaration : | 
by adopting their proposed language with clarifying additions. 7 | 


S. FYI Would be interested in any reaction by Wang’ fa postponement of 





Nehru's scheduled July visit. 
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age 3 of telegram to____AmeonsuL_GENEVA FOR JOHNSON - 
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6. Re your letter 38, no objection July 6 or 7 for next meeting. If 
UN space demands make meeting impracticable week of July 9, we would prefer 
responsibility for postponement until week of July 16 be shared with Wang. 


Ve 
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Following reply to Indian Ambassador's letter June 25 being sent 


r 


QUOTE, I acknowledge your letter of June 25 stating that your Government hes 


te 


~~ *& 
~. 


instructed you that under the Agreed Announcement of September 10, 1955 


i ee we 


[dein qsuN 


the Embassy of Indie can act only in cases of Chinese who request it e do. 


so and only if the Chinese Communists eo desire. You further state that 


ya 


since you have no authorization from the Chinese Communists to visit tne * 


Chinese prisoners in this country you are unable to do so. ot: x 





While the United States was of the view that the announcement i? ——t 


apply to Chinese criminals in U. S. prisons, nevertheless in order not to © Se 


ne ft 


furnish any basis for the further refusal of the Chinese Communists to 


> 


2/36. 


ages 


permit Americans in China to return to the United States, it determined to _ 


ut 
eB 


ue 


make the necessary arrangement to permit such Chinese prisoners to return 


if they so desired. 


The United States decision was made in the light of the insistent — 


representations of Chinese Communist Ambassador Wang Ping-nan at Geneva, 


/so “9SLz. 


that the Agreed Announcement was applicable to Chinese prisoners and strongly —4 


pT , criticising _| a. 
‘ tall bo ~y | 
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to 
criticizing the U. S. for not permitting them te expeditiously/leave the 


U. S. 





The decision of this Government was also taken in the light of 


inquiries from your Embassy as to whether Chinese prisoners had been 










informed of the Agreed Announcement, and in the light of informal requests. # 
from your Embassy for a list of Chinese prisoners. at Ee 


; : ~~ ? 24 
‘4 Lrg te 
Me Sh 

5 
495, dg 2 
> : 

° a: OF 

° . 
2 ‘ 
Wet ae 
‘ z “ = oe 


Following a survey by the U. S. Government to identify all prisoners | eon 
of Chinese nationality in U. S. Federal or State spaoune and after advising 
your Embassy on May 31 of our plans, this Department on June 13 sent a | 
letter to all the Chinese prisoners informing them that they would be | 
visited for the purpose of ascertaining whether they elected to return to i ae : 
China. A copy of this letter was sent you on June 18. The prisoners now | 
expect a visit pursuant to this statement. 

We have assured the prisoners that we will give them free choice 
between the courses which have been presented to them. In order for this ef 


choice to be universally accepted as a free one, we believe it is important | 


x oe « 
that the representatives stipulated in the Agreed Announcement, namely the Ba 


oh... 


Indian Government representative, visit the prisoners. This action would be ¥* 


~ 
" 


in compliance with Section 2A of the Agreed Announcement. F 4. 
It is earnestly hoped that you will seek on a priority basis a re- ‘ s 


consideration of the decision of your Government. 


I appreciate all that you have done to assist us with this difficult ~~ 


question. UNQUOTE oS el 


Rata! |! ES 
(LIP Wee ) 
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Info a cy Bateteee jo eee 2 
ay TO: Secretary of State ’ ‘Wate =: 
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C PRIORITY = 7 . 
? action 022408 Tt v 3% 
LIMIT SISTRIBUT jON rane of orfzice= 4 
FROM JOHNSON eection to DOR ~~ 
1. TWO HOURS 35 MINJTES McETING THIS MORNING, TWO HOURS 
OF WHICH ON RENUNCIATION» WANG MADE BRIEF OPENING STATEMENT 
TO EFFECT MAY 11 DRAFT WAS MAJOR EFFORT MEET OUR POINT VIEW 
( AND JF US SINCERE WITT Glive Up ATTEMPTS CBTAIN PRC AGREEMENT _ 
FREEZING STATUS QUO TAIWAN ARTA. . 
‘9 
2. | MADE LONG EXTEMPORANEOUS REPLY POINT OUT REAL N 
PROBLEM WAS LACK WILLINGNESS Rc TAKE FIRST FUNDAMENTAL STEP a 


of the United States 


RENOJNCING FORCE INCLUDING TAIWAN AREA, CONTRASTING THIS WITH . 
JS POSITION. CHARACTERIZED THEIR POSITION AS ASKING MY 
OVERNMENT AGREE TO NEGOTIATIONS UNDER JERY CLEAR AND CONTINUED 
THREAT THEIR PART RcSORT FORCE IF NECESSARY. THIS ANACHRONISTIC ON 
PO5|TION WOULD NEVER BE ACCEPTED BY wi? GOVERNMENT OR ANY OTHER © 
SELF-RESPECT ING GOVERNMENT. = THETE FQJAT ING RENUNCIATION FORCE: 
MITH AGREEING TO MAINTENANCE STATS QUO TAIWAN AREA WAS ~ 
DOCTRINE OF DESPAIR AND PESSIMISM IN FFECT SAY NG SOME DIS- pak 
BUTES COULD NOT BE SETTLED PEACEFULLY. FROM TiS LED BACK i. = 
Z 
ho] 
4 
Cc) 


TO URGING ACCEPTANCE APRIL 19 DRAFT « 


3. IN REPILY WANG RENT WED FAMILIAR CHARGES US OCCUPATION 
AND DOMESTIC MATTERS, 


TAIWAN DISTINCTION BETWEEN {INTERNAT JONAL 


AND PARTICULARLY URGING "FIVE PRINCIPLES” FIRST PARAGRAPH Lg 
MAY 11 DRAFT, PRC WIL! NOT AGREE TO ANYTHING THAT WILL PER- 7 
PETUATE SITUATION TAIWAN ARE? OUR TASK JS TO PUSH FORWARD = fF" 
PEACEFUL RESOLUTION TAIWAN AREA DISPUTE « - 


rr 
REPRODUCTION FROM THI 
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4. RENUNCIATION ENDED ON THIS INCLONCLUSIVE NOTE WITH NO 
SLIGHTEST INDICATION ANY SHIFT POSIJTION BY WANG AND ! ALSO 
AVOIDED ANY INDICATION POSSIBLE CHANGE. 


5. HE OBVIOUSLY NOT DESIRING ANY IMPLEMENTATION DIS- 

CUSSION | MADE PREPARED STATEMENT ALONG LINES PARAGRAPH TwO 
DEPTEL 2217. | INTRODUCED SUBJECT REFERRING MY RE- 

MARK LAST MEETING FURTHER ACTION WAS AWAITING REPLY INDIAN 
EMBASSY AND REPLY NOW RECEIVED TO EFFECT PRC HAS NOT AGREED 
TO INDIAN EMBASSY INTERVIEWING PRISONERS. MADE NO OTHER 
STATEMENT REGARD IND!]AN EMBASSY LETTER AND AVOIDED ANY 
STATEMENT THAT INDIAN EMBASSY HAD REFUSED ACT. WANG DENIED 
THEY HAD REVERSED THE!R POSITION AND AVOIDED ANY DIRECT 

REPLY RETREATING TO PREVIOUS COMPLAINTS OUR NOT FURNIJSHING 
LiST CHINESE US, ACCOUNTING FOR NAMES HE HAD GIVEN ME, TAIWAN 
ENTRY PERMITS ETC,~« ALSO REPEATING LIST THOSE IN PRISON 

"NOT COMPLETE". IN REBUTTAL } STUCK TO PRISONERS ASKING 

HIM DIRECT QUESTION WHETHER IT THEIR POSITION THAT IF PRISONER 
DESIRED RETURN HE SHOULD NOT BE ABLE PROMPTLY DO SO BUT 
RATHER AWAIT COMPLETION SENTENCE OR NORMAL PAROLE PROCEDURES, 
AND WHETHER THEY WILLING ACCEPT OUR WORD ON WHETHER DESIRES = 
RETURNe NOTING HIS STATEMENT ON FULL CONF!DENCE IN INDIAN 
EMBASSY J EXPRESSED GRATIFICATION AND SA!D MY GOVERNMENT 
COULD TAKE MUCH SATISFACTJON THAT CONS!DERING NUMBER CHINESE 
IN US AND LONG PERIOD SINCE ISSUANCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT INDIANS 
HAVE MADE NO COMPLAINT LACK FULL COOPERATION MY GOVERNMENT 
NOR HAD ALLEGED SINGLE CASE ANY OBSTRUCTION. WANG AVOIDED 
ANY REPLY REFERRING TO HJS PREVIOUS STATEMENT AS “FULLY 
SETTING FORTH THEIR POSITION". 


6. | PROPOSED NEXT MEETING JULY 6 AND WANG COUNTERED 
WITH PROPOSAL FOR TUESDAY, JULY 10 ™ BECAUSE OF PREVIOUS 


ENGAGEMENT" TO WHICH | AGREED. DEPARTING PRAGUE FRIDAY 
MORNING. 


GOWEN 


CES 
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efice ~ 


1, DIRECT DISCOURSE REPORT 52ND MEETING FOASSgB:*” , 
ficer - ,. Lf 


pane of of 
2. WANG (PREPARED STATEMENT ); 


LL9 


LAST MEETING YOU INDICATED DESIRE MAKE PROGRESS TALKS, TOLD 

YOU | WELCOMED INDICATION, HOWEVER SINCE WE BEGAN SECOND 

1TEM AGENDA MONTH AFTER ANOTHER SLIPPEDAWAY WHILE THUS FAR 

NOT ABLE ARRIVE AGREEMENT DEC! ARATION BECAUSE YOUR SIDE PERSISTS 
UNJUSTIFIABLE POSITION, THAT UNSATISFACTORY SITUATION, 


3. MAY 11 OUR SIDE REPRESENTS MAJOR EFFORT MEET YOUR POINT 
VIEW; THEREFORE ENTIRELY ACCEPTABLE, IN SPITE CLEAR WORDS 
THIS DRAFT YOU INSIST WITHOUT BASIS ASSERTING IT CONTAINS 
AMBIGUITIES AND CONSTITUTES RETROGRESSION, AND YOU OBJECT : 
STIPULATION TIME LIMIT, REGRET YOU PERSISTED SUCH UNJUSTI-~ 

FIABLE ATTITUDE, IF SINCERITY YOUR SIDE MAKE DECLARATION SECOND 

ITEM, SHOULD GIVE UP ATTEMPTS FREEZE UNJUSTIFIABLE SITUATION 

TAIWAN AREA AND INTERVENE ITERNAL AFFAIRS MY COUNTRY, IF 

DESIRE YOUR SIDE SETTLE DISPUTES NO REASON OBJECT SEEKING fi) 
ASCERTAINING PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS INCLUDING SINO-AMERICAN ==. 

FM.C WITHIN TWO MONTHS DECLARATION, IF YOU MAVE CONSTRUCTIVE ~ se U 
OPINIONS THIS REGARD READY HEAR, iM ; 


4, | SAID; SEEMS ME WE STILL CONFRONTED SAME DIFFERENCE APPROAGH 
QUESTION SECOND ITEM, YOU STILL SEEM REGARD THIS FROM STAND - 
POINT MAKING DECLARATION FOR OWN SAKE 1S PRIMARY PURPOSE, 

1F THAT WERE PURPOSE WOULD BE EASY, WE COULD MAKE ALL KINDS 
DECLARATIONS, JOINT STATEMENTS, WHICH ONE US COULD INTERPRET 


~ 
> 
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ONE WAY OTHER, OTHER WAY COULD EASILY TEMPORARILY GIVE SURFACE 
APPEARANCE AGREEMENT, HOWEVER, | REGARD ISSUES PROBLEMS 
BETWEEN US TOO IMPORTANT HANDLE SUCH MANNER, 


. ': BEEN STRIVING REACH AGREEMENT FUNDAMENTAL PROPOSITION, 
PROPOS!T!ION WHICH OUR VIEW AND VIEW HOST COUNTRIES WORLD IS 
FIRST STEP AND FUNDAMENTAL TO PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES. 
DO NOT WANT 7-KE TIME MORNING REPEAT REVIEW MY POINT VIEW, 
BUT THINK VITAL WE KEEP THESE FUNDAMENTALS M!ND. 





6, |: SPEAKING VERY FRANKLY WOULD AGAIN LIKE HAVE YOU UNDER- 
STAND EXACTLY HOW WE VIEW SITUATION, YOU PROFESS DESIRE FIND 
PEACEFUL SOLUTION PROBLEMS BETWEEN US INCLUDING PROBLEMS 
EXISTING TAIWAN AREA, SAME TIME, BEFORE TALKS BEGAN AND DURING 
TALKS, YOU BEEN AND YOUR GOVERNMENT CONTINUED ENUNCIATE POLICY 
USING FORCE RESOLVE SITUATION TAIWAN AREA ITS SATISFACTION 

IF OTHER MEANS NOT RESULT SOLVING TO ITS SATISFACTION, THUS, 
HOWEVER PHRASED OR WHATEVER WORDS USED EXPRESS IT, YOU ASKING 
MY GOVERNMENT AGREE NEGOTIATE UNDER CLEAR CONTINUED EXPRESS! ON 
THREAT YOUR GOVERNMENT RESORT USE FORCE IF NECESSARY OBTAIN 
DESIRES, SHOULD THINK POSSIBLE YOUR GOVERNMENT APPRECIATE 

THIS 1S CONDITION AND SITUATION NE!THER MY NOR OTHER SELF- 
RESPECT ING GOVERNMENT POSS!BLY ACCEPT IN WORLD TODAY, WORLD 

| HOPE PROGRESSED BEYOND THAT POINT, ' 


Fr ™ 
\ 


{ 


of the United States 


7e |!: MY GOVERNMENT SEEKS WITH YOU AS ELSEWHERE PEACEFUL SETTLE- 
MENT DISPUTES, IMPOSSIBLE IN THIS, WELL AS MANY OTHER DISPUTES, 
FOR FRAIL HUMAN MINDS LOOK INTO FUTURE DETERMINE EXACTLY 

WHAT MEANS OR WHAT WAY PART!CULAR DISPUTES CAN BE SETTLED. 

NOT NECESSARY WE DO SO EVEN NOT DES!RABLE, WHAT NECESSARY OR 
EVEN ESSENTIAL IS WE DETERMINED ONLY USE PEACEFUL MEANS. 

ONCE THAT DETERMINATION MADE, MAY OPEN PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT, 

MY PROPOSAL OCTOBER 8, MY POSITION SINCE BEEN WE TAKE THIS 
FIRST, SIMPLE, FUNDAMENTAL STEP, YOU PURPOSE STILL APPEARS 

BE ATTEMPT FORCE US INTO NEGOTIATIONS UNDER CONTINUED THREAT 
RESORT ~ORCE UNLESS NEGOTIATIONS ENTIRELY YOUR SATISFACTION, 
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8. |; FAR AS ATTEMPTS MAKE PROGRESS RESOLVING S!TUATION 
CONCERNED, | MADE MOST EARNEST ATTEMPTS DO SO. | WELCOMED 
YOUR DECEMBER 1 AS !T SEEMED STEP TOWARDS AGREEMENT, ALTHOUGH 
1T QUITE DIFFERENT FROM WHAT | HAD MIND WHEN MADE ORIGINAL 
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PROPOSALS OCTOBER 8, | WAS WILLING ACCEPT !T AS FRAMEWORK 
BASIS FOR NEGOTIATIONS ORDER MAKE PROGRESS, YOU YOURSELF 
CHARACTERISED THAT DRAFT GENERAL STATEMENT PRINCIPLE REWUN- 
CIATION FORCE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DiSPUTES BETWEEN US, 

THAT PRECISELY WHAT | TOOK IT BE WHEN YOU SUB ITTED, MY CNLY 
QUARREL WAS !T TOO GENERAL AND SUBJECT MiSUNDORSTANDING, 
THIS GAVE RISE TWO QUESTIONS, FIRST, WAS DRAFT INTENDED M. (2 
IT IMPOSSIBLE MY SIDE DEFEND SELF IF ATTACKED? SECOND, WAS 
THIS GENERAL STATEMENT APPLICABLE ALL DISPUTES TWO COUNTRIES 
INCLUDING TAIWAN AREA? 


GOWEN 
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9. Is JANUARY 12 | PUT FORWARD DRAFT INCORPORATING SIMPLE 
CLEAR ANSWERS THESE QUESTIONS. IN RESPONSE MY JANUARY 12 
YOU DENIED HAD ANY INTENTION PREJUDICING POSITION MY SIDE. 
YOU ACKNOwLEDGED OF ALL DISPUTES TAIWAN AREA MOST IMPORTANT. 
YOU STATED INTENDED PRINCIPLE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES 
C APPLY ALSO TAI\/AN AREA. HOWEVER REJECTED MY SIMPLE AMENDMENTS 
| CLEARLY EM20DYING THESE POINTS. YOU ASKED AND AGAIN THIS 
MORNING WHETHER IT JNTENTION MY SIDE PREJUDICE POSJTJON YOUR 
SIDE WHICH YOU CLAIM JNHERENTLY PEACEFUL. TO COVER POINT 
: | INSERTED CLEAR AMENDMENT MY APRIL 19. QUESTIONS | THUS ASKED 
ABOUT YOUR DECEMSER 1 MIGHT BE PHRASED: WHETHER INTENDED , 
PREVENT My SIDE DEFENDING SELF IF ATTACKED? DIL IT NOT APPLY’ 
ALSO TAIWAN AREA? WAS IT INTENDED PREJUDICE RIGHT CITHER SIDE 
PEACEFUL PURSUIT POLICIES? THESE PERFECTLY NATURAL QUESTIONS, 
DIRECTLY APPLICA®LE PERTINENT THIS FIRST STEP RENUNCIATION 
FORCE. DO NOT INTRODUCE EXTRANEOUS AMB]GUOUS ELEMENTS. HAVE 
TRIED BE CAREFUL PRESERVE AREA AGREEMENT YOUR DECEMBER | 
INDICATED ALREADY REACHED. HOWEVER, IF YOU ANY SKGGESTIONS 
HOW ANSWERS CAN BE EXPRESSED MORE EFFECTIVELY MORE ACCEPTABLY 
TO YOU | GLAD HEAR THEM. AS PREVIOUSLY EXPLAINED, J NOT FEEL 
THEY ANSWERED BY YOUR MAY 11. 
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10. J: HAVE TALKED SOME LENGTH MORNING THIS SUBJECT NOT WITH 
DESIRE ENGAGING POLEMICS, RATHER SEE WHETHER SOME WAY TWO OF 

US WITH HEAVY RESPONS!IBILITY CANNOT REACH GREATER MEASURE 
UNDERSTANDING THAN WE THUS FAR SUCCEEDED. SEEMS ME PROPOS!TION 
| SET FORTH IN PAST AND AGAIN MORNING SO SIMPLE NORMAL 
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FUNDAMENTAL 17 MUST BE ACCEPTED BY ANYONE SINCERELY DESIRING 
PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES. WISH YOU MOST EARNESTLY CONSIDER 
WHAT | HAVE SAID BECAUSE IT BEEN SAID ALL SINCERITY EARNEST 
DESIRE SEE WHETHER CANNOT REACH AGREEMENT CLEARLY UNAMBIGU- 
OUSLY ELIMINATING DANGER HOSTILITIES OUR TWO GREAT PEOPLES 
AND OPEN BROAD ROAD GENUINELY RBV# PEACEFUL 

RESOLUTION DIFFERENCES. 


11. WANG SAID: YOU SPOKEN SOME LENGTH MORNING LARGE COLLECTION 
VIEWS SUBJECTS YOU PREVIOUSLY STATED. ALTHOUGH YOU STATED 

MORE THAN ONCE YOU HAVE SINCERITY IN DESIRE RESOLVE PROBLEMS, 
HOWEVER, FAIL FIND ANY SUCH SINCERITY FROM STUDY SPEECH AS 
WHOLE « 


12. Ws ISSUE CONFRONTING OUR COUNTRIES CLEARLY EVIDENTLY 

U3 US ARMED OCCUPATION TERRITORY MY COUNTRY AND US THREAT 
FoO<cCE AGAINST MY COUNTRY.» HOWEVER, YOU BY SOPHISTRY TRYING 
TURN SITUATION INTO OPPOSITE AND ALLEGE MY COUNTRY THREATEN 
YOURS. ISSUE IS US ARMED OCCUPATION ANY COUNTRY'S TERRITORY. 
HOWEVER YOU REVERSE THIS AND CLAIM UNREASONABLE RIGHT SELF 
DEFENSE AS OFTEN STATED IN PAST. 


13. Ws IN PAST } REPEATEDLY ENUNC]ATED POSITION MY SIDE ON 
PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA: THERE EXIST 2 ASPECTS 
TAIWAN AREA» ON ONE HAND, INTERNATIONAL DISPUTE BETWEEN CHINA 
US, WHICH WE NOW DISCUSSING AND TRYING FIND SOLUTION. ON OTHER 
HAND, PROBLEM TAJWAN AREA ESSENTIALLY INTERNAL MATTER THERE- 
FORE ALLOWS NO INTERVENTION FOREIGN POWER. IN YOUR STATEMENT 
MORNING YOU AGAIN TRIED DELIBERATELY DISTORT THIS POSITION 
RESPECT SETTLEMENT INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES TWO COUNTRIES TAIWAN 
AREA AND OUR PEACEFUL INTENTIONS. 


14. Ws YOU AGAIN MENTIONED MORNING RELATIONS BETWEEN STATES. 

FIRST PARA MAY 11 PRECISELY SETS FORTH NORMAL HS! PRINCIPLES 
REGULATING AND ESTABLISHING RELATIONS BETWEEN STATES. HOWEVER, 

US ARMED OCCUPATION OUR TERRITORY TAIWAN NOT ONLY MATTER 
CHINESE PEOPLE WILL NOT LONG TOLERATE BUT IS A MATTER NO SOVEREIGN 
STATE CAN TOLERATE. YOU STATED WILL STRIVE FOR RESOLUTION OUR 
DISPUTES TAIWAN AREA PEACEFUL MEANS. HOWEVER, FACT 1S YOUR SIDE 
CONTINUES TRY FREEZE PRESENT STATUS TAIWAN AREAS, SO YOUR SIDE 
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CAN PERPETRATE OCCUPATION TAIWAN. YOU MENTIONED MORNING YOUR 

PROPOSAL OCTOBER 8 AND YOUR APRIL 19. ALL THESE PROPOSALS FULLY 
SUPPORTED VIEWS | JUST STATED. | CANNOT CONSIDER THESE INDICA- 
TION SINCERITY RESOLUTION BY PEACEFUL MEANS OUR DISPUTES. THAT 

REASON MY REPEATED OBJECTIONS THESE UNACCEPTABLE PROPOSITIONS. 

THUS US PROPOSITIONS CANNOT HELP RESOLVE ISSUES. 


15 Ws PURPOSE THESE TALKS PRECISELY SEEK PEACEFUL MEANS 
SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES. NOT PURPOSE THESE TALKS ENGAGE 
EMPTY DISCUSSION WITHOUT SETTLING ANY QUESTIONS. |] AGREE WE 
NOT DISCUSSiNG MAKING DECLARATION FOR SAME DECLARATION. 
BUT MY SIDE CANNOT AGREE MAKE DECLARATION WHICH WOULD DO NOTH- 
ING CHANGE PRESENT UNJUSTIFIED SITUATION. TAIWAN AREA, BUT 
WOULD INSTEAD PERPETUATE SUCH SITUATIONe DECLARATION SHOULD 
SET FORTH COMMON DESIRE SETTLE ISSUES.e DECLARATION SHOULD 
ADVANCE PEACEFUL RESOLUTION DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA. IF BOTH SIDES 
HAVE COMMON SINCERITY DESIRE FIND PEACEFUL RESOLUTION 

DISPUTES BELIEVE WE ABLE MAKE PROGRESSe« MIGHT FRANKLY SAY 

MY COUNTRY HAS SINCERITY AND PEACEFUL INTENT. THIS INTENT 
DEMONSTRATED ALL DRAFTS WE PRESENTED.» HOPE US ALSO SAME DESIRE 
AND DEMONSTRATE DESIRE BY ACTION. IN INTEREST BOTH OUR PEOPLES 
FOR US MAKE SPEEDY PROGRESS ARRIVE AT AGREEMENT. 


- 
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FROM JOHNSON ren ee. 
16. | SAID: HAVE JUST FEW SHORT REMARKS.” FIRST, YOU PERStST 
IN THESE TALKS AND DRAFTS IN ATTEMPTING GET US ACCEPT YOUR 
INTERPRETATION NATURE DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA. 1! CAREFULLY TRIED 
IN DRAFT AND REMARKS AVOID DISCUSSION NATURE ORIGIN OUR 
DISPUTES IN INTEREST MAKING PROGRESS. AS HAVE SAID MANY TIMES, 
CONSIDER THIS PREMATURE AND NOT GERMANE IMMEDIATE TASK. 

ONLY POSSIBLE MAKE PROGRESS, AND UNDERSTOOD YOU AGREE, IF 

WE TAKE VERY COMPLICATED SITUATION EXISTING BETWEEN TWO 
COUNTRIES STEP BY STEP. IF WE CONFUSE STEPS CAN ONLY HOPE- 


LESSLY CONFUSE, BOG SELVES DOWN. | ALWAYS AND STILL TAKE VIEW 


FIRST STEP RENUNCIATION USE FORCE SETTLEMENT DISPUTES. YOU 
APPEAR STILL TAKE POSITION THAT FOR YOUR GOVERNMENT RENOUNCE 
FORCE RESPECT DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA MEANS YOUR GOVERNMENT AGREES 
STATUS QUO AND SACRIFICES POSITION THIS DISPUTE THERE. : 


17. 1: HOWEVER DISPUTE REGARDED, THIS SEEMS REMARKABLE DOC- 

TRINE: DOCTRINE OF DESPAIR, PESSIMISM. IT IN EFFECT SAYS SOME 
DISPUTES NOT CAPABLE SETTLEMENT PEACEFUL MEANS. IF OTHER GOVERNMENTS 
IN WORLD ADOPTED THIS DOCTRINE OUTLOOK INDEED BLEAK. HOWEVER, 

AT LEAST MOST GOVERNMENTS REJECT THIS DOCTRINE. MY GOVERNMENT 
REJECTS DOCTRINE THERE ARE DISPUTES CANNOT BE SETTLED 

PEACEFUL MEANS. GIVEN GOODWILL DETERMINATION FIND SETTLEMENTS 

ONLY PEACEFUL MEANS THERE NO DISPUTE NOT CAPABLE RESOLUTION 

PEACEFUL MEANS. ALL | ASKED AND CONTINUE ASK IS YOU JOIN ME 


SAYING THIS UNEQUIVOCALLY REGARD ALL DISPUTES INCLUDING 
TAIWAN AREA. 


18. WANG SAID: 
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18. WANG SAID: CANNOT ACCEPT ASSERTION MAY 11 CONTAINS WHAT 
YOU CALL AMBIGUITIES. DON'T THINK ASSERTION CORRECT. RECALL 
WHEN | PROPOSED DECEMBER 1 YOU ASSERTED DRAFT AMBIGUOUS 
BECAUSE DIDN'T INSERT TAIWAN AREA. THEN IN MAY I1 DRAFT IN- 
SERTED TAIWAN AREA THUS MAKING PRINCIPLE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT 
DISPUTES SPECIFICALLY TAIWAN AREA. YOU STILL SAY MAY 11 
AMBIGUOUS. | CAN ONLY REGARD THIS AS DELIBERATE D!STORTION. 
MY LATEST AND PREVIOUS DRAFTS, ALL TAKE ACCOUNT ACTUAL SITUA- 
TION DISPUTES TWO COUNTRIES. NO INTENT THESE DRAFTS TRY RE- 
SOLVE BY SINGLE STROKE ALL DISPUTES. AS INTENTION THESE DRAFTS 
ADOPTION AND AGREEMENT ON DECLARATION CONSTITUTE FIRS? STEP 
SOLUTION DISPUTES. 


19. WANG: ABNORMAL SITUATION TAIWAN AREA URGENTLY CALLS FOR 
SETTLEMENT. HOWEVER, OUR SIDE HAS NOT SLIGHTEST DESPAIR OR 
PESSIMISM WITH REGARD SETTLEMENT. OUR SIDE FIRMLY OPPOSED 
PRESENT SITUATION TAIWAN AREA. HOWEVER, ALWAYS HAD FAITH THIS 
ABNORMAL SITUATION TAIWAN AREA CAN OF NECESSITY BE RESOLVED. 


20. WANG: YOU SPOKE GREAT LENGTH SETTLEMENT DISPUTES PEACEFUL 
MEANS. IT EXACTLY POLICY MY GOVERNMENT PURSUE SUCH MEANS IN 
RESOLUTION DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES. MY GOVERNMENT 
JOINED WITH OTHERS PROCLAIMING WELL KNOWN FIVE PRINCIPLES. 

IF THESE FIVE PRINCIPLES ACCEPTED BY ALL COUNTRIES AM SURE 

ACC DISPUTES..CAN BE RESOLVED. MAY 11 EXACTLY PROPOSITION 
ACCOMPLISH!ING BASIS PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DISPUTES COUNTRIES. 

IF YOUR GOVERNMENT GENUINELY DESIRES SETTLE INTERNATIONAL 
DISPUTES PEACEFUL MEANS HAS NO BASIS OPPOSE MAY 11 AND NO 
GROUND OBJECT SEEKING ASCERTAIN PRACTICAL FEASIBLE MEANS 
SETTLEMENT DISPUTES INCLUDING CONVOCATION FMC REPEAT FMC 
WITHIN TWO MONTHS ANNOUNCEMENT DECLARATION DECISIONS SET 

FORTH MY DRAFT ARE IN ACCORD GENERAL PRINCIPLE PEACEFUL RE- 
SOLUTION INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES. PROVISIONS SET FORTH FEAS!BLE 
PRACTICAL. IF ONE SIDE PROFESSED DESIRE SETTLEMENT DISPUTES 
PEACEFUL MEANS WHILE REFUSING TAKE PEACEFUL FEASIBLE STEPS 


THIS DIRECTION, HOW CAN PEACEFUL RESOLUTION BE ACHIEVED. 
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20. | SAID: ALL WANT SAY STILL FIND IT IMPOSSIBLE UNDER- 

STAND WHY IF YOUR SIDE REALLY WANTS REACH AGREEMENT IT 

REJECTS AREAS AGREEMENT ALREADY REACHED AND IN YOUR MAY 11 

INTRODUCES NEW EXTRANEOUS ELEMENTS. 


(C MY APRIL 19 PRESERVED ALL YOUR DECEMBER 1. 
22. WANG SAID: ALTHOUGH YOUR APRIL 19 RETAINS SOME OF TEXT 


MY PREVIOUS DRAFT, IN SUBSTANCE YOUR SIDE NOT IN ANY WAY 
CHANGED POSITION. THAT WHY | SAID COULD NOT ACCEPT IT. 


of the United States 


23. | SAID: NOTHING FURTHER THAT SUBJECT, BUT LIKE TAKE 

UP ANOTHER MATTER. (FROM PREPARED STATEMENT) CONTINUE BE 
PUZZLED ATTITUDE YOU TAKEN REGARD STEPS | INFORMED YOU MY 
GOVERNMENT TAKING CONCERNING ALIEN CHINESE PRISONERS. AS 
INFORMED YOU LAST MEETING, FURTHER ACTION AWAITING REPLY 
INDIAN EMBASSY TO OUR INVITATION TO DETERMINE WHICH PRISONERS 
DESIRE RETURN YOUR COUNTRY. WE NOW RECEIVED REPLY FROM INDIAN 
EMBASSY TO EFFECT YOUR GOVERNMENT HAS NOT AGREED ITS INTER- 
VIEWING. 
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24. 1: FIND THIS POSITION YOUR GOVERNMENT NOW TAKEN REGARD 
THESE PERSONS UTTERLY INEXPLICABLE AND TOTALLY AT VARIANCE 
POSITIONS YOU PREVIOUSLY TAKING. 


25. |: FIRST, YOU PREVIOUSLY INSISTING PROVISIONS AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT BE APPLIED THESE COMMON CRIMINALS. 1 HAVE AGREED 


THIS. 
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THIS. AS POINTED OUT LAST MEETING IF PROVISIONS ANNOUNCE- 
MENT TO HAVeé ANY MEANING RESPECT THESE PERSONS, !T MEANS THAT, 
SAME ANY OTHER CHINESE US, THEY CAN PROMPTLY PROCEED YOUR 
COUNTRY IF SO DESIRE. THEREFORE, FIRST QUESTION IS DO THEY 
DESIRE RETURN YOUR COUNTRY? THIS CONNECTION YOU PREVIOUSLY 


ASKING FOR LIST SUCH PRISONERS. ASSUMED YOUR INTEREST IN SUCH..-- ~ 


LIST COULD ONLY BE SATISFY SELF SUCH PERSONS BEEN INFORMED 
ANNOUNCEMENT, WHETHER THEY DESIRED RETURN YOUR COUNTRY AND 

IF SO ABLE DO SO. SUCH LIST HAS BEEN G!VEN INDIAN EMBASSY. 
YOU BEEN !INS!ISTING INDIAN EMBASSY BE PERMITTED MAKE CHECK 
DETERMINE WHETHER CHINESE MY COUNTRY DESIRE RETURN. IN ORDER 
FURTHER MEET POINT..VIEW YOU EXPRESSED THIS REGARD, WE TOOK 
INITIATIVE INVITING INDIAN EMBASSY MAKE SUCH CHECK WITH REGARD 
THESE PRISONERS THOUGH WENT BEYOND TERMS ANNOUNCEMENT. JUST 
NEVER OCCURRED ME YOU WOULD SUBSEQUENTLY REVERSE POSITION 

AND OBJECT OUR PERMITTING INDIAN EMBASSY CARRY OUT WITH RESPECT 
THIS GROUP PERSONS EXACTLY WHAT BEEN REQUESTING. 


26. 1: CAN ONLY ASSUME YOUR PRESENT OBJECTIONS TO PERFORM- 
ANCE INDIAN EMBASSY THIS FUNCTION WITH RESPECT THESE PRISONERS 
MEANS YOU REVERSING PREVIOUS POSITION RESPECT APPLICABILITY 
ANNOUNCEMENT THESE PERSONS. IF SO THIS OF COURSE ENTIRELY 
YOUR CHOICE. 


27- WANG SAID: OUR POSITION RESPECT CHINESE US INCLUDING THOSE 
IN PRISON ALWAYS VERY CLEAR. CANNOT ACCEPT ALLEGATION MY 
SIDE REVERSED PREVIOUS POSITION. CAN ONLY REGARD THIS ALLE-- 
TION AS UNJUSTIFIABLE ENTIRELY UNSUPPORTED. We INVITED 
INDIA ACT AS THIRD POWER TAKING CARE INTERESTS OUR NATIONALS 
US INCLUDING QUESTION THEIR RETURN. INDIAN EMBASSY REQUESTED 
YOUR GOVERNMENT GIVE IT COMPLETE LIST ALL CH'NESE US AS MY 
GOVERNMENT DID AT VERY BEGINNING THESE TALKS GIVING YOU LIST 
ALL AMERICANS MY COUNTRY. INDIAN EMBASSY REQUESTED THESE LISTS 
FACILITATE PERFORMANCE FUNCTIONS. HOWEVER, YOUR GOVERNMENT SO 
FAR NOT GIVEN LISTS. WE REQUESTED YOUR GOVERNMENT GIVE US 
INFORMATION AND MAKE ACCOUNTING CHINESE PRISONERS YOUR COUNTRY 
BUT NEVER REQUESTED INDIAN EMBASSY QUESTION THEM. WE DO WOT 
AGREE INDIAN EMBASSY QUESTIONING THESE CHINESE IN PRISON, 
BECAUSE 


° CONF IDENT IAL 


CONF IDENT IAL 


-3- 2135, JUNE 28, 7 P. M. (SECTION 4 OF 5) FROM GENEVA, CN 17833 
BECAUSE THEY CANNOT FULLY EXPRESS FREE WILL IN PRISON. 


28. WANG: | JUST CANNOT UNDERSTAND WHY IF YOUR GOVERNMENT GENU- 
INELY INTERESTED CARRYING OUT ANNOUNCEMENT, IT NOT WILLING 

/ TAKE INITIATIVE SETTLING CASES THESE IMPRISONED CHINESE 
WHEN SET FREE NOT OFFERING OBSTRUCTION THEIR RETURN MY COUNTRY. 
THIS REQUEST MY SIDE CANNOT BE CALLED EXCESSIVE BECAUSE ONLY 
REQUESTING YOU DO SAME AS MY COUNTRY IN CASES AMERICAN PRISONERS, 
TAKING INITIATIVE SETTLE CASES ENABLING RETURN. JUST CANNOT 
UNDERSTAND WHY IF YOUR GOVERNMENT DESIRES CARRY OUT ANNOUNCE- 
MENT FAITHFULLY HASN'T GIVEN INDIAN EMBASSY COMPLETE LIST 
CHINESE IN US; WHY HAS NOT GIVEN ANY ACCOUNTING 28 PERSONS 
IN LIST 103 NOT YET RETURNED NOR FOR 53 OF 55 NAMES GIVEN 
YOU WHO NOT RETURNED, EVEN LIST IMPRISONED CHINESE YOU GAVE 
INDIAN EMBASSY NOT COMPLETE THEREFORE UNSATISFACTORY. 


29. WANG: AGAIN YOUR GOVERNMENT NOT TAKEN STEPS REMOVE TAIWAN 
ENTRY PERMIT REQUIREMENT WELL AS SO-CALLED PERMANENT RESIDENT 

REQUIREMENT. IN PAST WE OFTEN MADE COMPLAINTS THIS REGARD. 

IF YOUR GOVERNMENT REALLY WILLING FACILITATE INDIAN EMBASSY 

HELP CHINESE RETURNING MY COUNTRY WHY SHOULD IT PERMIT CON- 

TINUATION SITUATION | SPOKE OF. POSITION MY GOVERNMENT ALWAYS 

CLEAR. WE HAVE FULL CONFIDENCE INDIAN EMBASSY PERFORMING FUNC] * 

TIONS YOUR COUNTRY REPRESENTING INTEREST OUR NATIONALS. 

ALWAYS CONCERNED WITH INTERESTS EVERY NATIONAL US AND DESIRE 

SEE THEY CAN FREELY RETURN WITHOUT OBSTRUCTION. HOPE YOUR 

GOVERNMENT ABLE GiVE SATISFACTORY REPLY ALL THESE QUESTIONS 

| RAISED. 
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FROM JOHNSON. 


30. | SAID: LET ME ASK TWO QUESTIONS. FIRST WITH RESPECT 
CHINESE IN PRISON. IF UNDERSTAND CORRECTLY YOUR POSITION IS 

1F THEY DESIRE RETURN YOUR COUNTRY IT IS NOT YOUR DESIRE THEY BE 
FERMITTED PROMPTLY .BUT RATHER THEY AWAIT COMPLETION SENTENCES 
OR NORMAL PROCEDURES PAROLE GOOD BEHAVIOR. THAT IS THEY IN 
EXACTLY SAME POSITION AS BEFORE ANNOUNCEMENT ISSUED. NEXT 


( QUESTION |S AS YOU NOT AGREEABLE INDIAN EMBASSY INTERVIEWING 


PRISONERS ARE YC) WILLING ACCEPT WHATEVER PRISONERS MAY TELL 
OF REGARDING DESIRE RETURN. 


31. | SAID: GLAD NOTE YOUR AFFIRMATION FULL CONFIDENCE INDIAN 
EMBASSY CARRYING OUT FUNCTIONS. EMBASSY NEVER ANY RESPECT 
INDICATED SLIGHTEST DISSATISFACTION FULL COOPERATION MY GOVERN- 
MENT CONSISTENTLY EXTENDED IT IN CARRYING OUT FUNCTIONS. 
NEITHER HAS EMBASSY BROUGHT OUR ATTENTION ANY CASE ANY 
OBSTRUCTION WHATSOEVER BEING OFFERED DEPARTURE ANY CHINESE 

US DESIRING RETURN. CONSIDERING TENS THOUSANDS CHINESE US 

AND LENGTH TIME ANNOUNCEMENT IN EFFECT, THINK THAT TRULY 
REMARKABLE RECORD ONE IN WHICH MY GOVERNMENT CAN TAKE MUCH 
SATISFACTION. 


32. WANG SAID: OUR POSITION WITH REGARD CHINESE IN PRISON 

AND REASON WHY OBJECT INDIAN EMBASSY QUESTIONING BEEN 

GIVEN PREVIOUSLY AND AGAIN MORNING. DON'T THINK NECESSARY 
REPEAT. DON'T THINK CLAIM INDIAN EMBASSY HAS NO DISSATISFAC- 
TION IN CARRYING OJT FUNCTIONS TELLS WHOLE STORY. INDIAN EMBASSY 
ASKED YOUR GOVERNMENT FOR LIST ALL CHINESE US. YOUR GOVERNMENT 
SO FAR REFUSED. - THIS NOT DEMONSTRATION WILLINGNESS OFFER HELP 
EMBASSY. CALLJNG THIS SITUATION SATISFACTORY AT VARJANCE WITH 


REPRODUCTION F40M THIS 
CONF i DENT IAL COPY. IF CLASSI‘ IED, Is 





PERMANENT PROHIBITED 
RECORD COPY «¢ This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action takene 





CONF IDENT! AL 


-2- 2135, JUNE 28, 7 P. M. (SECTION 5 OF 5) FROM GEWEVA, CN 17834 
FACT. 
33. | SAID: SUGGEST IF AGREEABLE FRIDAY JULY 6. THIS 


EXCEPTIONAL IN VIEW JULY 4 NATIONAL HOLIDAY HAVE TO BE . 
PRAGUE. WANG SAID: PREVIOUS ENGAGEMENT FRIDAY SUGGEST TUESDAY 


ns JULY 10. | AGREED. 
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SISCRET 
Letter No, 39 





Dear Walter: 


I am not sending any comment telegram this week as I do 
not have much to add to my sum ary message, and, in any event 
you will receive this long before you have to get out the 
guidance for the next meeting. 


Things went about as expected this morning. I had not 
intended to say much on renunciation but listening to his 
opening statement the mood seized me and I let myself go, It 
is the type of act that loses its usefulness if put on too 
often, but after arriving there this morning it seemed to me 
a good idea, It is also, I fel, much more effective when I 
do it obviously extemporaneous rather than reading a prepared 
statement. I tried again to go as far as I felt I could in 
holding out the "pot of gold" if they would behave themselves. 
It seems to me this is now and again necessary if I am to do 
everything possible to assume that we keep going along the 
present lines, However, it is hard to find new ways to say 
the same old thing. My present feeling is that with careful 
handling we can expect to be able to plow this same furrow 
until November but, cepending on what happens then not much 
beyond that, It is not too early to consider how we will handle 
the various contingencies that might be expected at about that 
time, but I leave that in your good hands, 


ST? G ZL 707 


There is no question but that we really have them on the 
ropes with regard to the prisoners, I am still hoping it will 


accomplish someth’’: other than giving me some fun in the 
meetings. Howeve ' I said previously, I think the greatest 
pressure on trem w some if and when some prisoners actually 
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leave, Until then they will try to cismiss it &s a stunt on 
our vart. I do hore that some prisoners can be gotten on their 
way shortly and then I can really turn on the heat here, Tell 
Ralph that T have much confidence in him, It does not affect 
my conscience in the slightest to have a few dope peddlers and 
murderers go back, and I am surprised the GRC is still ma:ing 
such a point over competing with Peiping for the affections of 
such persons, If the Indians continue to turn us down I woulda 
not be inclined to try to bring ir the ICRC but believe the 
ARC has considerable merit. As you can sense my ain interest 
is in getting some under way as quickly as that is possible, 
Incidentally, I thought your reply to the Indian letter was 
excellent, It said exectly the right things in the right way. 
You will note that in this morning's meeting I avoided saying 
that the Indians had refused to act so as to leave the door 
open for them to change their minds but sought to leave an 
impression that the PRC attitude was holding up everything, 

I thought it better not to press hin today beyond the point 


that I did, 


With respect to para 5 of Deptel 2217, I could not think 
of any way to obtain a reaction to the postponement of Nehru's 
visit. However, if I hanpen to run into him again on the 
plane I may be able to turn the conversation in that direction 
and see what reaction I get. I regret that such conversations 
are so very limited in the ir possible scope by the language 


problem, 


Incidentally his failure in any way to mention the matter 
this morning leads me to believe that, as I hoped, the Indians 
have not passed on to them the text of our letter to the 


prisoners, 


With respect to the lest para of Devtel 2217 I had, of 
course, intended that Wang would share the responsibility for 
any postponement, and that was the reason for our suggestion 
that the UN call Wang and simply say the same thing to him 
that they had said to us. This would then have provided a 
basis for my raising the matter with him. However, it sub- 
sequently developed that the UN did not do so but scrambled 
around and decided they could with some difficulty accommodate 
us even during the weeK of July 9. However, they thereafter 
called Wang saying that there would be some uifficulties in 
accommodating us through the ECOSOC session and did he have 
in mind any vacation in the talks during July or August. His 
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reply was that he did not, I pass this on as an added 
indication of the lack of any present intention to break off, 
Thus, my carefully latd plans for & week's vacation have again 
gone astray. cvecause of the work in Pregue and ny Nurenberg 
speech my plans for the .eek of June 11 fell through, and 

this next week I, of course, have the big July show in Prague. 
Am expecting about 500 this year and am giving them a buffet 
and a dance. Do not nisunderstand that I an complaining, but 
just letting you know what I have been trying to do in a per- 
sonal way. 


Thanks for the Drew Yearson item which I have not seen 
here, I certainly agree that it is not very helpful. 


Thanks for taking care of Ekvall's orders, He has now 
received them and is set for arother six months, I think 
Erskine's office was giving you a little line on Paris being 
the block, iverything I know is to the contrary, but in any 
event it is cleared up, 


I think it significant Menon did not raise the Chicoms 
with Sherman Adams, I have a general feeling that the Inaians 
have somewhat cooled on Peiping and are not tooting their horn 


as vigorously as they once were, I hope this prisoner business 
assists in the process, 


of the United States 


They have just brought in the FBIS on Chou's June 28 
speech renewing the offer to negotiate with Teiwan, There 
was some excitement amony the correspondents at the Palais 
this morning about it but they did not heve the full text and 
I have of course refused to nake any coment. while it is a 
repet'tion of what nas cCeen the theme for sox time there is 
a difference in emphasis and I believe for the first tine it 
is couched in formal terns, It is & much more adroit piece of 
work than their previous statements on the subject and undoubt- 
edly sets the tone for their future propaganda line, However 
USIA really ought to be able to get in some real licks on the 
last paragraph, 
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We have experimented in today's full report of meeting 
with putting it into direct discourse, Let us know how you 
like it compared with former indirect discourse form, Neither 
of them read too well after being put into “telegraphese” but 
we get tawled out by someone back there (I believe it was the 
telegraph people) for using unnecessary words so we are com- 

) plying. However, with something like this it seems to me to 
- make very hard reading. 
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Guidance fer July 10 meeting. 
1. Agreed Announcement. 
Yux Recall to Wang that our decision to extend Agreed , 
Chinese alien criminals was reached after Wang had dwelt on this que stion 
for many weeks. Express yea vabras that PRC now placing obstacles in way of . : ® 
g Indian Government performance its function and register hope -that PRC wll te ~ a 
; oes NY 
n refrain from further interference. FYI We are still awaiting Indian reply »” pin _ 
‘ eae © 
fe our second letter-ef June 27 asking reconsideration-of Indian refusal te Vo 
c ‘at, ee 
o visit prisoners, We feel that we should allow short additional time for . <0) ° 
£= 2». wi 
. Indian reply before we proceed with prisoner visits independently of Indians. " : 
Oo 
a Believe it preferable not reveal Wang precise Indian attitude or our probable oO} é 
* | course of action in face ef: Indian position. END FYI 9 OE aj oh 
' ath ae He , 
R 2. Renunciation of Force. % , 
Go over usual ground. ) ie 
-- | 3. While you should be prepared meet on July 19; there would be no = 
Sy po 
--| objection here to postponement next meeting until July 26 if Wang suggests J LS z 
~ y 
it. FYI Unlikely there will be any visits to prisoners before week of aX 
bi a 
y 
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Dear Alex: | [A Reviewer, a baie) fe, fa 


We all liked the way you handled the June 28 meeting. The extemporane- 
ous review of the rosition on renunciation was fine. You further exposed 
the illogic of Wang's position on the prisoner question while keeping hin 
guessing as to what the Indian imbassy has told us and how we will proceed 
with tne interviews. While your new format for your full report of the meet- 
‘e. inc was quite intellicible, I do not believe we cet the f::11 flayorof the 


exchanges as well as with the crstomary form. Maybe it is just that we are 


ST? d ZL 70T 


accustomed to the indirect rather than the direct discourse, But in any 
4 shadings 
: case the"telerraphese” destroys some of the/sikttwshich convey the overtones 


of the United States 


‘ ' | of the dialogue. Who ever calledyou down for excess verbige should not have 


dene so. ‘Ye ran into the same oroblem here with our cuidance telecrans. An 
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employee of DC/T complained about our failure to econcmize on words. I took 


the matter to Stuffiebeam, the Chie? of the office, pointing out that the 











q administrative subordinate should not even see these limit distribution telegrams 
much less quibble about the number cf words in them. Stufflebdeam agreed fully 
and stated he would issve orders that in view of the importance of the talks 

a and the need for conveying exact taflections, no questions would be raised as 

. to unnecessary words. The same principle would apply to you. I would suggest 

i The Honorable 

aa. U,. Alexis Johnson, 
eee American Ambassador now at eptite 
Geneva. 
SECRET 


pala atten, , 5 ~dellbnynilipens -_- Pe ae ae en er ee cll TO iy ee nl ig tt tiny a ee 
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-2< 
that you go back to the old form and abandon the "telegraphese". Of course 
we endeavor to cut out any completely unnecessary articles anc rrepositions 
but we do not consider ourselves as constricted as in the case cf zoutine 
meesagese 7 
se Indian Embassy on June 28 acknowledged our letter of Jume 27 saying 

they had again referred the matter to Deli. I suppose there is a remote chance 
of some sort of reconsideration but we cannot rely on it. Our plans sre 
te preceed with the visits ourselves, probvabiy in corrany with an American 
Red Cross representative, after giving the Indians a reasonable tine for 
reply to our June 27 letter. We have no evidence that any of the prisoners 
are interested in returning to Kainland China. A number ha-e already voluntarily 
indicated that they have no interest in going to Communist China, “here is sore 
possibility that one or two may apply to go. ‘ve recornize that you would be 
helped if we could move fairly raridly on the interviews with the crisoners. 
®e hope to yet going just as soon as we have given the Indians a fair period 
of time to reconsider. 

Enclosed is a copy of a letter we have received from Purdue University 
rerarding another insane Chinese stwient who is held in an Indiana State 
Asylum at Logansport. ‘‘e ere trying to cet the facts on this with the help 
of the I: N.S. and the Indiana a:thorities. “e are inforcinr Purdue that 
of course the student is free to return to Mainland China if he wants to do so, 
provided the responsible authorities consider that he is mentall; competent 
to make a decision, and feel that he can safely be released from the hospital 
where he is undergoing treatrent. This looks like the Liu case all over again. 


SECRET 








Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 


_—-— ew ao 


SHO"ST 
-3- 

¥e xcowe received yorr letter Mo. 35 cf June 29 on Jrly 5, which contained 
much cf interest. The indicaticn that Fang exvects to carry richt on throrrh 
the summer is sipnificerit. We agree that it is not too early to start thinking 
about the varicus pessitilities that may eovtes in the Attumn. ‘The disposition 
here 4s not to try to develop anything/on renunciation. Yor vill have to 
contime using your inrenuity to play the same theme. ‘There will be e chance 
to introdvce new material on imelenentation as we fo forwerd with the prisoner 
acestion. 

I syrvathize with your no-vacation@ilerma. I wonder if something could 
not be maneuvered around the Swiss National Holiday on August 1. It falis 
on ednesday but may be a meeting could de skin-ed that week without jour 
takine all the initiative since the usval Thursday meeting tate is so close 
to the holidsy. Swen a vacation of one week tculd certainly help. 


Ralph Clough's Father died suddenty last Sunday. He has been out all 
week, Judge Fhicger is away for several days, tut participated in a Cereva 
meeting with SR and me on Tuesday, fust bofore he left. Bill Sebald is dve 


back from his grand tour of the entire Far Eastern area on July 22. 





SEVRET 
: ohn 





Please ask Helenka to include a carbon copy of your letters in 








the future. 
Regards and good wishes to all of you, 
ae Sincerely, 

7) 7. 
— ‘. 
°) - 
< 
3 Walter F. McConaughy 
i= 
mo 
© 
- w 
o WW 
iu + 
cs 
- WY 
cwU 
S$ ji -- 
ake 
— 
ao 
s+} 
a 

ye 
- © 
& 
@ 
;: #@ .. Enclosures: | ; 
” 1. Carbon copy of letter to Secretary Dulles 
rr from A, 3. Tichenor re 
@ | 

2. Article from The Times - Thursday May 2h, 19°46 
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ous | FOR JOHNSON 
= LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 
= 
q 1. Letter from Mackensen to his father dated April 30 
w has been brainwashed to attack our position on implementatio 
Cc 
© 
~ elect to remain in Communist China after his term completed. 
ise] 
Pd describes in glowing terms his trip around China with other prisoners. 
Cc * 
= Seys he is receiving QUOTE first-class treatment UNQUOTE in prison and aS 
- w . 
2s is completely satisfied that Chinese side carrying out its part of Geneva, 
es He declares 
pe Agreement on return civilians. /QUOTE I am somewhat disturbed that Cninese » 
ow ‘ 
<E= ‘ in U.S. aren't faring so well. Though our ambassador at Geneva and British a 
u> 3 
= w ; Charge d' Affaires in Peking have had complete reports on Americans in ea 
s+ a". 
_ | China, so far as I know, so far there have been no comparable reports from. + 
o & or a OQr-t 
“ . our side on Chinese in America to Ambassador Wang or to Indian Embassy. yj); 
a ) ~~ 
+ It seems to me if we are to carry on negotiations in good faith, then we 
“” . 
6 | so on basis of complete equality and mutual benefit. How else can - Qi Az. 
or DC /t 
& . gotiations be success*ul? At same time I have read letters from Chine y 
a. 
Lae ilo have relatives in America (particularly students) » Whose whereabouts ms 
$ se 
fe +_ |._--8nd disposition have become a question. Whatever you may have heard. W * 
conce 
~ Drched by ~— wos, a Telegraphic transmission and ? ; | 
FE:CA: igh sem ere See Walter P, McConaugny | : 
~ Clearences Unf 
) ; 
L - Mr. Phleger ah ey 
ee antl REPRODUCTION FROM THIS. | 
be COPY, IF CLASSIFIED, ‘d 2) 
Hore py CONFIDENTIAL _ PROHIBITED. 
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concerning this matter, it is evident that there have been all kinds of 
intimidation, restrictions, and other unsavory methods used against BAZIN 
patriotic Chinese in our country - and their families at home have all suffered 


because of this. They are innocent victims of unwarranted discrimination, UNQUOTE 





Goes on to say his detention completely different from QUOTE what: Chinese . 


in US are facing UNQUOTE. He was detained for QUOTE open hostility to trends 





in Chinese domestic affairs and for aiding those who would turn back the 


> oe 


course of Chinese history. UNQUOTE. Declares he intends to resign from Board ~- 
of Foreign Missions and request permission to remain and work in China when 
his term up in ten months. Full text by letter. 

2. Indian Government requested and received our permission July 7 to 


inform Chinese Communists text our circular letter to Chinese prisoners. 
You should anticipate possible Chinese Communist reaction tomorrow's meeting. 


41 
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+ Number 2 of ¥ sc Ee 
ma  Depaaaec3 ~~ 1 _ | 
2a SIKE'T Q A 
- > , Relcas-' '. 
= SECHET SSCle as g-q)  oncurs . 7 
af OFFICIAL DFOWAL Ly Dey B sist35 . | 
ra | a J | 
= . Downgrade to {4 I 
ee - 9 
. i» Letter Ho. 50 | pe In — 
a * Cviewer . ie 
< t 
_ : Dear Alex: {~ 
f= 
= ” Enclosed is a copy of a disturbing letter from .,. 
co 
2 | to his parents dated April 30. You will see from this that the 
& f Chinese Communists have dome a most thorough job on him. It is 
@ — 
a > 
£3 c. significant that they have indoctrinated nim with false information 3 
cH 4 (t 
on on the Geneva talks and on the status of the Chinese in this country. a 
cw nN 
o ® 
oe fr, It would seem that the Chinese Communists are determined to ~) 
o 
v> ‘* > 
= e prevail on some of our Nationals to "elect" to remain in Commnist . 
s+ 
—% China after their terms are completed, as a counter to the lack of 
Cc 
“ interest of most Chinese in this country in retuming to Communist 
a 
a China. 
3 
= -++ tather, eee 
1S) : 
& naturally is quite upset over this letter and wants all prblicity 
avoided, at least for the present. | 
' We are debating whether you should make any reference to this 
td letter in the meeting tomorrow. We will probably send a sumrary of 
iebienial it by telerram later today. In the mearmhile, we want to ret the 
= 4 The Honorable 
— _ U. Alexis Johnson, 
a (:-- American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
et he Geneva. 
c . 
EX 
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full text off to you-before the pouch closes a few mimtes hence. 
Regards and good wishes , | 


Sincerely, 


Walter P, McConaughy 


Enclosures: 


1. Copy of letter from .,, dated April 30. 


2. Copy of letter from 


eee. 


. dated June 29. 
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Action rooms ass HORE tc SA, 
Rec'd Y 10, 1056 ¢ 8 
FROM: GENEVA Letion Tal >3+-AM ee 
Info ioe 25 
RMR 10; Secretary of State ms —_ Wphoh - as 
3s NO: 20, JULY 10, NOON nl, 0 r 
a. | Symbol__ ; 3 
C PRIORITY = otcal 2 
L ‘ a 
LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 
FROM JOHNSON Oo 
1. ONE HOUR FIFTEEN MINUTES MEETING TODAY, 1 OPENED ° 
WITH PREPARED STATEMENT EMPHAS!ZING MUTUALITY MY APRIL 19 0 
DRAFT AND CHARGING HIM WITH: "HAGGLING AND BARGAINING" OVER = 
C TAIWAN AREA REFERENCE BY ESTABLISHING PRECONDITIONS FOR ws 
ITS INCLUSION, ENDED WITH HOPE THAT WE COULD AT LEAST , 
MOVE IN DIRECTION APRIL 19 DRAFT, = 
O 
2, HE REPLIED WITH PEPARED STATEMENT ALONG LINES x 


CHOU EN LAI*S REMARKS ON TALKS IN PEOPLE*S CONGRESS SPEECH 
WITH EMPHASIS ON STALLING CHARGES, "ANY ANNOUNCEMENT MUST 
BE CAPABLE RELAXATION AND ELIMINATION TENSION TAIWAN AREA 
INSTEAD OF PERPETUATING STATUS QUO US OCCUPATION,” AIM 

OF US HAS ALWAYS BEEN SECURE ANNOUNCEMENT ADVANTAGEOUS 
SOLELY TO US AND FAILING SUCH ATTEMPT INDEFINITELY DRAG 
OUT THESE TALKS, CANNOT AGREE THESE TALKS BEING USED AS zt 
"TOOL" BY ONE PARTY, CONTINUATION MUST BE ADVANTAGEOUS 
BOTH SIDES, 


" 


Cay 
NaCIINt3 


GS6l 4 ~ 


e DURING GIVE AND TAKE | KEPT COMING BACK TO APRIL 
19 DRAFT, POINTING OUT MUTUAL ADVANTAGE AS FIRST STEP 
PEACEFUL RESOLUTION AND RENEWING CHARGE THEY UNWILLING 
MAKE UNCONDITIONAL RENUNCIATION FORCE AS FIRST STEP, 


aa 
at 


4. WANG REPLIED THAT IT DID NOT APPEAR POSITIONS 
TWO SIDES LIKELY COME CLOSER TOGETHER ON RENUNCIATION 
A DECLARATION, AND THEREFORE UNLESS AT NEXT MEETING | HAD 


1a Ty] 
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-2- 20, JULY 10, NOON 


NEW CONSTRUCTIVE PROPOSAL HE SUGGESTED TALKS TAKE UP DIS- 
CUSSION OTHER AGENDA TWO !TEM, THAT IS TRADE EMBARGO, 


5. | MADE NO DIRECT REPLY TO HIS SUGGESTION BUT 

POINTED OUT INFERENCE HiS GOVERNMENT WAS REJECTING UNS 
CONDITIONAL RENUNCIATION OCF FORCE AND WHILE | DISCOURAGED 
AT THEIR ATTITUDE FELT ISSUES T9O IMPORTANT FOR DESPAIR 

AND STILL HOPEFUL HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD ADOPT THIS GENERALLY 
ACCEPTABLE PRINCIPLE iNTERNATIONAL CONDUCT, IF iT PERSISTS 
IN MAINTAINING I7S THREAT INITIATE FORCE TAIWAN AREA HARD 
BE OPTIMISTIC PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES, 


6, HE ATTEMPTED AVOID ANY PiISCUSSON IMPLEMENTATION, 

ND i TOOK IN! TIATIVE MAKING BRIEF STATEMENT NOTING FATHERS 
CLIFFORD AND PHILLIPS PERMITTED LEAVE ONLY AFTER COMPLETION 
FULL TERM SENTENCES AND MAKING POINTS PARA ONE DEPTEL 11, 
WANG CLOSED OFF SUBJECT BY GENERAL STATEMENT WAS US RATHER 
THAN PRC iNTERFERING WITH iNDIAN EMBASSY, 


Te HE PROPOSED NEXT MEETING JULY 24 BUT READILY 
ACCEPTED MY COUNTERPROPCSAL FOR THURSDAY JULY 26, 


GOWEN 
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a 
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RVR 10; Secretary of State —2. 
a SS NO: | 22H, JULY 10, 5 P.M. (SECTION ONE OF as 
G Date Of fr+:, £ 5 
- oo 1 ——— 3 
A ti OP! am Ban. & 4 
L _—_ LIMIT DISTRIBUTION nn Of2208 Syzb01_" 3 
Name of 02%icor — 
FROM JOHNSON Dire 7 


ction to DosR / 
1. | OPENED 53RD TODAY WITH FOLLOWING PREPARED STATEMENT: 


A. YOU AND | HAVE DISAGREED ABOUT MANY THINGS DURING COURSE 
OUR DISCUSSION ON RENUNCIATION USE FORCE. HOWEVER, THERE 
1S NO QUESTION BUT THAT WE DO AGREE BOTH YOUR COUNTRY AND 

( MINE ARE DISSATISFIED WITH AND CONCERNED ABOUT CERTAIN 

- ASPECTS OF EXISTING SITUATION IN TAIWAN AREA. ALTHOUGH WE 
APPROACH MATTER FROM GREATLY DIFFERING PREMISES | BELIEVE 
WE ARE AGREED IT WOULD BE IN OUR MUTUAL SELF-INTEREST PEACE- 
FULLY RESOLVE OUR DISPUTES. 


of the United States 


B. YET YOU HAVE REJECTED,AT PAST MEETINGS, STEPS | HAVE 
PROPOSED TO THIS END. IF YOU ACCEPT PEACEFUL RESOLUTION OUR 
DIFFERENCE AS BEING SOMETHING EQUALLY DESIRABLE FOR BOTH OF 
US, | CANNOT UNDERSTAND WHY YOU REJECT STEPS NECESSARY 
REALIZE THIS PRINCIPLE. 


9SOI-L/E6°119 
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C. | HAVE PROPOSED AS FIRST STEP TWO OF US DECLARE UN- 
EQUINALLY ON BEHALF OUR GOVERNMENTS WE ARE NOT RPT NOT 
GOING TO GO TO WAR OVER ANY OUR DISPUTES. SURELY YOU AGREE 
THIS STEP ESSENTIAL TO TRULY PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS. WHAT IS 
ALTERNATIVE? TO DECLARE WE ARE GOING TO WAR OVER 

OUR DISPUTES? OR THAT WE MAY DO SO, IF OUR DESIRES ARE NOT MET 
WITHIN SPECIFIC PERIOD OF TIME COULD ANY NEGOTIATIONS BE 
PEACEFUL IF HELD IN SHADOW SUCH PRONOUNCEMENT? 


Bool BUH 
fae Lancs 


YOTINOD 


Vd 
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D. | HAVE PROPOSED THAT TWO OF US MAKE IT CLEAR DECLARATION 
CANNOT BE DISTORTED INTO ABANDONMENT BY EITHER SIDE ITS IN- 
HERENT RIGHT PURSUE ITS POLICIES BY PEACEFUL MEANS. IS IT 
NOT RPT NOT TO OUR MUTUAL ADVANTAGE HAVE IT PERFECTLY 

CLEAR THAT DECLARATION IS NOT DESIGNED PREVENT EITHER OUR 
COUNTRIES FROM DEFENDING ITSELF IF ATTACKED? 


E. | HAVE ALSO PROPOSED DECLARATION BE MADE EXPRESSLY 
APPLICABLE TO TAIWAN AREA AS WELL AS ELSEWHERE. AGAIN, | 
FIND !1T HARD UNDERSAND HOW THIS COULD BE REGARDED AS "ONE- 
SIDED" PROVISION. 1S IT NOT RPT NOT DESIRE YOUR COUNTRY 

AS !T IS OF MINE, MAKE POSSIBLE PEACEFUL RESOLUTION PER 
DIFFERENCE? IF YOUR GOVERNMENT DOES SHARE DESIRE MY GOVERNMENT 
IN THIS REGARD, IT iS DIFFICULT FOR ME UNDERSTAND HOW !T 
PERSISTS IN ITS ATTEMPT TO HAGGLE AND BARGAIN OVER TAIWAN 
AREA REFERENCE? SINCE TAIWAN AREA REFERENCE CLEARLY TO OUR 
MUTUAL ADVANTAGE, HOW CAN YOUR GOVERNMENT CONTINUE ESTABL!SH 
PRECONDITIONS FOR ITS INCLUSION? 


F. NONE OF PROPOSALS | HAVE MADE ARE UNILATERAL OR DESIGNED 
SERVE INTERESTS OF ONE SIDE MORE THAN OTHER. ALL THEM ARE 
DESIGNED SOLELY MAKE POSSIBLE REALIZATION OF DISIRE MY 
GOVERNMENT AND PEOPLE, THAT DIFFERENCES OUR TWO COUNTRIES 
SHOULD NOT LEAD TO WAR , BUT SHOULD BE SETTLED PEACEFULLY. 
YOUR GOVERNMENT PROFESSES SHARE THIS DESIRE. IF IT REALLY HAS 
THIS DESIRE, IT SHOULD NO LONGER PERSIST IN ESTABLISHING 
PRECONDITIONS FOR ITS REALIZATION. IT SHOULD BE WILLING FOR 
TWO QF US TO REACH AGREEMENT ON DECLARATION BASED UPON YOUR 
OWN QRAFT DECEMBER 1, WITH NECESSARY AND REASONABLE REVISIONS 
THEREOF CONTAINEB MY DRAFT APRIL 19. | HOPE YOU HAVE ALSO 
CONS4DERED REMARKS | MADE IN THIS REGARD AT LAST MEETING 

AND -THIS 3ORNING“WE CAN AT LEAST MOVE IN THIS DIRECTION. 


er a 
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2. Wang replied from prepared statement he had:earéefully™ 
listened remarks I made this morning but failed detect any 
new elements. In statement this morning I had merely 
repeated old tune of arguments he had long before epee tea 
refuted. J had again referred to April 19 drait. s dra 
eas he had clearly stated in previous meetings, their side could 
not (repeat not) accept. He did not (repeat not) consider it 
= would contribute to progress talks to advance these old arguments 
( even going so far as to put forward draft which had been rejected. 






































3d. Wang said he would like remind me once again our discussions 
on second item now been going on nearly ten months. Out of desire 
resolve outstanding issues their side had shown great patience 

in talks. Had repeatedly exerted tremendous efforts for making 
agreed announcement on renunciation force originally proposed 

by my side.- Draft which they last put forward May 11 after stating 
determination both sides settle disputes Taiwan area through peace- 
ful negotiations without resorting threat use force against each 
other added that two sides should within two months of issuance 
declaration seek ascertain practical feasible means including 
holding FMC between China-US. In spite fact this draft obviously 
took view US into account and therefore entirely acceptable my 

side nevertheless continued under various pretexts refuse reach 
agreement speedily on that draft. 















































4, Wang said at previous meetings well as last meeting my 

side repeatedly made allegation their proposed draft ambiguous 

and that their side approached this question from standpoint 

making declaration for sake declaration. My side even turned 

facts upside down asserting their side threatening US in Taiwan 
area. It simply because US occupying China's territory Taiwan 

by force which created tension Taiwan area. My side still con- 
tinued it activities Taiwan area aggravating existing tension and 
threatening security his country. Hence, their side firmly held 

any announcement renouncing force must be capable leading relaxation 


and 
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and elimination that tension rather than perpetuating status quo 
US occupation Taiwan. This position their side so clear as to 
preclude ambiguity. 


5. Wang said on other hand aim US these talks always been 
attempt secure announcement solely advantageous US so as to 
enable US maintain present state occupation Taiwan while 
continuing interference his country's liberation Paiwan. 
Failing obtain such announcement US would then continue drag 
out talks indefinitely in order obtain same object of freezing 
status quo Taiwan area. 


6. Wang would like frankly point out their side could not agree 

to make announcement which in favor one side alone nor could their 
Side allow talks be used as tool by one party to achieve unilateral 
aims. Their side maintained any joint declaration must be advanta- 
geous both sides. In same way continuance talks possible only under 
condition it advantageous both sides. 


7. Wang said with reference statement I made this morning, if 

US truly desirous reaching agreement on proposed announcement 
renouncing force and willing move this direction he would hope 

I able seriously consider their May 11 draft and put forth concrete 
opinion about it. 
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8. I replied I completely unable follow his ste Pati omens Coa 
morning that draft I put forward April 19 solely advantageous 
my side. As had said this morning though we agreed it would 
be to mutual advantage both our countries peacefully resolve 
disputes. 


9. I said Wang put forward his December 1 draft presumably 
with thought it at least acceptable his own side. To say now 
that my April 19 draft which incorporated all his draft of 
December 1 solely advantageous my side something I not able 
follow. April 19 draft simply stated very clearly un- 
equivocally we not going war over disputes including 

those Taiwan area. It also fully incorporated last 
paragraph his December 1 draft. In other words it clear 
unequivocal statement of renunciation force I had always 
maintained and still did that this was first task before us. 
As said this morning only alternative I saw was to say we 
were going war settle disputes or we might do so unless 
desires met within certain period time. 


lO. I said certainly if purpose my government not to seek 
peaceful settlement or, as he termed it, intent drag out 

talks I would never have made proposal last October nor would 
I have gone to lengths I had in incorporating his draft in our 
proposals. JI had every hope and expectation based on 

previous discussions that he would find April 19 draft 
acceptable. Never thought he would discard degree agreement 
that draft indicated had been reached and, by introducing 
other elements in his May 1l draft, really accomplish purpose 
of dragging out talks and preventing agreement. 


ll. I said April 19 draft could not be interpreted by 

any reasonable person as in any way sacrificing Wang's 
position. I was still disappointed he persisted in seeing 
purposes and difficulties that simply not there. Still hopeful 


he would 
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he would find that draft acceptable and if he did not that he 
would put forward reasonable suggestions to meet both points 
view. Could not so consider his May 11 draft. 


12. Weng replied in talking about peaceful settlement 

disputes, fact their side participated these talks had precisely 
shown cesire for such settlement. However this purpose could 
not be fulfilled by mere lip service, or mere profession of 
desire while in actual deeds we continued pursuing other 
purposes. Since we began discussions on renunciation force 
they head so far not detected any sign of correspondence between 
professed desire of US for peaceful settlement and our actual 
deeds. Accordingly although US continued speak about peace- 
ful settlement disputes renunciation force this remained 

mere lip service and wes hard to believe. 


13. Wang ssid with desire to push forward talks and reach 
agreement on announcement their side had since beginning 
talks this question proposed three drafts--October 27, 
December 1, May ll. Every time he put forward draft it was 
in hope we able reach agreement on it. However none these 


‘drefts been sccepted. herefore when I said we already ned 











agreement. in ceriain respects, It not correct. Aithough each 
his drafts too“ into consideration point view my side and 
capable reading agreement I persisted in turning down these 
drafts end prevented US from reaching agreement. it true my 
April 19 draft made some revisions in his previous draft how- 
ever revisions had actually caused change of nature of draft and 
thet why it not acceptable them. 





















































14. Wang said remarks I had msde this morning showed we would not 


be able make further progress in talks advancing talks and making 
announcement. He did not see any indication I would change my 
Bon 























previous views. ~ We had to recognize after. prg 


this question points vi view both sides been made very clear. 
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: ' unless I came forth with new constructive proposal, he would 
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L 16, | REPLIED WHAT HE WAS SAYING, THEN, IN OTHER WORDS WAS 
HIS SiDE REJECTED UNCONDITIONAL CLEAR-CUT STATEMENT RENOUN- 
CING FORCE, 


172 | SAID WANG HAD SAID MY APRIL 19 CHANGED NATURE HIS 
DECEMBER | DRAFi, HE HIMSELF HAD SAID WHEN WE DISCUSSING 
HIS DECEMBER 1 DRAFT THAT IT COVERED DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA AS’ 
WELL AS ELSEWHERE, IF iT DID NOT, HAD NO MEANING WHATSOEVER, 
MY APRIL 19 DRAFT SIMPLY MADE THIS CLEAR, AS WELL AS TAKING 
C INTO FULL ACCOUNT HIS VIEWS WITH REGARD LOCATION CLAUSE ON 
SELF-DEFENSE, iF HE CONSIDERED !T CHANGED NATURE HIS 
DECEMBER 1 DRAFT THAT SIMPLY MEANT H!S DECEMBER | 
DRAFT NEVER WAS RENUNCIATION FORCE AND NEVER INTENDED TO BE, 


of the United States 


18, | SAID MY GCVERNMENT STILL SOUGHT SUCH RENUNCUATION FORCE 
| AND FIRST STEP, ! WAS DISCOURAGED AT CONTINUED EVASION BY 

HIS GOVERNMENT ON ONE PRETEXT OR ANOTHER OF MAKING SUCH 
RENUNCIATION FORCE, NEVERTHELESS | STILL HOPEFUL !IT WOULD 
ADOPT TH!S GENERALLY ACCEPTED PRINCIPLE INTERNATIONAL CONDUCT 
AND THUS AS | SAID AT LAST MEETING OPEN ROAD FOR PEACEFUL 
RESOLUTICN DIFFERENCES, if IT PERSISTED IN REFUSING DO SO 

AND PERSISTED IN MAINTAINING iTS THREAT INiTIATE USE FOCE 
TAIWAN AREAL i7 HAD BE OPTIMISTIC OVER PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT 
OUR DISPUTES, NE!THER MY GOVERNMENT NOR ANY OTHER SELF- 
RESPECTING GOVERNMENT COULD NEGOTIATE UNDER SUCH CONDITIONS, 

| HOPED HE COULD RECONS!DER THIS PRIOR NEXT MEETING, BELIEVED 
ISSUES TOO IMPORTANT FCR TWO OF US DESPAIR OF REACHING 
UNDERSTAND ING, 
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19, WANG AGREED WITH THESIS THAT ONCE WE BEGIN DISCUSSING 
CERTAIN PROBLEM WE SHOULD TRY SETTLE PROBLEM, ON QUESTION 
OF MAKING ANNOUNCEMENT, DURING PAST TEN MONTHS THEIR SIDE 
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MADE REPEATED EFFORT AND FACT THAT NO AGREEMENT BEEN 
REACHED NOT (REPEAT NO7T) THEIR RESPONSIBILITY, 


20. WANG SAID IF US ACTUALLY DESIRED AND NOT (REPEAT NOT) MERELY 
GIVING LIP SERVICE TO RENUNCIATION FORCE IN SETTLEMENT 

DISPUTES SHOULD DO SO BY ACTUAL ACTIONS, HE HAD ALWAYS 

HOPED WE WOULD PUT FORTH NEW CONSTRUCTIVE PROPOSALS BASED 

ON SPIRIT MUTUAL ADVAN. AGE BOTH SIDES, IF WE TALK ABOUT 

REFUSING MAKE ANNOUNCEMENT, IT US WHICH REFUSED JOINING IN 

MAKING ANNOUNCEMENT ADVANTAGE BOTH SIDES, 


21. WANG SAID HE HAD NOTHING MORE ON THIS QUESTION THIS 
MORNING, HE PROPSOED WE MEET NEXT JULY 24, 


22. | INDICATED | HAD NOT (REPEAT NOT) AGREED TO ENDING MEETING 
ALTHOUGH HAD NOTHING MORE ON SUBJECT RENUNCIATION FORCE THIS 
MORNING, | SIMPLY WANTED SAY | PLEASED NOTE FATHERS 

PHILLIPS CLIFFORD AFTER COMPLETING PRISON SENTENCES IN 

FULL HAD BEEN PERM!TTED LEAVE AND ARRIVED HONG KONG JULY 


Te 


23. || SAID DISAPPOINTED NOT HIS AUTHORITIES APPARENTLY STILL. 
ATTEMPTING INTERFERE AND PREVENT INDIAN EMBASSY FROM CARRING 
OUT FUNCTIONS WITH RESPECT CHINESE PRISONERS US WHICH | 

HAD OUTLINED AT PREVIOUS MEETINGS, FOUND THIS DIFFICULT’ 
UNDERSTAND IF HE STILL INTERESTED IN RETURN THESE PEOPLE, 


=f ~ 
24 <= WANQ COULGENCT (REPEAT NOT) ACCEPT MY STATEMENT THEIR SIDE 
INTERFERING WitH INDIAN EMBASSY IN CARRYING OUT FUNCTIONS, 
IF S}NDIAN EMBSSSY HAD DIFFICULTY CARRYING OUT FUNCTIONS 
IN-YS SO*SIMPLY¥=BECAUSE US GOVERNMENT FAILED COOPERATE 
EFFECTIVELY IN-CARRYING OUT ITS FUNCTIONS, 


25.: WANG SAID HE WAS NOT (REPEAT NOT) GOING TO SAY ANYTHING MORE 
ON THIS HIS MORNING AND SUGGESTED THAT THE NEXT MEETING BE 

HELD TUESDAY JULY 2h, | INDICATED IT WAS AGREEABLE TO 

MEETING THAT WEEK BUT WOULD PREFER THURSDAY JULY 26 AS 

TUESDAY WOULD BE INCONVENIENT, WANG AGREED, 
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1, COMMENTS TODAY'S MEETING: 


DO NOT BELIEVE WANG'S "SUGGEST ION*' WE TURN. 0.7 RADEVEMBARGO 
PRESAGES ANY EARLY BREAK BUT IS RATHER RENEWED ATTEMPT BRING 
PRESSURE ON US, ALSO, THEIR THOUGHT MAY WELL BE THAT IN 
ABSENCE ANY SUCCESS THIS WILL DEMONSTRATE LACK ANY ADVANTAGE 
TO THEM FROM TALKS AND THUS PREPARE GROUND IF THEY EVENTUALLY 
DECIDE CARRY OUT BREAK, THEY MAY ALSO ESTIMATE THAT NOW 1S 
PROPITiOUS TIME FOCUS PUBLIC ATTENTION ON TRADE AND WILL 

IN TALKS HERE ATTEMPT LAY BASIS FOR "cout POSITION WHICH 


9SO01l-24/£6°'19 


of the United States 
_— 


WILL ACCELERATE PRESENT TRENDS OTHER COUNTRIES LOWER 
RESTRICTIONS ON TRADE WITH THEM AND WEAKEN, INTERNATIONAL 
POSITION US THIS QUESTION, IN VIEW OF cama DEARTH OF PUBLIC 
INTEREST IN RENUNCIATION TOPIC, CHICOMS MAY\ALSO FEEL FURTHER 
CONCENTRAT iON ON TH!S WOULD BE LESS PRODUCTI\VE OF EMBARASS- 
MENT TO US AND GRC THAN SHIFTING FOCUS TO TRADE, WITH AT. 
TENDANT POSSIBILITY OF EXPLOITING US SUPPORT\OF GRC "PIRACY" 
THIS WAS HiNTED AT IN CHOU'S NPC SPEECH, 
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2, AT NEXT MEETING HE WILL UNDOUBTEDLY QUERY As TO WHETHER 
| HAVE ANY "NEW CONSTRUCTIVE PROPOSAL" WiTH RIESPECT RE- 
NUNCIATION AND IN ABSENCE ANY NEW DRAFT MY PART RENEW 
"SUGGEST 1ON" MOVE TO TRADE EMBARGO, SUGGEST MY BEST 
TACTIC AT THAT POINT WOULD BE REFER MY NOVEMBER 3 STATEMENT 
(PARA 75 MYTEL 1056), COPY OF WHICH WAS GIVEN( HIM, ON 
INTERRELATION TWO ITEMS BUT IN ACCORDANCE THAiT STATEMENT 
EXPRESS WILLINGNESS LISTEN TO WHAT HE HAS TO BAY. | WOULD 
AVOID ANY DIRECT REPLY AT THAT ree OD TATE POSITION i 
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Dear Walter: 7 ; ~ 





Thank you very much for your letter of July 6 which 
I received on the 9th, Also thanks for the telegram with 
regard to MacKensen and the Indians having asked to give 
the prisoner letter to the Chinese, As you will have seen 
I had no reaction from dang on this probably not having 
had time to have reached him, I expect I will get some 
reaction at the mext meeting, I would very much hope 
that by the next meeting there may be some news with re- 
gard to the Chinese prisoners so that we will know where 
that is going. Also, is it not about time that O'Neil 
ask to see the Americans? 


I have not much to add to what I have said in my 
comments telegram, There is one point thought that I 
would like to mention, It is whether I now, but more 
particularly in the future, if there is @ break, play 
the note that they have by their December 1 craft to a 
large extent renounced force, or whether I play the note 
of implicit threat in their position. This is more im- 
portant in regard to our public position than the posi- 
tion that I take in the meetings but the two are, of 
course, closely related. I could, for example at yester- 
day's meeting, have taken the position that a virtual re- 
fusal to further discuss renunciation of force carried 
with it the implication of intent to attack in the Taiwan 
area, However, I refrained from doing so and also 


Walter P, McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Pureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Nashinston, D.C, 
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deliberately refrained from saying anything with regard to 

their position o#@ threatening peace in the Far kast as I 

felt that the latter night carry with it the implication 

of a threat on our vart,. From the standpoint of both the 

talks here “nd our public position, it seems to me that it 
—— would be wis to soft-pedal threat aspects so as not in 

these talks or publicly to Bring build-up any crisis 

atmosphere even if they were to be broken off, but rather 
to emphasize the cegree to which they have, particularly in 
their December 1 draft, acceptec the principle of renuncia- 
tion of force, leaving it to them to deny it. 


I am driving back to Prague, arriving there tomorrow 
night Pecause of engagements I hac alre&vy made and cannot 
be broken, I will be remaining there until the next meeting. 
Therefore, If you have enything to send me, you can send 
it there. I will probably come down on Tuesday, July 2. 


Regards to all. 
Sincerely, 







of the United States 


Johnson 
‘cam Anbassador 
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FROM: DRF - Peter W. Colm 
THRU: CA - Douglas N. Fo wr 
SUBJECT: 





Couments on Peking Radio regarding the Geneva talks, 





U- - 
The following comments were reported on Peking Radio regarding 


the Geneva talks, in connection with the Anniversary of the Geneva 


Swenit Conference. Quoting from various newspapers, Radio Peking 
stated: 


"No further gains were made at their (Johnson-Wang) 
talks in Geneva, because the United States lacks sincerity 


and tries to continue intensified tension in the Taiwan 
area". 





"The paper describes Ambassador Johnson's obstinate 
persistence and unreasonable principles at the Sino-American 
Ambassadorial talks as ‘amazing®. This is also a reflection 
of the U.S. dilemma. It dares not break off the talks out- 
right, nor does it dare to reach agreement", 
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LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 
Guidance for July 26 meeting. e “a 
1. We believe that it is important at the coming meeting to protest Nee x 
the prolonged failure of the Communists to implement the agreed announcenent 3 
on return of Americans, Point out agreement made more than 10 months ago, , 


return was to be expeditious, and that 90 days had even been discussed as a- 





limit of time. Point out our full compliance in letter and spirit with 


announcement, and our recent action in arranging for deportation of Chinese . 


in prison, although they not covered by announcement. Point out that this " 





U.S. decision made in light-~ef Communist repeated claims that they inc 


of the United States 


so that there could be no possible basis for Communist continued “tc, 
tea release U.S. prisoners. Point out difficulty in making arrangements for 
exercise by prisoners of choice of repatriation and for participation by ? Pe; 


Indian Embassy; incomprehensible failure of Indian Embassy to cooperate due . 
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to request by Communist that it do not do so. Point out difficulty of neaking © r 


¢.. 
progress toward further agreements when those already made are not lived up toVP, 
@ ¢p 
2, You should also point out inability te understand failure of Communists” S 


to agree to meaningful renunciation of force, particularly when U.S, aa ie fe 
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accepted Communist formulation of December 1 with only slight 


by parties renouncing force before trade eubangees can be usefully discussed, ” a 


of the United States 


Page__2 of telegram to__Amconsul GENEVA 
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Classtficatton 





clear its meaning. 


3. With vanpaes to topic of trade controls, we must maintain our fundanentad, , ee ) ry 


ee 






















However it is hoped that without prejudicing in any way this position, you can 
lead Wang to disclose just what he has in mind as to the item of trade embargo 
and what changes the Communists propose in the existing situation. : | 
le You may wish +e point out that unrealistic to think any country wee a oot 

help to strengthen economically another which threatens to use force if its A 
by trading with it, Sia meet 

demands are not met, xxi/where goods received in that trade could be used to ees si 


support use of force. All this should lead back to discussion of necessity for * giv ; 





meaningful renunciation of force in order -4e permit progress in talks. Bae Be 
Se FYI Indian Embassy has not replied te our letter of June 27 requesting vey x 
reconsideration of its adverse decision on visits to prisoners. Embassy has 


intimatec we may get reply from Communists at Geneva before it receives reply 





from New Delhi. As it is clear Indians will be guided by Chinese Communist wishes of = 
in this matter we are not sanguine of reversal of decision, However will allow i r 


few more days for Indian reply before we arrange for visits to prisoners by | 5 N 





American officials, probably with Red Cross observers. x | 
6. FYI we are asking British Chargé é Peiping to renew his request for : " ‘ ae 
permission +e visit all American prisoners, In view invitation we have extended owe “ L 


we aa 
je ’ al 
o 
‘“ 
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| to Indians, he is in favorable position +e press Chinese Communists insistently ‘as, | 


ED: - 
, & 

on «Pale i 

‘ * . a¥ . 

5 , t ? 


on this issue, 


7. One more Chinese criminaly Moy Lumy. No, 11 on list, has been released 


from prison. Total of 3 released since survey made. You may inform Wang if 
© you consider it desirable do so. © 


ae 


oe 


8. FYI Chinese Ambassador at our request has agreed te instruct Chinese ~ . ; 
Consuls in this country to defer their visits to Chinese prisoners until we’ 


have had opportunity te present alternatives to prisoners, END FYI. 


DULLES 
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Letter Mo. 51 
Pear Alex: 


1. We were clad to ret your letter Noe 10 of July 11. 





= Messrs. “obertson and rhlezer have read it. It would not seem necessar, 
~ 
© to decide finally ct this stare how we vill eventually constme te 
ce) 
= Chinese Communist position on renunciation of force <= whether we would 
m 
@ - publicly stress its threatening aspects or its ostensible partial accerstance 
ow 
8 of the concept of renunciation of forces. We shall be sivins same thourht 9 
saa , 
es | to tnis on a ceontinrenecy basis althourh our essessment is that an early 
7? aae oreak-off is unlixely. a 
ope i > 
as : 2. Ve have been qrite forehanded with your guidance telecram, lo. {2 Oo 
[ae 
£6 : of July 19th, shich vent off last nicht. i believe it is the iirst tine 
qe 
z ; we eve dispatched your ceidance 2 full «eek before the reeting. “The 
Zz 
4 ‘ reason ia that the Secretary is lesvinz today for Fanama and dudce “leer 
72) 
< ‘ for a :@ek in “an Trancisco. 
wv 
a ‘ 2. Yeu will see that ve are takinr a strone line in ref: sinc to discuss 
| trade controls in the absence cf a renunciation of force. It is substantially; 
’ tie pesition ;ou took last Jlevember, and the position you recommenced? in your 
se carmments on the Inst meeting. “ie dabated for some time whether we should 
. also state that discussion of trade or any other nractical matter would 
aa acditionally> be centin:-ent on frll Chinese Commmist compliance with the 
he : agreed 


. she conorable 
TU. Alexis Johnson, 
| American Ambassador now at Ceneva, 
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agreed announcement. “ie somewhat reluctantly decided not to rvt this in, 
for tactical reasons. At the seme time you will understand that this 


- gecorid condition, although not to be expressed by yor at this tine, still 


stands. If they should agree to renounce force, we would then point oct 
that they vould have to make goed on their commitment of Sertember 10 
before We could go on to any other prectical matter et issue. 

h. Enclosed is a translation of a circular letter to Chinese students 
in this country, meiled from mainland China. We got this throcch «-- 
intellicence sources. 

S. We have heard of one additional Chinese student who has gone 
insane. His name is ; se \rron the University of Hinmesota. Ue 
has been in the mental ward of the University of Mimesota Uospital since 
Tebrvuarye Te doctors think his condition is attributable to letters he 
has received from his family in China. He ‘resivet letters throvehi the open 
mail from his ferily am wiich preised the Cormunist regime and urred him to 
retum. Later he received euurgled letters which told him the former letters 
had been written under pressure end that he should dierepard them. Althouch 
"|, is an aeroencineer, apparently he was never on the list of tecinically 
trained Chinese who were texporarily restrained from leaving the tT. 5S. 
apparently he is not the .... | 
we received this revort from the FSI. we have heard nothing from the 
Mimmesota atthorities or from ., inser. Ve intend to take no action 
unless we receive sorething from those quarters. | 

6 We are enclosing the latest tabulation of information on Arericans 
in prison in Communist China. ‘hile you may have all this infornation 


it is more accessible in this tabular form. 

















~ ns a Ss - 

i ce 

el 

—- 

= ’ 

haf ? 

+. C SxC PT 

ro a j= 

i. 7. We have just heard from ... that her husband, 
red | 


eee a8 apprently been pretty extensively influenced by the 


a? 
a 


aa C-inese Conrunist brainwashing efforts. He has been taken on a tour 
| 
ej of a mamber of Chinese cities. He wrote his wife a long letter containing 


agree 


ree - all sorts of panegyrics on the Chinese Communist accomplishments, She 
mailec us typed excervts brt apparently left ort important parts, possibly 
becatse she is embarressed at the evidence that he has broken to some extent 
under Communist pressure. *e are trying to cet a complete copy of the letter. 
We will Ist you have what is available in any event. 
8. We still heve no reply from the Indian Gubassy to cur enppeal for 
a reconsideration. The Indian imbassy reve us the amazing information the 


other cay that we would probably eet the reply from the Chinese CommmnistsS 


a 


at Geneva before the Indian ombassy here had armything. That does not sound 


of the United States 


encouraging, Dut we are allowing a few more days before we make plans to 
proceed independently with the prisoner interviews. From this Indian reply 
you should probably expect a new attack by Wang at the next meeting on 


cur Prisoner initiative. 
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9. The Sritish are about to fucp entirely off the regervation cn 
trade controls. They ere exporting 151 "land rovers" (j3eeps) to Corszunist China 
in cefiance of the multilateral control and consultation procedure. ve 
fear they will follow vp with a mmber of tractors. Other countries of course 
will feel that they are no lonser inhibited. ‘The wholeystem is in jeoperty 
and we still have no firm position here on how we will ceal with the 
wis crisis. The Communist Chinese are probably eware of the trend and it may 
~~ | . make Wang less insistent on the trade issue, at Geneva. 


10. We 











re 
SEGRE 


10. We have heard from FE/P that the EBC wanta to have a filmed 
TY interview with you on the first anniversary of the beginning of the 
talks August 1. We have heard nothing from you on this and it may be 


garbled told 
@ goebdeak report. In any event we have/ma FE/P that ve think an interview 





alonz the anticipated lines would be a mistake and should be disconraced. 
We do not want to play up your success in keeping the talks going at this 
time. Judre Phiecer in particular feels it vould be a serious mistake. 

ll. SCA feels that it would be a good idea for Ambasaador Lodrce 
to make a speech on the question of the 1:50 servicemen. ‘The State Department 
is coming in for a lot of unwarranted criticism from many Americans tho 


are writing ing A speech micht help to clear the atmosphers and FE 


Regards and cood wishes, 


of the United States 


f 

| ( is not opposed, assumine of course the content is ri;sht. 
i » 

i 

4 


Sincerely, 


Walter P, HcConzughy 
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Enclosures: 


1. Translation of circular letter to Chinese Students 
dated May 29, 1956. 


pe es 2. Copy of Tabulation of Information on Americans in Prison 
sy in Communist China 
a 3. House Resolution of July 15. 


tt Gio. : lh. Washington News Editorial of July 12 - "It's Just Ransom Talk". 
ais 5. Chinese Communist Comments on Geneva Talks, Carried on Radio Peiping. 
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SENT TO: Amconsul GENEVA 7/2 
ae 
FOR JOHNSON 
tnfos - 
Chinese convict LU Ping yeou No. 25 on list released from prison July 20," 
* 
= Four released 30 remain, 
WV) [ 
w 
» 
DS 
WY 
a ©] 
@ 
» 
© 
poe 
eB) 
y 4 
» 
qe 
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SENT TO: Amconsul GENEVA — ‘1, 2%, 





RPT Amconsul HONG KONG — (BY sna) 

RPT Amembassy LONDON (BY POUCH) 

RPT Amembassy TAIPEI (BY POUCH) 

Deptel 60 5a hae ges a 

British Enbassy July 20 tranaaitted to, ) Britdah: chargé: 50’ Neil] saa 
tly to. 


Peiping our request that he renew ‘tamediate tel” ‘and ‘dnsisten 
Chinese Communist enthort thes request that he be allowed” to’ frisit 
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American prisoners. 
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Rec'd: JULY 26, 1956 


d Ale: 08 PM 


FROM: GENEVA 
TO: 
NO: 


assigned *° 


Secretary of State 
771i, JULY 26, 2 PM 
PRIORITY 


LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 


FROM JOHNSON 





NUNCIAT:ON, WHILE WANG RENEWED HIS PROPOSAW MOVE TO TRADE 
AND MADE FEW GENERAL REMARKS THEREON, HE DIDON*T PRESS HARD 
AND DISCUSSION REVOLVED AROUND RENUNCIATION ALONG FAMILIAR 
LINES, JViilS PHASE MEETING CLOSED ON INCONCLUSIVE NOTE WITH 
WANG STAT it‘G PROGRESS DEPENDED ON US PUTTING FORWAVD CON. 
STRUCTIVE OPINION AND MY CHARACTERIZING OBSTACLE AS LACK 
WILLINGNESS PRC GIVE UP THREAT USE FORCE TAIWAN AREA, 


AFTER | MADE OPENING STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION CHANG MADE 
FAIRLY EXTENSIVE REPLY ENDING WITH PROPOSAL MOVE TO "DISCUSSION | 
CONCRETE MEASURES LIFTING TRADE EMBARGO," | REPLIED THERETO 
WITH RENEWAL DISCUSSION ON RENUNCIATION BUT WEAVING IN POINTS 
PARA 3 AND 4 DEPTEL 60, WHILE WANG MADE FEW GENERAL REMARKS 
ON LACK JUSTIFICATION FOR EMBARGO WHICH "OUTSTANDING ISSUE 
WHICH HINDERS NORMAL DEVELOPMENT RELATIONS" PERMITTED HIMSELF 


TO BE LED BACK INTO DISCUSSION RENUNCIATION AND REMAINDER 
PHASE THIS MEETING KEPT THAT SUBJECT, 


| MADE LONG STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION COVERING POINTS 
CONTAINED PARA ONE DEPTEL 60 TYING IT BACK TO HIS PREVIOUS 
STATEMENTS ON NECESSITY TALKS BE ADVANTAGEOUS BOTH SIDES 
AND CHARACTERIZING RESULTS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AS ONE-~S1!DED 
DISADVANTAGE TO US, WANG REPLIED ALONG USUAL LINES, ONLY 
THING NEW BEING REFERENT TO "RECENT MOVE BY US TRY TO SEND 
CHINESE IN US IN PRISON TO TAIWAN" BUT WITHOUT DIRECTLY 
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oO -2- 71, JULY 26, 2 PM FROM GENEVA 
REFERRING TO LETTER TO PRISONERS, 
| PROPOSED NEXT MEETING TUESDAY AUGUST 2 WANG COUNTERED WITH 
SUGGESTIONS THURSDAY AUGUST 9 TO WHICH | AGREED, 
DEPARTING PRAGUE FRIDAY MORNING, 
JOHNSON 
W 
6 RNS 
» 
- Note: Advance copy to Mr. Waddell (FE) 7/26/56, 3:15 p.m. LWH. 
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NO: 75, JULY 26, 11 P.M. (SECTION 1 OF 7) _ 
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LIMIT DFSTRIBUTION 7 

C a. ‘ata Symbol 

L Aetic:z ice sy 
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FROM JOHNSON ene of orficer —~- y/ 


f P 
1. AFTER WANG REFUSED MY INVITATION TO OPfivedtiomenrac/® —— 
THE MEETING WITH PREPARED STATEMENT: / 
A. AT OUR LAST MEETING AND SEVERAL PREVIOUS MEETINGS YOU 
HAVE BEEN MAKING REFERENCE TO WHAT YOU TERM ATTEMPT OF US IN 
DISCUSSING QUESTION ARRIVING AT AGREEMENT ON RENUNCIATION 
FORCE TO TAKE PREJUDICED VIEWPOINT AND OBTAIN ONE=SIDED 
ADVANTAGE. FRANKLY. WHEN | PROPOSED LAST OCTOBER THAT TwO US 


ISSUE DECLARATION ANNOU USE FORCE, i DID SO BECAUSE OF CON 
MY GOVERNMENT [T WOULD BE ADVANTAGEOUS TO US IF WE COULD CREATE 


ATMOSPHERE IN WHICH OUR TWO COUNTRIES COULD RESOLVE THEIR 
DIFFERENCES WITHOUT RESORTING FORCE. 1 SAY THIS QUITE 
FRANKLY AND OPENLY, BECAUSE I FEEL THERE 1S NOTHING 

WRONG OR SHAMEFUL IN MY HAVING MADE THIS PROPOSITION. 

IT IS MY RESPONSIBILITY AS REPRESENTATIVE MY COUNTRY, SEEK 
PROMOTE ADVANTAGE OF US. THAT DOES NOT MEAN I SEEK PROMOTE 
DISADVANTAGE OTHER COUNTRIES. | ASSUME YOU FEEL SAME WAY 
ABOUT SEEKING ADVANCE INTERESTS YOUR COUNTRY. ° 


Be IN MAKING MY PROPOSAL LAST OCTOBER IT WAS NOT MY INTENT, 
OR INTENT MY GOVERNMENT, SEEK UNFAIR OR ONE=SIDED ADVANTAGE. . 
1T WAS NOT=-AND IS NOT=MY FEELING THAT MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION 
FORCE IN SETTLEMENT OUR DISPUTES WOULD BE ADVERSE TO REAL 
INTERESTS YOUR COUNTRY. IN FACT IT MY CONVICTION THIS WOULD 
BE GENUINLY ALSO TO ADVANTAGE YOUR COUNTRY AS WELL. IT MY 
BELIEF THAT RESORT OF FORCE OVER ANY OUR DISPUTES WOULD IN 
LONG RUN [NJURE REAL INTERESTS YOUR COUNTRY AS WELL AS MINE. 

| AM WELL AWARE OF POSITION YOUR COUNTRY WITH RESPECT OUR 
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DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA. | AM ALSO WELL AWARE OF RELUCTANCE 
ON PART YOUR COUNTRY'S AUTHORITIES ABANDON WHAT THEY CONSIDER 
"RIGHT" USE FORCE IF THEY CHOOSE DO SO. IT IS NOT MY PURPOSE 
TO ENTER INTO PHILOSOPHICAL ARGUMENT OVER ABSTRACT QUESTION 
WHETHER SUCH "RIGHT" CAN EXIST NOR TO ARGUE CONCEPT RIGHTS 
CONSISTENCY WITH WHAT HAS BECOME A GENERALLY ACCEPTED 
PRINCIPLE MODERN INTERNATIONAL CONDUCT. IT BEEN MY HOPE YOUR 
GOVERNMENT WOULD COME TO REALIZATION THAT JUST AS PRACTICAL 
ATTER OF ITS OWN SELF-INTEREST, INTEREST OF ITS PEOPLE, AND 
INTEREST OF REST OF WORLD, IT OUGHT TO ACCEPT PRINCIPLE OF 


RENUNCIATION FORCE. 


Ce. | CONTINJE HOPE YOUR GOVERNMENT WILL EVENTUALLY ACCEPT 
THIS PRINCIPLE. MATTER BOILS DOWN TO THIS: DOES YOUR GOVERN] 
MENT STILL CONSIDER IT IS ENTITLED TO USE FORCE.IN RESPECT 
OUR DISPUTE TAIWAN AREA? DOES IT STILL REJECT UNQUALIFIED 
RENUNCIATION USE FORCE? 


D. TO STATE QUESTION IN TERMS CONCRETE CONTENT OUR DISCUSSIONS 
OVER LAST HALF YEAR, WAS DECEMBER 1 DRAFT YOUR SIDE REALLY INTENDED 
AS GENERAL STATEMENT OF PRINCIPLE FULLY ACCEPTED BY YOUR SIDE? 

IF SO, HOW CAN YOUR GOVERNMENT INSIST ON WITHHOLDING APPLICATION 

OF PRINCIPLE FROM VERY AREA WHERE NEED FOR IT IS GREATEST? 

OR HOW CAN YOUR GOVERNMENT HAGGLE AND BARGAIN OVER ITS 

APPLICATION TO THAT AREA, ESTABLISHING PRECONDITIONS AND 

SETTING TIME LIMITS? 


Fe  !F YOUR GOVERNMENTS PRINCIPLE WHICH APPEARS BE STATED ON 
DRAFT DECEMBER 1, HOW CAN IT OBJECT TO CLARIFICATION 

THIS STATEMENT ON PRINCIPLE? SURELY IT OBVIOUS MY COUNTRY 
COULD NOT ACCEPT DECLARATION WHICH FREJUDICED ITS RIGHT 
SELF-DEFENSE. SURELY YOUR OWN GOVERNMENT WOULD NOT WANT 
PREJUDICE ITS OWN RIGHT THIS REGARD. WHAT POSSIBLE OBJECTION 
CAN THERE BE TO MAKING THIS CLEAR IN DECLARATION ITSELF. 


re —~ WISH TO RECORD MY MOST EARNEST HOPE YOUR GOVERNMENT 

WILL ACCEPT PRINCIPLE OF RENUNCIATION FORCE WITHOUT QUALIFICATION, 
AND IT WILL BE POSSI3LE FOR TWO US, ON BASIS OF AREA OF AGREEMENT 
ALREADY REACHED, TO GO ON TO ISSUANCE OF DECLARATION 
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CLEARLY AND UNEQUIVOCALLY EMBODYING THAT PRINCIPLE. 


2. WANG, SPEAKING FROM PREPARED STATEMENT, SAID WOULD SOON 

BE ONE YEAR SINCE BEGAN TALKS. MOST URGENT, IMPORTANT 

TASK TALK HIS ACHIEVEMENT RELAXATION AND ELIMINATIONS 

TENSION TAIWAN ARZA, WHEREBY FUNDAMENTAL ADJUSTMENT ABNORMAL 
RELATIONS EXISTING BETWEEN CHINA AND U.S. MIGHT BE BROUGHT ABOUT 
AND CAUSE PEACE IN FAR EAST AND WORLD MAY BE BENEFITED. IT 

IN THIS SPIRIT THEIR SIDE BEEN CONDUCTING NEGOTIATIONS WITH 

OUR SIDE ON MAKING RENUNCIATION FORCE DECLARATION. 


GOWEN 
GSB: 


Note: Mr. Waddell (FE) notified. 10 a.m. 7/27/56. MG 
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FROM: GENEVA 
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RMR TO: Secretary of State | | | 

- NO: 75, JULY 26, 11 AM (SECTION TWO OF SEVEN) 

G 

SP 

C 30 CONTINUING FROM NOTES TAKEN DURING MY STATEMENT WANG SAID 

L AT OUTSET THESE DISCUSSIONS THEIR SIDE HOPED WE BE ABLE 


RESOLVE QUESTION RELAXING AND ELIMINATING TENSION TAIWAN 
AREA BY PEACEFUL MEANS, HOWEVER, SUCH PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT MUST 
BE IN CONFORMITY GENERALLY ACCEPTED INTERNATIONAL PRINCIPLES 
AND ALSO IN CONFORMITY FUNDAMENTAL INTERESTS OF SOVEREIGN 
STATES, CENTRAL ISSUE BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES WICH REQUIRES 
RESOLUTIQN 1S THAT OF TAIWAN AREA DISPUTE, TAIWAN IS TERRITORY 
OF CHINA, CHINESE PEOPLE CAN IN NO CIRCUMSTANCES RENOUNCE 
( RIGHT SOVEREIGNTY OVER TAIWAN, TAIWAN WITHIN FRAMEWORK CHINESE 
. TERRITORY THEREFORE CHINESE PEOPLE NEVER PERMIT ANY FOREIGN 
COUNTRY INTERFERE IN THIS QUESTION, EXERCISE OF SOVEREIGN 
RIGHTS OVER TAIWAN BY CHINESE GOVERNMENT IS EXACTLY IN CON 
FORMITY WITH GENERALLY ACCEPTED PRINCIPLE INTERNATIONAL CONDUCT, 





4, WANG SAID | HAD STATED IN DISCUSSING QUESTION DISPUTE 

TAIWAN AREA, US WOULD NOT PREJUDICE RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE THAT 
AREA, HE COULD ONLY SAY THESE REMARKS AGGRESSIVE, THIS US 
POSITION PRECISELY WHAT THEIR SIDE CONSISTENTLY, FIRMLY REJECTED 
IN TALKS, IF ONE COUNTRY TRIED IMPOSE RIGHT SELF-DEFENSE 

ON TERRITORY OTHER COUNTRY, COULD THIS BE CALLED OBSERVANCE 
GENERALLY ACCEPTED PRINCIPLE INTERNATIONAL CONDUCT? HIS 
GOVERNMENT ALWAYS RESPECTED RIGHTS INTERESTS EVERY OTHER 
COUNTRY, IN RETURN REQUESTED ALL OTHER COUNTRIES RESPECT 

THEIR SOVERIGNTY RIGHTS AS WELL, 





52 WANG SAID I HAD STATED THIS MORNING IT MY RESPONSIBILITY 
ADVANCE INTEEST US, HOWEVER, IN DOING SO US MUST NOT VIOLATE, 
INFRINGE ON RIGHTS HIS COUNTRY, CHINESE PEOPLE FIRMLY 
OPPOSE CONDUCT TALKS WHICH WHILE PROMOTING US INTERST PRE- 
JUDICED INTERESTS HIS COUNTRY, DISCUSSION ON PEACEFUL 
SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO COBNTRIES CAN NEVER AND MUST 
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i+? 
NOT BE CONDUCTED IN MANNER WHEREBY US ADVANCING OWN INTERESTS 
AT EXPENSE INTEREST OF HIS COUNTRY, 


€, RETURNING TO PREPARED STATEMENT WANG SAID | HAD AGAIN MADE 

REPEATED REFERENCE TO MAKING DECLARATION RENOUNCE FORCE, 

HE WOULD SAY i7 PRE thee BECAL SE DESIRE HIS SIDE ISSUE FAIR, 
UST, EQUAL DECLARATION WITH US ON RENUNCIATION FORCE THAT 
DISCUSSIONS HIS SIDE MEPLATED. Y MADE GREAT EFFORTS AND 

MORE THAN ONCE OFFERED DRAFTS MEETING VIEWS gre SIDES, 

PARTICILAR_Y ONE PROPOSED MAY 11, NO REASON WHY BOTH SIDES 


COLLD ; EN, iRELY REACH AGREEMENT THAT rT. "HOVER, 
MY SiDE AT OJISET DISCUSSIONS UNVEILED INTENT SECURING 


Ehren SON OF UNILATERAL ADVANTAGE US, ENABLING US MAINTAIN 
STATUS QUO FIZURE TA. WAN AND CONT NUE INTERVENTION CHINES 
IN, ERNAL AFA RS BY FREVENTING CHINESE PEOPLE FROM LIBERATING 


W) 
VY 
» 
s FOPLE 
” OWN TERRITORY TAIWAN, LL DRAFTS PRESENTED BY US BEEN IMBUED 
® WiTH THIS INTENTS HIS SIDE ABSOLUTELY REJECTS SUCH ATTEMPTS, 
= HE COULD ON_Y REGRET INTRA IS IGENCE OUR SIDE OVER iTS UI 
= JUSTIFIED POSITION, 
<8) 
s 
- 7, WANG SAID We NOW HAD TO ADMIT SO FAR FAILED REACH AGREEMENT 
7s :-ESTION MAXING RENUNCIATION FORCE DECLARATION INSTEAD HAD MET 
OBSTACLE. AS HE SA!D AT LAST MEETING HE WELCOMED ANY MOVE 
PART PUTTING FORTH CONSTRUCYIVE OPINIONS *7O ADVANCE TALKS 
S REGARD, OTHERWISE, WE SHOULD CHANGE SUBJECT OUR DISCUSSION, 


= NOTED [NS MY REMARKS THIS MORNING | MERELY PLAYED OVER OLD 
Po AND FAVED PUT FORWARD ANY NEW CONSTRUCTIVE OPINIONS, 
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2) WANG SAID THEY HAD MADE CLEAR IN TALKS THAT HOLDING FMC 
PETWEEN CHINA AND US ABSOLUTELY INDISPENSABLE TO SOLVE 
RELAXATION AND ELIMINATION TENSION TAIWAN AREA, 
ONETHELESS, Two CF US AS AMBASSADORS OF RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES 
SHOULD BE ABLE GO AHEAD TACKLE SETTLE CERTAIN OUTSTANDING 

LU! 





a= Ft 


MATTERS WHICH HINDER IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO 
COUNTRIES, HE RECALLED THAT WHEN HIS SIDE SEPT 14 LAST YEAR 
PROPOSED SUB_LCT EMBARCO UNDER ITEM TWO, US INDICATED 
READINESS DISUJ°S SUBJECT IN TALKS, THUS AGREED INCLUDE THIS 
| SUBJECT IN CUR ECFNDAS HE THERTFORE PROPOSED WE NOW START 
TISCUTSING CONCRETE MEASURES FOR LIFTING EMBARGO, 
Je VL REPLIED 0 ot SPOKEN OF OBSTACLES MET IN REACHING 
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AGREEMENT ON QUESTION OF RENUNCIATION FORCE DECLARATION, 

HE HAD ALSO REFERRED TO SITUATION IN TAIWAN AREA BEING 

MOST URGENT AND IMPORTANT QUESTION CONFRONTING US, I THOUGH 
WE SHOULD BE CLEAR AS TO EXACT NATURE OBSTACLE NOW CONFRONTING 
US, WHILE HE CONTINUED SPEAK OF RENUNCIATION FORCE DECLARATION, 
HE HAD CONTINUED AVOID AGREEMENT ON STATEMENT WHICH WOULD IN 
FACT CONSTITUTE SUCH DECLARATION, PROPOSITION ! HAD PUT 
FORWARD HERE VERY SIMPLE, | HAD REPEATED IT MANY TIMES, 

1T WAS SIMPLY THAT WHILE WE DISAGREE ABOUT MANY THINGS AND 
PARTICULARLY ABOUT ORIGIN, NATURE, POSSIBLE SETTLEMENT DISPUTE 
TAIWAN AREA WE SIMPLY SAY FIRST WE NOT GOING GO WAR ABOUT 
THOSE THINGS, OBSTACLE WE FACED AND CONTINUED FACE WAS 
UNWILLINGNESS HIS GOVERNMENT SAY THIS IN CLEAR UNEQUIVOCAL 
LANGUAGE, WHILE HE CONTINUED SPEAK OF RENUNCIATION FORCE 
DECLARATION AND WE HAD DISCUSSED VARIOUS DRAFTS EMBODYING 

THAT PRINCIPLE IT WAS CLEAR FROM OUR DISCUSSION HERE, PUBLIC 
STATEMENT MADE BY HIS GOVERNMENT AND DRAFTS HE PUT FORWARD 
THAT WHILE HE DESIRED ON ONE HAND GIVE APPEARANCE HAVING 
ACCEPTED PRINCIPLE, ON OTHER HAND HE ATTEMPTED RETAIN FREEDOM 
USE FORCE, HE HAD IN PARTICULAR ATTEMPTED RETAIN FOR HIS 

SIDE FREEDOM USE FORCE WITH REGARD DISPUTE WHICH WE BOTH 
AGREED MOST URGENT AND IMPORTANT FACING US, TO CHARACTERIZE 
ANY SUCH DECLARATION AS RENUNCIATION FORCE WOULD BE FRAUD 

UPON WORLD AND COULD ONLY RESULT INCREASED MISUNDERSTANDING AND 
INCREASED TENSION BETWEEN US, THIS WAS OBSTACLE WHICH 
CONTINUED CONFRONT US, NO PLAYING WITH WORDS COULD RESOLVE 
THIS, THIS OBSTACLE COULD BE REMOVED ONLY BY DECISION HIS 
GOVERNMENT, | HAD OVER PAST MONTHS AND CONTINUE EARNESTLY 
HOPE HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD REMOVE THAT OBSTACLE, IF THAT 
OBSTACLE REMOVED WORDS COULD READILY BE FOUND EMBODY PRINCIPLE, 
| HAD IN PAST AND STILL CONTINUE FEEL THIS FIRST AND MOST 
URGENT TASK CONFRONTING US, 
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10. | CONTINUED FROM PREPARED STATEMENT: 


A, AS | TOLD YOU AT MEETING NOVEMBER 3 AND ALSO SUBSEQUENTLY 
MENTIONED, | CONSIDER THERE !S AN INHERENT RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN 
QUESTION OF RENUNCIATION FORCE AND WHAT YOU HAVE TERMED THE 
™_e TRADE EMBARGO, MY VIEWS THIS REGARD HAVE NOT CHANGED, THAT IS, 
FROM MY STANDPOINT DISCUSSION OF WHAT YOU TERM TRADE EMBARGO 
CONNOT BE DIVORCED FROM CONTINUED OVERHANGING THREAT YOUR 
GOVERNMENT WILL RESORT USE FORCE IN ATTEMPT RESOLVE TO ITS 
SATISFACTION DISPUTE IN TAIWAN AREA, IT UNREALISTIC TO THINK 
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i MY COUNTRY OR ANY COUNTRY SENSIBLE OF ITS OWN INTERESTS WOULD 

DESIRE ECONOMICALLY TO STRENGTHEN A COUNTRY WHICH THREATENS 

TO RESORT HOSTILITIES IF ITS DEMANDS NOT MET, THIS IS, 

| MY COUNTRY DOES NOT CONSIDER THERE CAN BE ANY ADVANTAGE TO IT 
IN TRADE, WHERE GOODS RECEIVED IN THAT TRADE CAN SUPPORT USE 


OF FORCE AGAINST IT, THIS SHOULD BE SELF-EVIDENT, IT THUS 
CLEAR THERE IS AN INSEPARABLE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN RENUNCIATION 
FORCE AND SUBJECT OF ~ RADE AND THAT FIRST HAD AN INHERENT 
PRIORITY OVER SECOND, 


B, | THEREFORE CANNOT AND DO NOT AGREE THAT SUBJECT 
| RENUNCIATION FORCE BE DROPPED, IT IS AND WILL CONTINUE BE 
| FIRST AND FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION~IN FUTURE OUR RELATIONS, ! 

CONTINUE SEEK UNCONDITIONAL AND UNEQUIVOCAL AGREEMENT YOUR 
| GOVERNMENT TO THJS FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE, HOWEVER, AS | 
SA!D ON NOVEMBER 3, IN INTEREST OF EXPEDITING OUR DISCUSSIONS, 
WHILE YOUR GOVERNMENT CONTINUES GIVE CONSIDERATION TO QUESTION 
RENUNCIATION FORCE, | AM ENTIRELY WILLING HEAR ANY VIEWS YOU 
DESIRE PUT FORWARD. WITH RESPECT TO TRADE, 
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11, WANG REPLIED BOTH US MADE RESPECTIVE POINTS VIEW ALREADY 
CLEAR ON QUESTION DECLARATION, REPEATED EFFORT HIS SIDE ON 
QUESTION MAKING DECLARATION COULD NOT BE DENIED OR OBSCURED. 
HE HAD ON THREE SUCCESSIVE OCCASIONS PROPOSED CLEAR-CUT 
PROPOSITIONS ON THIS QUESTION, THEY COULD NOT BE DISTORTED, 
THREE DRAFTS PUT FORWARD BY HIS SIDE TESTIFIED TO SINCERITY 
HIS GOVERNMENT THIS RESPECT AND WORLD RECOGNIZED IT AS SUC, 

| HAD STATED QUESTION MAKING DECLARATION 1S MOST FUNDAMENT> ~ 
TASK CONFRONTING US, FACT WAS HOWEVER AS EXPERIENCE IN TALKS 
SHOWED, US ALWAYS REMAINED ON SAME SPOT WITHOUT MAKING PROGRESS, 
HE CONSIDERED THIS VERY CLEAR, AS FAR AS ENCOUNTERING 
DIFFICULTIES IN WAY MAKING DECLARATION, HIS SIDE ALWAYS MAKING 
EFFORTS OVERCOME DIFFICULTIES, WHILE US ALWAYS CREATED 
DIFFICULTIES WITH RESULT IMPOSSIBLE TwO SIDES ACTUALLY MAKE 
DECLARATION, 


12, WANG CONTINUED DECLARATION WHICH THEY BEEN STRIVING 

MAKE WAS ONE WHICH WOULD RESOLVE UNREASONABLE SITUATION IN 
TAIWAN AREA, RESULT SUCH DECLARATION SHOULD IN NO WAY BE 
MAINTENANCE OF UNREASONABLE SITUATION IN TAIWAN AREA OR 
FREEZING THAT SITUATION, IF THEY SHOULD AGREE MAKE DECLARATION 
WITH US WHICH RECOGNIZED US OCCUPATION THEIR TERRITORY 

TAIWAN, THEN HE WONDERED WHY SHOULD THEY BE HERE NEGOTIATING 
WITH US, 


HE MIGHT POINT OUT THAT TO HARBOR ANY SUCH DESIRE WAS FANTASTIC 
AND WISHFUL THINKING, US GOVERNMENT MUST REALIZE AND BE 

AWARE THIS SITUATION, US GOVERNMENT MUST FACE REALITIES OF 
HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT, ERA IN WHICH COUNTRY CAN SEIZE 
TERRITORY ANOTHER COUNTRY LONG PAST, THIS ACTION INCONSISTENT 
WITH MODERN CONCEPT INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, FROM MY REMARKS 
AND STATEMENTS !T COULD BE CONCLUDED !T NOT SINCERE IN DESIRE 
OVERCOME DIFFICULTIES IN WAY MAKING PROGRESS, HE COULD ONLY 
TERM CONTINUING OF DISCUSSIONS THIS FASHION WASTE OF TIME 

Wi THOUT CONSTRUCTIVE MEANING, THAT WAS REASON WHY HE MUST 
PROPOSE CHANGE SUBJECT DISCUSSIONS, 
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13. WANG CONTINUED, WE MUST ALSO RECOGNIZE QUESTION OF 
EMBARGO ALSO ONE OF OUTSTANDING ISSUES BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES 
WHICH HINDER DEVELOPMENT OF NORMAL RELATIONS, HE CONS!DERED 
PROPER SETTLEMENT QUESTION EMBARGO WOULD CERTAINLY HELP IMPROVE 
RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES. AS HE TOLD ME PREVIOUSLY 
POLICY OF EMBARGO IMPOSED ON HIS COUNTRY BY US ACTUALLY 

DION'T BRING ANY GREAT HARM TO HIS COUNTRY, HOWEVER, THEY 
OPPOSED THIS POLICY EMBARGO BECAUSE UNREASONABLE OF ITSELF, 
SIMILAR TO THAT OF MAN WHO !NJURES HIS OWN TOES BY DROPPING 
STONE (CUTS OFF NOSE TO SPITE FACE), POLICY EMBARGO UNBALANCES 
NORMAL !NTERNAT/ONAL SiTUATION AND HAS CAUSED OPPOSITION AND 
HOSTILITY FROM COUNTRIES OF WORLD, REMARKS | MADE THIS 
MORNING IN EFFORT JUSTIFY THAT POLICY EMBARGO COULD ONLY BE 
TERMED WITHOUT JUSTIFICATON, | HAD MADE CHARGES WITH REGARD 
CHINESE MAKING THREATS OF FORCE. HD COULD ONLY SAY THIS 1S 
PUTTING SHOE ON WRONG FOOT, IT MERELY LAME ARGUMENT TRYING 
JUSTIFY US THREAT FORCE AGAINST CHINA, 1 COULD NEVER SUCCEED 
IN MAKING EMBARGO POLICY APPEAR REASONABLE, 
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14, WANG COULD NOT AGREE TO MY REMARKS ON WHAT | TERMED 
RELATION BETWEEN QUESTION EMBARGO AND RENUNCIATION FORCE. 

US EMBARGO POLICY FIRST MOST UNFRIENDLY AND HOSTILE ACT OF 

US AGAINST CHINA. {F THERE REALLY DESIRE IMPROVE RELATIONSHIP 
BETWEEN TWO GREAT POWERS, THIS POLICY EMBARGO MUSTNT BE ALLOWED 
REMAIN. THAT POLICY NOT IN INTERESTS EITHER PEOPLE. THAT 

WHY HE PROPOSED WE DISCUSS THIS QUESTION. | HAD ALSO SAID 

WE MUSTNT ABANDON SUBJECT RENUNCIATION FORCE DECLARATION. 

AS HE HAD REPEATEDLY SAID THIS IS UP TO US AND DEPENDS ON 
WHETHER US WILLING PUT FORWARD CONSTRUCTIVE OPINION THIS REGARD. 
OBSTACLE NOW IN WAY OF AGREEMENT ON RENUNCIATION FORCE 
DECLARATION CAN ONLY BE REMOVED BY GIVE UP ONE=-SIDED AND 
UNILATERAL INTEREST AND ADOPTING PRINCIPLE MEETING INTERESTS 
BOTH SIDES. 


15. | REPLIED, | HAD ALREADY THIS MORNING COVERED MY VIEW 
OBSTACLE WHICH CONFRONTS US WITH REGARD DECLARATION. |! 

THOUGHT HIS LAST REMARKS THOUGH AGAIN TENTED POINT UP 
‘DIFFERENCE BETWEEN US. THAT IS, HE SPOKE OF DECLARATION WE 
BEEN DISCUSSING AS RESOLVING DIFFICULTIES IN DISPUTE IN 

TAIWAN AREA. THAT !S RESOLVING IT ON HIS TERMS. THAT IS, 

HE CONTINUED FIRST TO CONFUSE QUESTION ORIGIN, NATURE, 

POSSIBLE RESOLUTION ON SITUATION TAIWAN AREA WITH FIRST STEP OF 
SIMPLY SAYING BOTH OF US DETERMINED IT WOULD NOT BE CAUSE OF 
WAR BETWEEN US. NO AMOUNT OF WORDS OR RATIONAL! ZATION COULD 
OBSCURE FACT HE INTENDED IN ONE WAY OR ANOTHER TO PRESERVE 
FREEDOM USE FORCE IN THAT AREA. NO SUGGESTION FOR ANY DECLAR- 
ATION AND NO DRAFT | HAD EVER PROPOSED REQUIRED HIM RECOGNIZE 
ANYTHING IN THAT OR ANY OTHER AREA WHICH HIS GOVERNMENT DID NOT 
WANT RECOGNIZE. US INTEREST HAS BEEN AND REMAINS THAT OF 
ASSURING THAT SITUATION DID NOT LEAD TO WAR. .EVERY PROPOSAL 

| MADE SOLELY HAD PURPOSE SAYING THIS CLEARLY. THIS WAS 

WHAT HE REFERRED TO AS ONE=SIDED, UNILATERAL INTEREST. 
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IF THAT BE CORRECT 1! COULD ONLY CONCLUDE HiS GOVERNMENT 
CONSIDERED iT TO ITS INTEREST TO MAINTAIN ABILITY THREATEN 
UTILITIES !N AREA. HE HAD SPOKEN OF MY POSITION HAVING 
REMAINED SAME SPOT WITH REGARD PRINCIPLE OF AGREEING 

BETWEEN US THAT OUR DIFFERENCES WOULD NOT LEAD TO 

HOSTILITIES AND SAYING SO CLEARLY. | STILL HOPED BY AGREEING 
WITH THIS PRINCIPLE HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD REMOVE THIS OBSTACLE 
TO AGREEMENT BETWEEN US AND THUS PERMIT US TO MAKE REAL 
MEANINGFUL DECLARATION AND OPEN WAY FOR FRUITFUL DISCUSSION 
OTHER SUB-ECTS HE DESIRED RAISE. THIS WOULD PERMIT THESE 
TALKS RESULT GENUINE MUTUAL ADVANTAGE BOTH COUNTRIES. STILL 
HOPE THEY COULD HAVE THAT RESULT. 


16. WANG AGREED THERE EXISTED DiFFERENCE OF PRINCIPLE BETWEEN 
TWO US ON QUESTION DECLARATION. HOWEVER DIFFERANCE WAS 
BETWEEN GENUINE DESIRE SETTLE OUR DISPUTES AND DESIRE CONTINUE 
ARMED OCCUPATION CHINESE TERRITORY, ALTHOUGH THIS BEING 
CAMOUFLAGED BY PROTESTATION PEACEFUL INTENTIONS. CHINESE 
GOVERNMENT ALWAYS EXPRESSED READINESS SETTLE DISPUTES wiTH 

US BY PEACEFUL NEGOTIATIONS. HIS GOVERNMENT ALWAYS STROVE 

AID SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN TwO COUNTRIES BY WARLIKE 
MEANS. HOWEVER THIS DID NOT MEAN HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD ACCEPT 
1TS TERRITORY BEING FORCEFULLY DIVIDED AND GRABBED OR IN ANY 
WAY AGREE TO ITS SOVEREIGN RIGHT BEING INFRINGED. NEXT 
QUESTION WAS UNDER WHAT CONDITION COULD DISPUTES BETWEEN TwO 
COUNTRIES IN TAIWAN AREA BE SETTLED. AS THEY SAW IT, CONDITION 
WAS THAT NEITHER SIDE TRY ADVANCE OWN SELFISH INTEREST AT 
EXPENSE OTHERS. THIS CONDITION FUNDAMENTAL CONDITION WHICH 
ANY STATE MUST FOLLOW. TH!S CONDITION THEY HAD FOLLOWED _WAS 
TO BE FOUND IN UN CHARTER, NOTHING CONCEALED IN THIS RESPECT 
AND NO ONE COULD DENY ITS JUSTIFICATION. THEREFORE, IN TRYING 
OVERCOME DIFFICULTIES WE SHOULD FOLLOW CORRECT PRINCIPLES 
INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS iNSTEAD FOLLOWING SELFISH INTERESTS 
ONE SIDE AT EXPENSE OTHER. THIS GOVERNMENT *LWAYS 

DESIRED RESPECT TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY AND SOVEREIGN RIGHT OF 
US. AT SAME TIME EXPECTED US DO SAME RESPECTING SOVEREIGN 
RIGHTS TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY HIS COUNTRY. IF WE COULD REACH 
COMMMON UNDERSTANDING THIS REGARD, THEN DIFFERENCE COULD BE 
READILY RESOLVED. OUR TALKS COULD ONLY PROGRESS IN THIS 
SPIRIT. 
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sp Direction to Doyr 
C 17. | ASKED IF HE THOUGHT IT HARMING INTERESTS HIS COUNTRY 
L SIMPLY TO SAY CLEARLY, UNEQUIVOCALLY WE NOT GOING GO WAR OVER 


DISPUTES BETWEEN US INCLUDING THOSE TAIWAN AREA. HOW WOULD 
THAT HARM HIS COUNTRY? 


18. WANG REPLIED HE HAD MADE IT CLEAR MANY TIMES AS LONG 
AS TAIWAN UNDER OCCUPATION FOREIGN FORCES, WHETHER THERE WERE 
WAR OR NOT, INTERESTS HIS COUNTRY WERE ALWAYS BEING HARMED. 


19. | ASKED IF HE WAS THEREFORE MAINTAINING THREAT USE FORCE 
TO RESOLVE THAT SITUATION TO SATISFACTION HIS COUNTRY? 


oro 


of the United States 


20. WANG REPLIED THIS ENTIRELY REVERSING RIGHTS AND WRONGS 
OF SITUATION. THIS WAY SAYING THINGS ENTIRELY UNREASONABLE. 
THE ACTUAL THREAT EXISTING IN TAIWAN AREA AT THIS MOMENT IN 
FACT CAME FROM US OCCUPATION TAIWAN BY FORCE. ONE MIGHT ASK 


WHETHER US WOULD CLING TO OCCUPATION CHINESE TERRITORY BY 
FORCE. 
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21. | CHARGED WANG WITH AVOIDING QUESTION. | HAD MANY TIMES 
GIVEN FACTS WITH REGARD SITUATION THERE. US NOT OCCUPYING 
TAIWAN. HOWEVER MY PURPOSE FROM BEGINNING BEEN TRY AVODD 
DISCUSSION AT THIS STAGE ALL RIGHTS AND WRONGS SITUATION THERE. 
1 HAD NOT ATTEMPTED FORCE ON HIM ANY VIEWS WITH REGARD 

SITUATION THERE AND HAD TRIED KEEP THEM OUR DISCUSSION THIS 
STAGE. WHAT | HAD TRIED DO WAS SIMPLY ARRIVE AGREEMENT WITH HIM 
THIS STAGE THAT BOTH OF US AGREE WE DO NOT GO WAR OVER IT. 

THAT IS ALL. IF HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD ADOPT SAME ATTITUDE WE 
COULD VERY READILY REACH AGREEMENT. 


22. WANG CHALLANGED MY STATEMENT US NOT OCCUPYING TAIWAN. 
NOBODY COULD BE DECEIVED BY THIS REMARK. IF US HAD NOT USED 


FORCE OCCUPY relWtN THEN TAIWAN WOULD LONG AGO BEEN REJOINED 
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TO MOTHERLAND. ANY SUCH REMARK COULD IN NO WY SUCCEED 
WAITEWASH AND DEFEND AGRESSION DF US. HE DID NOT THINK ANY 
ARGUMENTS OR REMARKS ALONG THIS LINE COULD CONTRIBUTE TO 
OUR DISCUSSIONS. 


23. $|'§ SAID IT DID NOT CONTRIBUTE TO OUR DISCUSSIONS TO 
CHARACTERIZE THE RELATIONS BETWEEN THE US AND GOVERNMENT 

OCCUPYING TAIWAN AS US OCCUPATION OF TAIWAN OR US AGRESSION.TWO OF 
US COULD VERY EASILY GET SELVES JN LONG ACRIMONIOUS 

DISCUSSIO™ ALL THESE QUESTIONS. | HAD TRIED MY BEST THUS 

STAGE AVOID SUCH UNFROFITABLE DISCUSSION. [| HOPED We COULD 

GET BACK TO FIRST AND FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE OF SIMPLY SAYING 

Wo NOT GOING GO WAR ABOUT IT. THAT WAS ALL I HAD THAT SUBJECT. 


ate WANG SAID HE HAD MERELY POINTED OUT REAL FACTS SITUATION. 
Tsi=y WOULD NOT PUT UP WITH INCORRECT AND ABSURD ARGUMENTS. 
H= iiAD NOTHING MORE SAY THIS REGARD THIS MORNING. 


25. | SAID HE HAD OFTEN SPOKEN HERE OF THESE TALKS AS WELL 

( AS SPECIFIC SUBJECTS We BEEN DISCUSSING BEING BENEFIT BOTH 
OUR COUNTRIES. HE HAD SPOKEN OF NECESSITY THEIR NOT BEING 
ONE=SIDED. | ENTIRELY AGREED WITH THAT. I WANTED POINT OUT 
BRICFLY THAT AS FAR AS FIRST SUBJECT WE CAME HERE DISCUSS, 
RETURN CIVILIANS, RESULTS APPEAR VERY ONE=SIDED TO MY COUNTRY. 
LETOR WLEKS OF DISCUSSION, HE AND | ARRIVED AT AGREEMENT ON 
ISSUING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SEPTEMBER 1024 WITH REGARD CIVILIANS. 
DURING THAT DISCUSSION I HAD POINTED OUT WE HAD UNILATERALLY 
AND WITHOUT DEMANDING CONCESSIONS ENTIRELY REMOVED ALL 
RESTRICTIONS WHICH HAD PREVIOUSLY BEEN IMPOSED ON DEPARTURE 
ANY CHINISS FROM MY COUNTRY. | AGREED TO ARRANGEMENTS WHICH 
HE PROPOSED WITH REGARD THIRD POWER FUNCTIONS. MY GOVERNMENT 
HAD FULLY COMPLIED WITH BOTH LETTER AND SPIRIT OF ANNOUNCEMENT 
Vo ISSUED AT THAT TIME. CHINESE CONTINUING DEPART FREELY 
MY COUNTRY AND ARRIVING HIS COUNTRY. IN MORE THAN TEN MONTHS 
NOW PAST SINCE ISSUANCE THAT ANNOUNCEMENT, NOT SINGLE CASE 
ANY OBSTRUCTION OF CHINESE WISHING DEPART FROM MY COUNTRY 
HAS BEEN BROUGHT TO OUR ATTENTION. 
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26. ALTHOUGH NOT INCLUDED IN ORIGINAL DISCUSSIONS AND [| DID 
NOT CONSIDER THEY COVERED IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, WE EVEN 

GONE TO EXTENT MAKING IT POSSIBLE FOR ANY CHINESE IN PRISON 

MY COUNTRY TO LEAVE FOR HIS COUNTRY. THIS DONE IN RESPONSE 

TO REPRESENTATIONS THIS REGARD HE SUBSEQUENTLY MADE TO ME HERE. 
ITS FULL IMPLEMENTATION THUS FAR BEEN DELAYED ONLY BECAUSE 
INEXPLICABLE OBJECTIONS HIS GOVERNMENT TO PARTICIPATION 

BY INDIAN EMBASSY IN DETERMINING WHETHER AND WHICH OF THESE 
PRISONERS DESIRE RETURN HIS COUNTRY. THUS RESULTS AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT FROM STANDPOINT HIS COUNTRY BEEN VERY SUBSTANTIAL. 
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( AND BEING PREVENTED DO SO. 


L VERY MEAGER. WHEN BEGAN DISCUSSIONS HERE | HOPED WE BE ABLE 
EQUALIZE SITUATION NATIONALS OUR RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES BY HiS 
COUNTRY TAKING ACTION TO PERMIT ALL THOSE AMERICANS WHO DES!RE 
RETURN TO DO SO. OUR DISCUSSIONS IN REGARD AMERICANS 
REVOLVED PRIMARILY AROUND THOSE IMPRISONED HIS COUNTRY. 

WANG AND H!S GOVERNMENT WELL AWARE OUR STRONG INTEREST IN THIS 
GROUP AMERICANS. IN FACT AT TIME WE ISSUED OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
THESE WERE ONLY AMERICANS WE KNEW OF WHO DESIRED TO RETURN 

TWO OF US HAD LONG DISCUSSION ON 

THE SUBJECT WHEN THESE PERSONS WOULD BE ABLE LEAVE RETURN 

US. HE WOULD RECALL | WAS VERY INSISTENT ON SOME STATEMENT TIME 

SO NO MISUNDERSTANDING BETWEEN US. HE REFUSED AGREE ANY 

STATEMENT OF TIME. HE TOLD ME HOWEVER THEIR CASES WOULD 

BE HANDLED VERY QUICKLY. IN EFFECT SAID THEY WOULD BE / 

HANDLED MUCH MORE QUICKLY THAN IN PAST AND ISSUANCE OF 

ANNOUNCEMENT WOULD GREATLY EXPEDITE THEIR RELEASE. ALTHOUGH 

| WAS DISSATISFIED WITH LACK EXPLICITNESS HIS STATEMENTS IN 

ORDER NOT PROLONG DISCUSSIONS, GET AHEAD. J! FINALLY AGREED 

TO HIS SUGGESTION USE WORD "EXPEDITIOUSLY" THIS CONNECTION. 

| TOLD HIM MY COUNTRY WOULD INTERPRET THAT WORD MEAN 

EXACTLY WHAT IT SAID. NEITHER MY COUNTRY NOR ANYONE ELSE 

COULD BY ANY STRETCH IMAGINATION CONSIDER THESE PEOPLE WERE 

BEING PERMITTED RETURN EXPEDITIOUSLY. IN FACT DIFFICULT FOR ME 

SEE THERE HAD BEEN ANY SUBSTANTIAL IMPROVEMENT IN SITUATION 

THAT EXISTED EVEN BEFORE OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. IN SPITE 

USE WORD "EXPEDITIOUS" IN AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT HIS ASSURANCES 

THAT RELEASE AMERICANS WOULD BE MARKEDLY EXPEDITED IN COMPARISON 


WITH SITUATION BEFORE ISSUANCE ANNOUNCEMENT, | COULD SEE LITTLE 
OR NO CHANGE IN SITUATION. 


26. | DID NOT DESIRE GET INTO COMPLICATED QUESTION NUMBERS, 
PROPORTION OR THAT TYPE OF THING WITH HIM, | SIMPLY WANTED 
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TO POINT OUT THAT AT 6TH MEETING AUGUST 13 HE MADE STATEMENT 
38 AMERICANS LEFT CHINA DURING YEAR SINCE JUNE 1954 AS RESULT 
REVIEW THEIR CASES. OF THOSE WHO REMAINED PRISON, AFTER TEN 
OF WHOSE RELEASE HE INFORMED ME SEPTEMBER 10, ONLY & AMERICANS 
HAVE BEEN RELEASED PERMITTED RETURN TO US IN APPROXIMATELY 11 
MONTHS SINCE WE ISSUED THAT ANNOUNCEMENT. 1 NOT ONLY 
CONSIDERED THIS PERFORMANCE GROSSLY AT VARIANCE SPECIFIC TERMS 
OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT BUT ALSO CONSIDERED RESULTS OUR 

AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO HAVE BEEN VERY MUCH ONE-SIDED. 1 HAD 
OFTEN AS EARNESTLY AS COULD SPOKEN TO HIM OF RELATIONSHIP THIS 
WHOLE QUESTION TO IMPROVEMENT OUR RELATIONS. |! COME HERE MOST 
EARNESTLY SEEKING THAT IMPROVEMENT AND | STILL SOUGHT IT. 

| AGAIN APPEALED TO HIM TO IMPRESS UPON HIS AUTHORITIES 
TREMENDOUS IMPORTANCE WITH WHICH WE VIEW THIS QUESTION. 


27. WANG SAID VERY DISSATISFIED WITH MY LAST STATEMENT. 
CHINESE GOVERNMENT HAD INDEED HANDLED CASES AMERICAN LAW 
BREAKERS CHINA WITH MOST LENIENT POLICY. AMONG 40 SUCH AMERICAN 
LAWBREAKERS SERVING SENTENCES HIS COUNTRY THERE REMAIN ONLY 

11 PRISONERS. THAT 1S MAJORITY THESE 40 NOW RETURNED US AS 
RESULT LENIENT POLICY HIS GOVERNMENT. HOW COULD | SAY THIS 
FIGURE NOT SUBSTANTIAL OR LITTLE. PERHAPS | WAS DISSATISFIED 
WITH FACT THEY HAD RELEASED TOO MANY. OTHERWISE HE COULD ONLY 
TERM THIS DELIBERATE REVERSAL FACTS. US FAILED FAITHFULLY 
CARRY OUT AGREEMENT BETWEEN TWO SIDES. | HAD STATED CHINESE IN 
US FREE TAKE DEPARTURE. THESE MERELY EMPTY WORDS. AS MATTER 
FACT OF 55 PERSONS REGARDING WHOSE RETURN | HAD MADE 
REPRESENTATION, 53 STILL HAD NOT RETURNED. AMONG 103 PERSONS — 
WHO DESIRED RETURN HIS COUNTRY, 28 STILL FAILED RETURN. 

AS TO THESE PERSONS NOT YET RETURNED HIS COUNTRY, | 

COULD NOT SAY CHINESE IN US FREE DEPART. IN ADDITION, EVEN 
AFTER ISSUANCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, US MADE REQUIREMENT 
CHINESE IN US MUST APPLY PERMANENT RESIDENCE US. IN ADDITION 
TO THAT, REQUIREMENT BY MY AUTHORITIES CHINESE IN US APPLY: 
ENTRY PERMITS TAIWAN. ALL THESE REQUIREMENTS HE COULD ONLY 
SAY VERY BAD--IN VIGLATION OUR AGREEMENT. 
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28. WANG CONTINUED THEY HAD LEARNED RECENTLY THERE HAD BEEN 
MOVES BY MY AUTHORITIES TRY SEND CHINESE IN OUR PRISONS TO 
TAIWAN. AS SAID MANY TIMES CHINESE IN OUR PRISONS HAVE NO 
FREEDOM AT ALL TO STATE THEIR WILL. AND RECENT MOVES OUR 
AUTHORITIES SEND CHINESE IN OUR PRISONS TO TAIWAN WAS YET 
ANOTHER THREAT TO THESE PERSONS IN PRISON. ALSO THESE AT 
VARIANCE WITH AGREEMENT BETWEEN US. THESE ARE VIOLATIONS 
AGREEMENT. IF US REALLY HAS INTEREST AND DESIRE SETTLE QUESTION 
CIVILIANS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES IT SHOULD HONESTLY OBSERVE 
AGREEMENT INSTEAD VIOLATING IT. HE ALSO ASKED ME IMPRESS UPON 

US GOVT THAT CHINESE PEOPLE AND GOVERNMENT EXTREMELY DISSATISFIED 
WITH ACTION US GOVT IN VIOLATION AGREEMENT. 


GOWEN 
GWL 
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L 29. =| REPLIED HE HAD SPOKEN OF MAJORITY OF AMERICANS IN Ti =IR 


PRISONS HAVING RETURNED, 1! SIMPLY WANTED POINT OUT AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT DIDNtT COVER SOME OR MAJORITY AMERICANS THEIR 
PRISONS; IT COVERED ALL OF THEM, ONLY RELEASE ALL OF THEM 
WOULD BE COMPLIANCE WITH OUR ANNOUNCEMENT NOT THEIR RETURN 
S1X MONTHS AFTER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, A YEAR OR 5 YEARS, BUT 
THEIR EXPEDITIOUS RETURN AS OF DATE ISSUANCE ANNOUNCEMENT, 

AS FAR AS CHINESE IN US CONCERNED, EVEN SINCE BEFORE ISSUANCE 

AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT NOT JUST ONE-THIRD OR ONE-HALF OR MAJORITY 

(- OF THOSE DESIRING RETURN ABLE RETURNS, BUT ANY OF THEM WHO 
DESIRE RETURN ABLE RETURN, BEST AND INDISPUTABLE TEST WHETHER 
OR NOT THIS 1S FACT 1S THIRD POWER ARRANGEMENT ESTABLISHED TO 
CONFIRM IT, THUS FAR NOT A SINGLE ONE HAS ALLEGED ANY 
OBSTRUCTION, 1! PREVIOUSLY DISCUSSED AND WOULD NOT TAKE TIME 
THIS MORNING TO DISCUSS HIS PERSISTENT REFERENCE TO WHAT HE 
TERMED REQUIRING PEOPLE TO OBTAIN PERMANENT RESIDENT AND 


TAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS, HOWEVER ! WOULD BE GLAD DISCUSS THAT AGAIN 


IN DETAIL ANY TIME TF HE DESIRED, 


30. | ASKED HIM WITH REGARD HIS STATEMENT THIS MORNING TO LET 
ME SIMPLY SAY AS FAR AS CHINESE IN PRISON CONCERNED NO ONE 
GOING BE SENT AGAINST HIS WILL ANY PLACE, !T WAS IN ORDER 
ASSURE HIM THIS WAS CASE THAT SUGGESTION MADE BY MY GOVERNMENT 
WITH REGARD PARTICIPATION INDIAN EMBASSY, AS FAR AS FREEDOM 
PERSONS IN PRISON EXPRESS WILL CONCERNED, HE CAN CERTAINLY 
REACH DECISION AS TO WHETHER DESIRES REMAIN PRISON, SUBJECT 
SAME COMMUTATION OF SENTENCE AND PAROLE PROCEDURES AS OTHER 
PRISONERS OR WHETHER DESIRES IMMEDIATELY LEAVE PRISON FOR 
ANOTHER COUNTRY, EACH MAN KNOWING OWN SITUATION CAN CERTAINLY 
DECIDE THIS FOR SELF, 1! MIGHT MENTION THAT SINCE 1 LAST 
DISCUSSED THIS WITH HIM, TWO ADDITIONAL CHINESE PRISONERS HAD 
BEEN RELEASED UNDER NORMAL PAROLE PROCEDURES, 

31. WANG 
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31. WANG HAD NO MORE COMMENTS TO MAKE ON HIS QUESTION, HIS 
GOVERNMENT FAILED FAITHFULLY CARRY OUT ANNOUNCEMENT !T SHOULD 


NOT AT SAME TIME MAKE FALSE CHARGES AGAINST OTHER, UNFOUNDED 
CHARGES WOULD NOT IN ANY WAY HELP RESOLVE MATTER, 


32, | THOUGHT FACTS VERY CLEAR, 


33. WANG FELT FACTS 1 HAVE IN MIND INCORRECT AND EVERYBODY 
AWARE OF THAT, 





34, | HAD NOTHING MORE AND PROPOSED NEXT THURSDAY IF AGREE, °LE 
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Dear Walter: 4 








Just a few brief notes. First thanks for your letters 
50 and 51. Incidentally in your No. 50 you mentioned some 
excerpts from a letter of Bob McCann's, but they were not 
enclosed. Very sorry to hear about him, but knowing him 
would be very reluctant to reach any conclusions on the 
basis of a letter in which he may have had some particular 
purpose in mind. However, I entirely agree that on the 
basis of this and Mackensen's letter they may very well be 
attempting to prevail on some Americans to remain as a 
counter to the reluctance of Chinese to return, 


Incidentally I had heard nothing here about a NEC 
filmed interview and, of course, would do nothing about 
it in any event. However, all of the correspondents here 
have been pushing me hard for “anniversary stories", and 
in reply I have been stressing that I simply do not look 
at it in that light, it having been just another meeting. 
I have, of course, seen than individually and explained 
there is nothing new, everything having been very thoroughly 
covered in the press releases. They have also pressed me 
hard for "private and personal” opinions on the relation- 
ship with our elections but I have strictly refused any 
discussion of this pointing out that there was no reason 
to believe thet on the fundamental questions of release 
of American prisoners or renunciation of force there was 
or could be any differences of opinion among Americans, 
You can thus expect a spate of “birthday stories" from 
here which they have all been instructed to write but I 
wanted to let you know I have done my best to minimize them, 
The only thing I have done is to give AP a list of the re- 
maining 11 taken from the Dept's. lists giving their oc- 
cupation and home towns, 


Slt? G@ lL 30'T 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau cf Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 
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Wang's performance today together with his proposal 
for another two week's gap to the next meeting confirms 
me in my belief that they intend to mark time until Nov- 
ember, Depending on how they read our domestic political 
situation we must expect some new move on their part 
shortly before or very shortly after the election, I do 
not think that we should exclude the possibility that they 
may estimate that if the "peace" issue figures heavily in 
the campaign the administration would be responsive to 
pressures just before the election that would threaten 
hostilities in the offshore islands, 


I certainly have no objection to a speech by Lodge on 
the missing servicemen issue, I presume it would be in 
the GA and tied to the still outstanding UN resolution, 


One aspect of my guidance for today's meeting on 
which I would appreciate a little more background amplifica- 
tion is how far I can go if I think it useful in stating 
the converse of the propositi on that there can be no fruitful 
discussion of trade in the absence of a renunciation of 
force, You will note that today I carefully kept away from 
this converse and will try to continue this line. However, 
if necessary, how it is suggested that I handle the im- 
plied converse, that is, could I hold out any hope for a 

fruitful discussion" of trade in the event of a satisfactory 
agreement on renunciation of force, and, of course, release 
of the prisoners? I hope that by the next meeting we will 
know what is going to happen with respect to the Chinese 
prisoners, You will note that today I made a really "big 
speech" on the Americans, which I tried to make as fervent 
as I am capable, Incidentally it is only when we get on 
the subject of implementation that Wang gets réally em- 
otional, It does not stand out too clearly in the trans- 
lation but it is obvious he is putting real personal feeling 
into this subject, I suppose that whatever personal con- 
figctions he may have on this are fed by the equivocal let- 
ters they probably receive from Chinese in the U.S. who are 


still sitting on the fence for personal reasons or to pro- 
tect their families, 


I do not yet know what I will do with this two week's 
gap and will have to wait until I see how things are when 
I get back to Prague. In absence of word to the contrary 
you can assume I am there. If you do not get distribution 


on my Prague arrival and departure telegrams you might 
check with EE, 


Regards to all, 


Sincerely, 
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FROM JOHNSON -ien f 





COMMENTS TODAY'S MEETING. 


DEPT WILL NOTE WANG'S PERFORMANCE TODAY SEEMED TO BE A 
"MARKING TIME" OPERATION, AND HE DID NOT OBJECT TO LEAVING 
SITUATION WITH RESPECT TO DISCUSSION RENUNCIATION AND EMBARGO 
IN SOMEW: {T VAGUE STATE. HOWEVER BELIEVE HISTACTIC MAY WELL 
PE ATTEMPT BUILD UP FOR EVENTUAL USE PUBLIC POSITION ALONG 

' INES CHOU'S PEOPLES CONGRESS SPEECH, THAT IS US PURPOSE IS 
INDEFINITE PROLONGATION TALKS SO AS VOID DISCUSSION OF AND 
MAINTAIN STATUS QUO TAIWAN AREA, AND UNLESS PRC GETS SOMETHING 
OUT OF PROLONGATION NO POINT CONTINUING. THEREFORE WHILE 
MAKING OUR POINTS WITH RESPECT EMBARGO DISCUSSION ATTEMPTED AT 
}ODAY'S MEETING AVOID GIVING HIM ANY FIRM HANDLE WHICH HE 
(OULD GRAB AS FLAT REFUSAL EVEN DISCUSS EMBARGO. 


LO 


of the United States 
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00 NOT NOW HAVE ANY RECOMMENDATIONS WITH RESPECT NEXT MEETING 
OTHER THAN TO FOLLOW OUR TACTICS AT TODAY'S MEETING REITER- 
ATING POSITIONS AS APPROPRIATE. POSITION WITH RESPECT IMPLE- 
MENTAT!'ON WILL OF COURSE BE SOMEWHAT DEPENDENT ON RESULTS 


O'NETL®S EFFORTS SEE AMERICANS AND DEPELOPMENTS WITH RESPECT 
CHINESE PRISONERS IN US. 
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1 DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY Lo 
TO : The Secretary 
(\ 
THRU $ s/s X 


7 
FROM : FE = Mr. Robertson WS (V 





SUBJECT: Letter of Commendation from President to Ambassador Johnson 


aon i 
There is attached (Tab A), a memor you to the President recon- 


mending that he sign the enclosed draft of a letter of commendation to Am- 
bassador Johnson (Tab B) on the occasion of the anniversary of the Geneva 
talks. This letter was prepared in accordance with your oral request of July 20. 


Concurrence: 


L - Mr. Ra 


\a. 
yh 


snesieaane S A 
a \ 


1. Memorandum to the President (Tab A). 
2. Letter of Commendation to Ambassador Johnson (Tab B). ~~, 
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har 


bear 'f. Joineonys 

It hts geome to ny attention that one year age teday you began 
tie telka with the Chinese Communist representative at Censva. 
I do not want tule oocasion to pasa witheut ecamenting for Ue 
good juirrent, rescurcefulness and patience you have to 
disployed as tho |‘ nited States representative in tuis difkieult 
negetiat one It le to your credit tht you have bees able to earry 


out tis mlecion wiile centimaing te perform your regular duties 
as !-oSeracor to | 2zechoslovakiae 


Your effort’ have undoubdtedly eaecounted in large seasure for. 
the relnoare in the last yeer ef a aumber of car citisens wrongfully 
held by the Chinese (omuuniste, Your efforte have also helped te 
jreeerve the pesee in the troubled area of the Taiwan Strait, 


of the United States 


You are entitled to take satisfaction in tre able performance 
of en evaating tank. 


“ineerely yeurs, 
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Memorandum of Conversation 
DATE: Aucust 1, 1°5° 


SUBJECT: Vicits to Chinese Cricinals in American Frisons 
r 





PARTICIPANTS: »',, 











clisworth 3unker, FPresicent of American Ked Cross 

vn Wre Elsy, American Red Cross 
= Mr. Robertson, Assistant Secretary, FE 
2 Yr. NeConauchy, Director, CA am, 
L os 
& emt 
. ti COPIES TO: FE (2 cc) S05 -(1 ec) Bo! 
> } CA (2 ec) =1 SCA -(1 cc) = | 
Fy G = Mr. Murphy -(1 cc) Bureau of Prisons, Dert. of Justice - 1 i | 
es L - Mr. Phlecer -(1cc) Im:izration 4:7 Naturalization Service -1 |. ; 
3 Amembassy, Taipai - 1 Amconsul GONEA for Johnson -1 ct 
-” Amembassy, New Delhi -1 | 
+> | xt Ameonsul, Yong Kon -1 ad 
—- + a = a ‘ 
se a7 o ‘ 
= ll yok Mre Robertson reviewec fer l’r. Junker =n some cetail the history of the b . 
as hd ne rotiaetions with the Chinese Com-unists at veneva for the return of American on 
eo b citize s. He pointed out the breacs by the Chinese Communists of their uncer 0) 
- ° takin, .of September lv, 1955, to take measures to enable Americans expeditiously 
aa to exercise their right to return to the 1. 5. He exriainec why the American 
z Government hac deciced at the enc of liay to extend the rrovisions of the Arreed 
= Announcement to Chinese criminals in American prisons, althourh such criminals 
> had not been ciscussed in the nerotiations leadin~ up to the Acreed Announce- 
v migt and in our view were not necessarily covered by ite Mr. hobertson then 0 
- GeBcrived the devious course of the Chinese Communist ;osition on Chinese 
® criminals in American prisons. He mentioned the acrupt Chinese Communist loss 5 

of interest in the prisoners after we announcec cur intention to give the 


Chinese criminals the option of takine advantare of the Arreed Announcement. 

Mr. hobertson e-plainec that the incian vovernment, as a result of the reverse 

of the Chinese Communist position on tne rrisoners, felt unable to comply 

with our request that its representetives visit the Chinese prisoners and ascerit:in 


their wishes as to return to Nainlenc China or to Taiwan. 
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Wr. Robertson then exrlained why it woula be desirable for the American 
Rec Cross to uncertake to interview the prisoners. He stated that the 
American Red Cross as a resrected non-political cscententin with humanitarian 
objectives woulc be everywhere reco~Aized as impartial and its wore would 
be acce-tece If the hd Cross interviewed the prisoners anc attestec to 
the fact that they hac all been civen a free choice between return *o th 
Meinlanc, retvrn to Taiwan, and remaininr in prison to comlete their 
sentence, no one coulc say that the rrisoners hao been coerced or influenced 
by the American Lovernment in reaching their decision. ie hac already 
rromisec the prisoners that they would be visitec and riven an opport nity 
to exrress their choice. he were morally oolirsatec to ee ov this rronise. 





We horec that the implementation o! the ofier to the rrisoners woulc rut 
moral rressure on the Chinese Comminists to belatecly carry out their 


commitment to permit the imrrisonec Americans to return to the 'nited States. 


vVav 





Wr. Robertson saic tnat the Derartment felt it was very much in the 
interest of the inmprisonec Americans in Comminist China that thie undertakinr 
be carried oute 


Wr. Punker expressed sympathetic aprreciation of the problem and said 
he foresew no difficulty in Red Cross comliance with !’r. hobertson's request. 
Ne saic that he would want to consult his soard before he formally arreedc. 
Eowever he cic not anticirate any dit*iculty and he thourht Yr. Robertson 
coule safely assun7e that the rerly woule be favorable. He said that “a 
rroject was a humanitarian one and therefore consonant with Rec Cres 
objectives. He consicerec the rrorosed role to be non-political and ‘queciare 
not imrrorer for the Red Cross to undertake. 


of the United States 


lr. Kobertson showed ivr. Bunker a List of the names an¢é adcresses of the 
rrisoners. 
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re Punker thoucht that Red Cross rerional rerresentative: in vario 
parts of the t'nited States could make the visits without uncve difficult 


—_—-_ 


Ye 





Wr. Rotertson expressec arrreciation for the sympathetic recertion 


_wv=— 


siven by Mr. sunker to the prorosal. Wr. kobertson said that the Derartrent 
woulc confirm its request by letter on Aurust 2, which wovld set forth the 
rroposal in detail. 


Mre Bunker séic he would be rlad to have Such a letter ané wouled rive 
the matter i mediate attention. 


A copy of the confirmatory letter to Mr. Sunker of August 2 is attached. 


Enclosure: 
Cory of letter to Mr. Gunker datec Aurust 


.* 
FE:CA:WPicConauchy/ikb 


<a 
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Dear Ellsworth: 


You will recall that tyr the terms of the Arreed Announcement 
issued at veneva c Serterber lv by the American and Chinese Comm 
Ambassadors (Tab A), the Chinese Communists were committed to take 
measures to enable srerican nationals expecitiously to exercise their 
richt te return to this country. After nearly eleven months, the 
chinese Communists still hold SLeven American nationals in Chines 
rrisons in violation of this commit 


$s "\ 
c 


+ 
ene 


The Chinese Communists in the course of the Genrva talks, have 
offered various rretexts for wtolation of their 1rlecre. Some tin 
after the asreec Announcement was issuec, they raise. for the first 
time the matter of Chinese pr_soners who are servine terms in American 
penitentiaries. These Chinese criminals were not mentioned cy the 
Chinese Communists in the course of the nerotiaticons leadins ur to the 
Arreec Announcemente in onr view the Arreed Announcement did not ap ly 
to them. Eowever, in view of the belatec atterrt of the Chinese 
Communists to cite the ivrrisonment of these cririnals as an excuse 
for their non=performance of their o.lications uncer the Arreed Announce- 
ment, the '. S. Government decidec that it would afforc the Chinese 
criminals an ofrortunity to avail themselves of the rrovisions of the 
Arreec Announcement if they so desirece A comprehensive survev was 
mace by the Imnirration anc \vaturalization Service of the 2ntire rrison 
porulation, Federal and state, of the “nited States. On June 13, the 
prisoners were intormec by a circular letter that they we lc be civen 
an oprortunit:y to make a choice between ottainin a4 discharre from 
prison for the purpose of proceecins to mainland China, or to Taiwan, 
anc remaining in jail until the comrletion of their sentences. A copy 
of the letter to the prisoners is attached as Tab -. 


The 


~ 


The Eonorable 
Ellsworth Bunker, 
Fresicent, 
American Rec Cross 
meshincton, [Te Co 
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Tne tinited States decision was resyonsive to the strone and 
repeated representations of the Chinese Communists. However, the 
Chinese Communists have now abrustly informed us at Geneva that 
our release of er is a device tc em-arrass them ané is ae bona b 
fide. They allere that ~»e 1 risoners have vecn "screened They 

have reguestec the incian bovernment, which i ot the "Chinese 

Communists in matters pertainins to the Asreed Announcerent, not 

to interview the prisoners and to have nothinr to co wih our = 
prorosale 





ie have tola the prisoners that tney will te riven a free 
choice anc that they wil. receive a visit in order that their 
choice may be ascertaineie he are morally committec to imrlement 
our offer, regardless of this non-cooperation. 


Ya 


With the Indian Embassy jrfable to discharre this function 
as cescriced in our Aide Verfoire of May 31 (Tab C), the best choice 
for this resronsicility aprears to be the American Red Cross. The 
Red Cross, upon makin~ the visits, could vouch for the fact that the 
prisoners were riven a free choice anc made their cecision without 
coercion or influence from any official source. No one could 
effectively challenre tne motives, the veracit: or the imnartialit~ 
of the American Fec Cross. The certification of the Red Cross that 
the prisoners hac been itllowed to make their own decision would be 
generally accepted throu:chout the world. 


Accordinsly, i contirm the oral request which I made of you 
yesterday that the American kec Cross undertake to interview the 30 
remainins Chinese prisoners (four of the oricinal 34 have been released 
from prison under pete: procedures in recent weeks), and ascerte‘*~ 
their wishes. A list of these prisoners and their whereabouts is 
enclosed <«s Tat De “seus of a letter and form of desirnation of 

choice which we pror¢se ic sence to the nrisoners is enclosed as Tab E. 


— ~~ 


The letter whould be sent before the visits of the Red Cross representa= 


tives, and the orisinal cf the form would te si-nec in the presence of 
the Rec Cross rerresentative and delivered to h'n. 


™n the undertaélin: of this mission you can be assured of everv 
cooreration fron tais Department, the Feceral Eureau o7 Frisons, the 
State prison officials, the wardens of the various penitentiaries, and 
the iitration and Naturzlization service. It is believed that it 


would 
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would be desirable to proceed without any avoidable delay, and 
that the particulars can best be worked ont throu h consultations 
cetween your of icials and Mr. Clouzh of the Office of Chinese 
Atfairs. Fis telephone extension is 3432.6 


We are decply srateful for your exrressed willin-ness to 7ive 
Sympathetic consiceration to this matter. 


Sincerely yours, 


Walter S. hobertson 
Assictant Secretary 


Enclosures: 
Tab A = Copy of Arreed Announcement of September 10, 1955. 
Tab = = Copy of Letter to Prisoners. 
Tab C = Aice lemoire of May 31. 
Tab D = List of Prisoners anc Téebulation of Prisons Involved. 
Tab E 


- Copy of Proposec Letter and Form to be Sent to Prisoners. 


FEsCAsWPlcConaughy;emm 
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Letter No. 52 





Dear Alex: 





We hope to get the interviews with the Chinese prisoners under way 
soon throurh the medium of the American Red Cross. Pollowinr the 
definitive Indian refusal to participate on Jrly 25 (cony of Amb. Mehta's 
letter is enclosed for your files) we cot to work on an alternative 


preceiure, There was ceneral egreement that the 4rerican “ed Cross was 





the best orcanization to do the job following the Indian defauli. 


proposition to hin. 


r Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


‘obvertson nad Jllsverth Sunker in on Avgust 1 to out the 


ST? Gd ZL 70°! 


Mr. Robertson reviewed the history of our decision to 


extend the pmvisions of the Agreed Announcement to the Chinese prisoners, 


ne abrupt revyerzal of the Chinese Communist position on the Chinese 


Declassified fo 


prisoners, and the resultant Indian Embassy inability to act. He pointed 


out the obliration which rested on us to follow throvuch on our initiative 


and ovtlined the reasons why he thought the Red Cress was the logical 
; | 


agency to concict the interviews, 


Mr. Bunker's reaction was most favorable. He showed a sympathetic 


understanding of the rroblem and foresaw no difficulties in Red Cross 


assimption of the role. He characterized the function as appropriate 
The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 


American Ambassador now at Ceneva, 
\ ° Geneva. 


SEC SET 











ap at 


so. f 
=e to the Red Cress in that it had a humanitarian purpose and was non-political, 
p= He said that he would want to consult his Soard as a matter of procecure 

but he felt confident that no objections would be raised. He felt that 





Mr. ‘ebertson could safely assume that official Red Cross response would 
be affirmative. 
We confirmed our request to the Red Cross by a letter cated August 2, 
a copy of which is enclosed. 
I hope we can get the Red Cross under way on the interviews by the week 


; of Avgust 13. There are quits a few details to be worked out with the 





Federal and State officials. Appointments will have to be made thnuch 


the Wardens and we will have to lock into the problem of interpreters 


eateaat 7% 


in the cases of the vrisoners tho speak no En¢lish. Some of thenmay 


of the United States 


a i Mi 


speak only Cantonese or Toishan dialect, 
Ralph GClou.h has sent Dave a massive docurent compiled in Defense 
concerning the unaccounted-for 1:50. It is sypposed to be a compilation 


of all the recently discovered evidence. We are not very hopeful that 
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it has much that is new or vseful to us. Sut it should be cone throuch 
carefully and we believe Dave is the man for this job. We are still very 


Saf hard pressed here. We will be interested in setting Dave's analysis 





of the document. Col. Monroe is in Korea where he is svpposed to needle 
our people on the MAC to renewed action on the issve of the missing military 
personnel. We are not san¢cuine that anything sigificant will come out 


J of the MAC on this but the further effort needs to be made, 


“4 SECRET 











fe 


We have not yet had any reply from the British on our request 


of July 20 that O'Neill renew insistently his request to see all the Arerican 





* .- ; . 
.. phe ‘4 tesa «1 Jathh A , 
Bul ; . fe ey et Ay taht yt Mele 
Ay Pete mA Rabe Sulmee? fy i, ot Ve n 
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prisoners. I intend to ask Arthur de la Mare, the new Counselor of the 


ai 


British Smbassy for Far Easterm matters, to send out a tickler on this 
to O'Neill today. We would like to have some news on this for you before 
tre Avgust 9 meeting. 

We have received word “rom the British that the Foreign Office in 
Peinping informed them that Bishoo Henry Pinger is to be released "tomorrew" 
(presumably August };) upon expiration of his sentence, This will sntune 
the number of American prisoners to 10. Sut the last 3 to be released 
have been compelled to serve their full sentences. ‘Wang cannot claim that 


they were released "expeditiously" or that the so-called "policy of 


of the United States 


leniency" has been applied in their cases. In our next guidance telegram 
we may suggest that you make an observation on this at the rext meeting. 
Also we may succest that you raise the matter of the Piolation of the 


Agreed Announcement in the case of Father Clifford. You will recall from 
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Hong Hong telerram that his request for permission to write O'Neill wes 
refused by the Chinese Cormunists. The British Charge still has not 
heard from half of the imprisoned Americans. It is highly probable that 


the request of others have also been denied. 


An amusing footnote to the petition of the American Cormunist Party cf the 


ee ti ee ee 


State of Connecticut to Mao Tse-tung for the release of Downey and the other 
| imprisoned Americans, is a report we have received that the National Communist 
Party headquarters in the U. S. reprimanded the head of the Connecticut Party 


organization for his temerity in forwarding this request to Feiping. 


SECRET 
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Apparently it was considered a breach of Party discipline. 


Tell Dave we are glad to hear that he will remain in the Foreigm 
Service Class }; rather than going to the new Class 5. We have just heard 
that he is on the List of those tho were recomrended for promotion by 
the last Selection Board, and therefore will be placed in the new Class . 

I suppese you have seen the Departmental Circular No. 185 which 
implements the new Foreign Service Act which the President signed guly 28. 

Things are a little bit disrupted with Hsrman Phleger in Ipndon 
~ith the Secretary, and Walter “obertson away on leave until August 20, 

The Judge should be back today so the ranks will not be dangerously thin. 


Regards to all, 


Sincerely, 


Walter P, MeConau ghy 


Enclosures: 


l. 


Copy of letter from Amb, Mehta dated July 25, 1966. 
26 


Copy of letter to I’r. Bunker dated August 2, 1956, uw" Ls 


iw ke 
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wn Guidance for August 9 meeting. . 
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2 1. Belated release Bishop Pinger provides good opportunity to ee. 
& underecore again US view that Chinese Communists have failed to caggy———, 
— . eo Ere 
= out connitment in Agreed Announcement to release Americans expedi ke fens | 
t a 
es Nearly one year has passed since Communists made their pledge and 98 7 
cH ; ce ° . 
= te Americans remain in jail. No reasonable man could describe Communist ; | wes. 
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- » 2. Take Communists to task for refusing prisoners permission to oF | ae 
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> 8. permission to write O'Neill (Hong Kong's 108 to Department repeat eneva Re se 
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s on and we presume others also turned down since half of those still in prison — 
v a6. 
8 have not written. Contrast this with our offer to allow Indian Babassy - 
to visit any prisonorg whether or not he has written. a 
3. FYL In view of recent Communist invitations to American students f 7 
and journalists to visit Communist China (Deptel1°%5) we consider it timel¢) 
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detention sf our citizens. 
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You should not mention invitations in your 
presentationy tut allow Communists to draw their own conclusions. END FYI 
i. FYI We have not yet heard from O'Neill regarding request to visit 
American prisoners that he was instructed to make. Neither have we been 
informed by Red Cross whether they will undertake interviews with Chinese 


prisoners here. Consequentlyy you should defer any comment on these subjects 


until next meeting. END FYI 


S. Press for Communist acceptance of US April 16 renunciation of force 


draft using sane arguments as last meeting and previously. Avoid specific , 


comment, on embargo question by linking it to renunciation of force declaration 


in same manner as Last meeting. 
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1. You will note clear implication in Department's press release 
(Deptel /3/) that Americans would be allowed travel Communist China 
once al) American prisoners released. Without making this implication 
explicit, you should exploit it in August 9 meeting so that meaning 
will be clear to Communists and maximum leverage will be exerted on 
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FROM JOHNSON 





1, TWO HOUR TWENTY MINUTE MEETING TODAY, WANG OPENED WITH 
STATEMENT THAT TEN MONTHS HAVE BEEN SPENT ON DISCUSSION 
RENUNCIATION OF FORCE SUGGESTED BY US AND IN SPITE THREE PRC 
DRAFTS SUBMITTED US STILL "STUBBORNLY CLINGING UNACCEPTABLE 

| DEMANDS," WHILE | HAD INDICATED WILLINGNESS HEAR PRC VIEWS 
ON TRADE, MY STATEMENTS HAD INDICATED | DID NOT INTEND TO 
CARRY ON BUSINESSLIKE DISCUSSION AND SETTLE THIS MATTER, 
THIS WAS "UNFAIR AND UNEQUAL" AND HOPED THIS WAS NOT MY 


INTENT, THEREFORE FORMALLY PROPOSED WE AGREE DISCUSS QUESTION 
EMBARGO SEEK PRACTICAL SETTLEMENT, 


of the United States 


2. !N REPLY | MADE LONG STATEMENT REITERATING RENUNCIATION 
AS FIRST ESSENTIAL STEP IN SEEKING PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT DIS- 
PUTES, THEREFORE COULD NOT AGREE WE ABANDON EFFORTS REACH 
AGREEMENT ON THIS SUBJECT, REVIEWED HISTORY NEGOTIATIONS ON 
THIS STRESSING RETROGRESSION MAY 11 DRAFT PRC ATTEMPT 
CONFUSE WITH OTHER ISSUES AND ESTABLISH PRECONDITIONS FOR 
RENUNCATION, ALSO REASSERTED INSEPARABLE RELATIONSHIP BETWEN 
RENUNCIATION AND TRADE BUT REMINDED HIM | HAD PREVIOUSLY 
AGREED. !NCLUSION SUBJECT TRADE OUR DISCUSSIONS THEREFORE 
WILLING TO HEAR HIS VIEWS, ALSO REITERATED INVITATION 
AMPLIFY ASPECTS THEY HAD IN MIND IN ACCORDANCE QUESTIONS 
ASKED MY NOV 3 STATEMENT AS WELL AS REITERATED STATEMENT 
MADE LAST MEETING THAT NO ADVANTAGE TO US IN TRADE WHERE 
GOODS RECEIVED CAN BE USED SUPPORT USE OF FORCE, 
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of the United States 
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3, IN REPLY HE AGREED RENUNCIATION FORCE DECLARAION "IS 

AT THE HEART OF THE DISPUTES BETWEEN US" AS ATTESTED BY THEIR 
PATIENCE TEN MONTHS NEGOTIAIONS ON THIS AND THREE SUCCESSIVE 
MRAFTS, | STILL FAILED PUT FORWARD ANY VIEWS WHICH LIMINATE 
OBSTACLES TO AGREEMENT AND NO PROGRESS COULD BE MADE BY 
REPEATING OLD ARGUMENTS, HE THEN MADE STATEMENT WE SHOULD 
STRIVE STEP BY STEP TO RESOLVE DISPUTES, EMBARGO WAS AGINST 
INTEREST BOTH COUNTRIES, VIOLATED ACCEPTED INTERNAT! ONAL 
PRINCIPLES TRADE, PREJUDICED INTERESTS OTHER COUNTRIES 

AND PROVOKED EXTREME DISSATISFACTION PEOPLE OTHER COUNTRIES, 
LIFTING WOULD BE FIRST STEP IN IMPROVEMENT OF RELATIONS AS 
WELL AS IN INTERST AMERICAN PEOPLE, ETC,, ETC,, WANTED 

TO HEAR MY VIEWS WITH REGARD TO FIRST STEPS FOR LIFTING 
EMBARGO, SHOULD NOT ENTANGLE WITH OTHER SUBJECTS OR ESTABLISH 
PRECONDITIONS. 


4. | REPLIED WITH STATEMENT CHARGING THEY SEEKING UNILATERAL 
ADVANTAGE FROM TALKS AS DEMONSTRATED BY THEIR POSITION WITH 
RESPECT RENUNCIATION AND TRADE AND THEN LED DIRECTLY 

INTO IMPLEMENTATION POINTING OUT CONTRAST BETWEEN ADVANTAGES 
RESULTING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO PRC AND US, WITH RESPECT 
AMERICANS IN PRISON RETROGRESS!ION NOT ONLY IN RATE OF RELEASE 
AS COMPARED WITH SITUATION PRIOR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT BUT PRC 
PATTERN NOW APPARENTLY REQUIRING REMAINING AMERICANS SERVE 
FULL TERMS AS SHOWN CASES PHILLIPS, CLIFFORD AND PINGER 
WHEREAS PRIOR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AT LEAST SOME AMEICANS 
BEING RELEASED BEFORE COMPLETION UNJUST SENTENCES, ALSO HALF 
REMAINING AMERICANS HAVE NOT COMMUNICATED WITH UK CHARGE 
FYVIDENCE THEY BEING PREVENTED OBTAINED FROM PHILLIPS AND 
CLIFFORD, CONTRASTED OUR OFFER PERMIT INDIANS VISIT ALL 


PRISONERS, THEN REFERRED TO DEPT'S AUG 7 PRESS STATEMENT, 
GIVING HIM COPY AND PARTICULARLY CALLING ATTENTION TO LAST 
SENTENCE, 


5. HWE REPLIED REJECTING ARGUMENT ABOLISHMENT TRADE 

EMBARGO SOLELY IN INTEREST PRC STATING EVEN AMONG US 
AUTHORITIES "SOME PEOPLE RECOGNIZE NECESSITY ABOLISHING," 
THEY WERE CONTINUALLY RECEIVING APPLICATIONS FROM AMERICAN 
JOURNAL ITRS FOR PERMISSION VISIT CHINA AND THE HAD NOW AGREED 
IN ORDER CORECT FALSE STORIES AND LET THEM SEE CONSTRUCTION 
OF NEW AND INDUSTRIALIZED CHINA, ALSO TO REFUTE SLANDERS 
ABLIT IRON GURTAIN OR BAMBOO CURTAIN, POINTING OUT PRC HAD 
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APPROVED APPLICATIONS WITHOUT ASKING RECIPROCITY, HE WONDERED 
IF US WOULD HAVE BEEN ABLE GIVE RECIPROCITY, CHARGED US 

WAS ACTUALLY IRON CURTAIN COUNTRY AND WAS ABSURD FOR US TO 
ATTEMPT EXPL IT THEIR APPROVAL THESE APPLICATIONS FOR — 
"BLACKMAIL" AND DEMANDS EXTRANEOUS PRECONDITONS, WORLD AND 
EVEN AMERICAN PRESS WOULD BLAME US, AS FAR AS CHINESE IN 

US CONCERNED MANY WHO HAD RETURNED TOLD OF EFFORTS BY INS 
PERSUADE THEM GO TO TAIWAN OR NOT RETURN AND WHEN INSISTED 

ON RETURNING SUCH UNREASONABLE TIME LIMITS IMPOSED AS PREVENT 
THEM BRINGING PERSONAL BELONGINGS, THIS VIOLATES SPIRIT AGRED 


ANNOUNCEMENT AND AT VARIANCE MY STATEMENTS FREEDOM CHINESE 
TO DEPART, 








6, | REFUTED HIS CHARGES WITH USUAL ARGUMENTS NOT SINGLE 
CASE OBSTRUCTION BROUGHT ATTENTION INDIAN EMBASSY, ETC,, 
AND POINTED OUT ONLY ACTION BY HIS GOVERNMENT COULD REMOVE 
IMPEDIMENTS IF THEY DESIRED AMERICANS VISIT PRC, IN VIEW 
THEIR RECORD WITH RESPECT AMERICANS IN CHINA MY GOVERNMENT 
WOULD BE DELINQUENT 1TS RESPONSIBILITY PROTECTION AMERICAN 
CITIZENS IF IT TOOK ANY OTHER ATTITUD3 


a 


7. HE PROPOSED | AGREED NEXT MEETING TUESDAY AUG 21. 
DEPARTING PRAGUE FRIDAY MORNING, 


of the United States 
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FROM JOHNSON Parection to poy, / (7 


COMMENTS. TODAY'S MEETINGS: a 
DEPARTMENT WILL NOTE THAT AT TODAY!#S MEETING | MORE FULLY 
DEVELOPED AND TURNED BACK ON HIM THEME OF RELATIVE ADVANTAGE 
OF TALKS AND RESULTS THUS FAR, PROPOSE DEVELOP THIS FURTHER 
AT NEXT MEETING POINTING UP THEIR DEMANDS ON FMC AND TRADE 

IN EFFECT CONSTITUTE DEMAND FULL SATISFACTION ALL THEIR 
STATED DESIRES FROM TALKS WITH NO SATISFACTION US DESIRES, 
BELIEVE THIS BEST COUNTER TO WHAT STILL APPEARS BE HIS TACTIC 
OF BUILDING UP FOR EVENTUAL PUBLIC USE POSITION ALONG LINES 
CHOU'S PEOPLE'S CONGRESS SPEECH AS SET FORTH MYTEL 76. WHILE 
DOING THIS, HIS ATTITUDE AT TODAY'S MEETING AND PROPOSALS 

AT THIS AND RECENT MEETINGS ON TIMING SUBSEQUENT MEETINGS 
ALSO APPEARS INDICATE THEY INTEND CONTINUE "MAKING TIME" 
OPERAT!ON FOR NEXT TWO MONTHS OR SO, WHILE ANY NEW MOVE 
THEIR PART NOT LIKELY UNTIL AFTER OUR ELECTIONS, CEPENDING 

ON THEIR INTERPRETATION ANY PERTINENT CAMPAIGN DEVELOPMENTS, - 
CANNOT EXCLUDE POSSIBiL ITY SOME MOVE BY THEM SHORTLY BEFORE = 


ELECTIONS, Om 
S 
IT WAS CLEAR HE IMMEDIATELY CAUGHT IMPLICATION DEPTS AUG 7 


PRESS STATEMENT AND CAN EXPECT PROPAGANDA CAMPAIGN BY THEM 
ALONG LINES HIS REPLY, | : 3 
: C) 


GOWEN on. 
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10: Secretary of State die = 2} 
NO: 135, AUS'IST 9, 9 FM (SECTION ONE OF F DPE) of fosten ee S38 
Goticn °° foes Saket + 
LIMIT DISTRIBUTION awe of Oc fiesr ves "| 
FROM JOHNSON Directi> *> “7; a 
1, WANG OPENED 557H MDETING WITH PREPARED STATEMENT: 


SINCE OPENING SECOND ITEM WE 
RENUNCIATION FORCE SUGGESTED 


SPENT TEN MONTHS DISCUSSING 
BY MY SIDE THEIR SIDE ALREADY 


PUT FORWARD THREE REAS ‘CNABLE DRAFTS FOR DECLARATION THAT REGARD, 

ONLY BECAUSE MY SiDE STUBBORNLY CLINGING TO DEMANDS UNACCEPTABLE 
THEIR SIDE THAT NO AGREEMENT REACHED, TO PREVENT THESE 

TALKS FROM ““YELOPING INTO MEANINGLESS STALLING SITUATION THEIR 0 
SIDE PROPOSED WE DISCUSS SCBSECT OF EMBARGO RAISED BY THEIR - 
SIDE UNDER SECOND TEM, bh. LAST MEETING | HAD INDICATED ° 
WILLINGNESS HEAR THE} VIEWS ON QUESTION EMBARGC BUT REMARKS ‘9 
| MADE THEN SEEMED SHOW MY SIDE DOESN'T INTEND CARRY ON N 
BUSINESSLIKE DISCUSS!ON OF SUBJECT AND SEEK SOLUTION, IF a 
iHAT !S POSITICGN KE COULD ONLY REGARD IT AS UNREASONABLE, , 
THEIR SiDE HAD JOINED IN DISCUSSING SUBJECT PROPOSED BY MY iO 
Sipe, «of MY SIDE REFUSED DISCUSS SUBJECT PROPOSED THEIR SIDE 3) 
1} WOULD INDEED TURN !HESF TALKS INTO UNFAIR UNEQUAL. 0) 


NEGOTIATION; HE HOPED THIS NOT INVENT MY SiDE, 


2. WANG NOw SPECIFICALLY SUGGESTED WE FIRST REACH AGREEMENT 


OQ 
© 


~ 





/ 


’ 
+ oA 


re 


ON FOLLOWING LINES; "IN ORDER THAT SUBJECT RAISED BY CHINESE Ff 
SIDE UNDER SECOND !T&M AGENDA MAY BE HANDLED, BOTH SIDES OF = Fy 
‘THESE TALKS AGREE [0 PROCEED TC SUBJECT OF EMBARGO AND SEEK Gd 
PRACTICAL SETTLEME’ HE WOULD NOW LIKE TO HEAR MY VIEWS,R re 
3e 1 REPL IPD ASSUM!) 10" HE MADE WAS APPARENTLY THAT THERE = i=] 

- NO LONGFR Al:y WAY OFFN TO US CONTINUE SEEK AGREEMENT ON "ba 

= QUESTION PENUNCIAT (| FORCE, WHILE TRUE THIS SUBJECT PROPOSED FS . 
BY MP, 17 SiN 0ECT WillCH FELT WE BOTH AGREED WENT TO VERY HEART, > 
OF BASIC DISPUTES REFWTEN US, IT WAS SUGGESTED BY MY SIDE — 
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AS FIRST ESSZNTIAL 3/°P IN SEEK!NG PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT 

THOSE DISPUTES, {| COULD NOT BUT CONTINUE CONSIDER IT THIS 
LIGHT, | THEREFORE COULD NOT AGREE THAT WE ABANDON EFFORTS 
REACH AGREEMENT RENUNCIATION FORCE, IF HIS GOVT WERE TO 
ABANDON OBSTACLES IT HAD PLACED IN WAY OF REACHING AGREEMENT 
ON RENUNCIATION FORCE DECLARATION | WAS SATISFIED WE COULD 
VERY! READILY REACH AGREEMENT THEREON, IN OUR DISCUSSION 

IP TO MAY 11, TWO OF US HAD BEEN PROCEEDING--VERY SLOWLY, 

IF 1° TRUEL.LIN WAY WHICH COULD LEAD TO AGREEMENT, HE 
RESPONDED TO MY PROPOSAL OF LAST OCTOBER WITH DRAFT THAT 
INDICATED AT LEAST PARTIAL ACCEPTANCE FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES 
PROPOSAL WHICH | HAD MADE, THIS WAS IN SENSE STEP FORWARD, 
ALTHOUGH IT WAS LARGELY CANCELED OUT BY HIS ATTEMPT INTRODUCE 
INTO THAT DRAFT SEPARATE MATTER FOEIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE 
AS PRECONDITION FOR AGREEMENT ON RENUNCIATION FORCE, 

We | SAID WITH TNTROOUCTION MY DRAFT NOV 10, WHICH EXPRESSED 
/ERY CONCRETELY PRINCIPLE OF RENUNCIATON FORCE WITHOUT 

FT ANGLING IT WITH EXTRANEOUS TOPICS, OUR DISCUSSIONS HAD 
PROGRESSED 10 NEW STAGE, THREE WEEKS LATER ON DEC 1, HE 

HAD SHURMITTED NEW DRAFT, WITHOUT SACRIFICING HIS VIEWS AS 

1O DFSTRABILILY EVENTUAL MEETING FOREIGN MINISTERS, HAD IN HIS 
DEC 1 DRAFT AT LEAST TACITLY ACCEPTED IDEA OUR IMMEDIATE 
(ASK, OF REACHING AGREEMENT ON RENUNCIATION FORCE, SHOULD 

NO BE COMPLICATED By INTRODUCTION EXTRANEOUS MATTERS, | 

HAD WELCOMED THIS DRAFT OF HIS SIDE, AND CALLED IT ADVANCE 
OVER PREVJOlrs POSITIONS IN MY SUBSEQUENT SUCCESSIVE EFFORTS 
CONTINJE OUR PROGR }OWARDS MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION FORCE, 

| HAD BEEN VERY CARFAUL PRESERVE, IN ENTIRETY, AREA AGREEMENT 
WHICH HIS DFC 7 DRA? INDICATED HAD BEEN REACHED BETWEEN US, 
AS HE KNEW, My DRA T APRIL 19 RETAINED NOT ONLY FORM BUT ALSO 
PYERY SINGLE WORD Of HIS DEC 1 DRAFT, 


5. | COMPHIUED IM CONTRAST TO EFFORTS | MADE TO PRESERVE 


AREA OF ACRELEMENE Ola stl! US, HIS EFFORTS SINCE MAY 11 BEEN 
DEVOTED EL UIMIDAT IG BALIS FOR PROGRESS TOWAR S MEANINGFUL 
DECLARATION, He HAD DONE THIS BY REVERTING TO POSITION OF 
LAST OCTOBER HE pAaAty 


AI TEMPTED ESTABLISH FIRST ONE PRECONDITION 
“UANCE OF DECLARATION, |! CONTINUE 


sO CONF IDENT TAL 
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AND THEN ANOTPER -E: 
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HOPE HIS GOVT WILL RECONSIDER !TS PRESENT, POSITION AND . ye hg :, ie 
CHANGE ITS ATTITUDE SO WE COULD ISSUE REALLY MEANINGFUL rete | 


DECLARATION RENUNCIATION FORCE AS FIRST AND FUNDAMENTAL STEP | 
TO SETTLEMENT DISPUTES BETWEEN US, 
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FROM: GENEVA 
TO: 
NO; 





Secretary of State 2 Symbol 


Officor _ 


Direction to DosR 
| SAID HAD AGREED TO INCLUSION 1S OUR DISCUSSION OF WHAT 
HE TERMED TRADE EMBARGO, | HAD NO INTENTION OF GOING BACK 
ON THIS AGREEMENT, MY ATTITUDE TOWARD DISCUSSION THIS NOT 
BASSED ON NARROW PROCEDURAL CONSIDERATION BUT RATHER ON 
FUNDAMENTAL SUBSTANTIVE RELATIONSHIP OF THIS MATTER TO 
RENUNCIATION FORCE, AS | TOLD HIM ON NOVEMBER 3 AND AGAIN 
AT LAST MEETING | ENTIRELY WILLING HEAR ANY VIEWS HE MIGHT 
DESIRE PUT FORWARD WITH RESPECT TRADE, WHEN HE DID SO |! HOPED 
HE WOULD AMPLIFY EXACTLY WHAT ASPECTS THIS MATTER HE HAD 
IN MIND, LAST NOV 3 1 HAD ASKED SPECIFIC QUESTIONS THIS 
REGARD TO WHICH HE HAD STILL MADE NO REPLIES, 1 DiD NOT BELIEVE 
IT WOULD SERVE ANY USEFUL PURPOSE TO MAKE AS HE HAD IN PAST, 
VAGUE AND UNFOUNDED CHARGES AGAINST MY GOVT IN EXERCISING 
ITS UNQUESTIONED SOVEREIGN RIGHT TO CONTROL AND REGULATE 
TRADE IN WHATEVER MANNER IT DEEMS !N BEST INTEREST OF US, 

LET ME SAY AGAIN VERY BLUNTLY AS | HAD AT LAST MEETING, 

MY COUNTRY DID NOT CONSIDER THERE COULD BE ANY ADVANTAGE TO 
IT IN TRADF WHERE GOODS RECEIVED IN THAT TRADE COULD BE USED 
SUPPORT USE FORCE AGAINST IT, 17 WOULD THUS BE OBVIOUS IF 
DISCUSSION TRADE MATTERS BETWEEN US TO BE FRUITFUL IT MUST 
BE CLEAR THAT SUCH USE WOULD NOT BE MADE OF GOODSRECEIVED IN 
[HAT TRADE. 1! HAD STATED OUR POSITION ON THIS VERY BLUNTLY 
AND VERY FRANKLY NOT WITH INTENT OF GIVING ANY OFFENSE 

OR OF ENGAGING IN FRUITLESS ARGUMENT, BUT RATHER SO THAT HE 
WOULD CLEARLY UNDERSTAND OUR POSITION THIS REGARD AND 
THEREBY CONTRIBUTE TO CONSTRUCTIVE RESULTS OUR DISCUSSION, 


| THEREFORE HOPED HE WOULD CAREFULLY CONSIDER MATTER OF BOTH 
RENUNCIATION AND TRADE IN THIS LIGHT, 





6. 


fe WANG AGREED QUESTION ISSUANCE RENUNCIATION FOS8CE 
DECLARATION AT HEART DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO SIDES, THEIR 
PATIENCE IN DISCUSSION THIS TOPIC ATTESTED BY TEN MONTHS 
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'N WHICH THEY JOINED WITH US IN THIS DISCUSSION, HIS SIDE 
HAD US FORWARD THREF. SUCCESSIVE DRA-TS FOR MAKING SUCH 
DECLARATION, THUS CLEAR THEIR SINCERITY IN REACHING SUCH 
AGRFEMENT COULDN'T BE QUESTIONED, THIS MORNING i HAD STATED 
! DIDN* T ABANDON, OR GIVE UP SUBJECT RENUNCIATION FORCE, 

BUT | FAILED PUT FORWARD ANY VIEWS WHICH COULD ELIMINATE 
OBSTACLES IN WAY OF DISCUSSION THIS SUBJECT, HE DIDN'T THINK 
IT WOULD CONTRIBUTE TO PROGRESS TO REITERATE OLD ARGUMENTS 
WHICH HAD BEEN PUT FORWARD IN OUR DISCUSSIONS, BLAME OF 
FAILURE REACH AGREEMENT AFTER TEN MONTHS DISCUSSION ON 
RENUNCIATION FORCE COULDN'T BE PUT ON THEIR SIDE, 


8, WANG ASKED IN LIGHT MY STATEMENT ON SUBJECT EMBARGO 
THIS MORNING, COULD HF TAKE IT HAD NO OBJECTION TO 

OPENING DISCUSSION ON THIS SUBJECT AND THAT ! WOULD AGREE. 

DO SO? HE RECALLED STATEMENT | MADE NOV 3 LAST YEAR ON 
SUBJECT EMBARGO, HE RECALLED HE HAD ALREADY MADE CLEAR REPLY 
fO THAT STATEMENT. HF SAID THEN QUESTION EMBARGO IS ONE OF 
MATTERS AT ISSUE BETWEEN TWO SIDES. IT PURPOSE THESE TALKS 

TO GRADUALLY RESOLVE, STEP BY STEP ALL DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO 
COUNTRIES, HE HAD TOLD ME REPEATEDLY POLICY EMBARGO IN 

!TSELF UNREASONABLE AND HURTS BOTH SIDES, AND VIOLATES 
INTERNATIONAL PRINCIPLE PEACEFUL TRADE, THAT WHY HIS SIDE 
RESOLUTELY OPPOSED POLICY EMBARGO, THEY ALWAYS MAINTAINED 
THIS POLICY EMBARGO SHOULD BE ABOLISHED, ABOLITION THIS 
POLICY EMBARGO IN ACCORDANCE INTEREST BOTH OUR TWO COUNTRIES 
AND PEOPLES, ABOLITION TH!S POLICY EMBARGO MUST NOT BE 
FORCIBLY ENTANGLED WITH ANY OTHER QUESTION OR QUALIFIED 

WITH PRECONDITIONS IN TH'!S REGARD, HE THEREFORE WOULD LIKE 


HEAR My VIEWS IN REGARD FIRST STEPS FOR ABOLISHING ELIMINATING 
THIS EMBARGO, 


d 


9, | ASSUMED HE DID NOT QUESTION SOVEREIGN RIGHT MY 

GOVT CONTROL TRADE IN WHATEVER MANNER IT DEEMS BEST INTEREST 
MY COUNTRY, ALSO ASSUMED HE NOT QUESTIONING ABILITY MY 
GOVT, CTING IN ACCORDANCE LAWFUL PROCESSES, TO DETERMINE 
WHAT 1T CONSIDERS IN BESTINTERESTS MY COUNTRY, POLICIES MY 
GOVT ADOPTS WITH RESPECT TRADE NOT CAPRICIOUS OR ARBITRARY 
BUT DETERMINED BY WHAT IT CONSIDERS BEST INTERST MY COUNTRY, 
HE SAID THIS QUESTION MUST NOT BE FORCIBLY 

ENTANGLED WITH OTHER QUESTIONS, | HAD NOT ATTEMPTED 
ESTABLISH ANY TORCED--BUT RATHER VERY NATURAL--RELATIONSHIP 
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BETWEEN THAT AND QUESTION RENUNCIATION FORCE, | HAD 
CAREFULLY AND FRANKLY EXPLAINED AGAIN THIS MORNING INEVITABLE 
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THESE TWO MATTERS, | BELIEVED WHAT | 
SAID WAS ENTIRELY CLEAR AND WOULD NOT TAKE TIME REPEAT IT, 
NEVERTHELESS AS | HAD SAID AM ENTIRELY PREPARED HEAR WHATEVER 
VIEWS HE DESIRED PUT FORWARD ON SUBJECT, | AGAIN REPEATED Be 
THAT WHEN HE DID SO | HOPED HE WOULD BE SPECIFIC AND = 
PARTICULARLY THAT HE WOULD CLARIFY EXACTLY WHAT RESPECTS HE a 
HAD IN MIND, SEVERAL ASPECTS TO IT AS BROUGHT OUT IN rect 


STATEMENT | MADE NOV 3, IT NOT CLEAR YET WHICH OF THOSE 
VARIOUS ASPECTS IT HIS DESIRE DISCUSS, 
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11. WANG REPLIED DEEMED IT NECESSARY MAKE CLEAR NO STATEMENTS 
HE EVER MADE CARRIED ANY INTENT INTERFERE IN INTERNAL AFFAIRS 
MY COUNTRY, IF POLICIES PURSUED BY MY GOVT HAD NO RELATION 
WHATSOEVER HIS COUNTRY HEtD NEVER RAISE ANY MATTER THIS REGARD, 
H!S UNDERSTANDING TRADE BETWEEN COUNTRIES ALWAYS NATURALLY 
ADVANTAGEOUS TO TWO PARTIES OR AT LEAST THIS TRADE MUST NOT 
PREJUDICE INTERST OF ONE PARTY, HOWEVER, POLICIES PURSUED 
BY US GOVT DO NOT FIT IN GENERALLY ACCEPTED PRINCIPLES 
INTERNATIONAL TRADEs/RATHER MY COUNTRY CARRYING ON POLICY 
INTERNATIONAL BLOCKADE AND EMBARGO IN ORDER PURSUE NATIONAL 
\ POLITICAL OBJECTIVE, IMPLEMENTATION THESE POLICIES HAS 
. PREJUDICED INTERESTS OTHER COUNTRIES, IN FACT THESE POLICIES 
PREJUDICIAL TO EVERYBODY CONCERNED, THAT REASON WHY HE STATED 
THIS POLICY OF EMBARGO UNREASONABLE, SHOULD THEREFORE BE 
ABOLISHED, MATTER OF FACT THIS POLICY ALREADY PROVOKED EXTREME 
DISSATISFACTION OF PEOPLES EVERY COUNTRY, THAT MADE IT ALL 
MORE NECESSARY DISCUSS THIS SUBJECT, THAT WAS REASON WHY 

THIS SUBJECT ONE OF MATTERS AT ISSUE BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES, 

IN RAISING THIS SUBJECT 1T WAS THEIR DEMAND THAT POLICY 

OF EMBARGO BE LIFTED, LIFTING OF EMBARGO WOULD HELP. IN 
IMPROVEMENT OF RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND US, LIFTING EMBARGO 
NOT ONLY IN INTERESTS CHINESE PEOPLE BUT ALSO IN INTEREST. 
AMERICAN PEOPLE, HE HAD STATED HE HOPED I'D PUT FORWARD MY 
CONCRETE VIEWS WITH REGARD LIFTING EMBARGO BUT MY LAST 
STATEMENT STILL HAD NOT CONTAINED REPLY TO STATEMENT HE HAD 
MADE, HE CONTINUED HOPE |!*D CONSIDER THIS MATTER AND IF | 
FOUND NOT ABLE DO SO THIS MORNING, DO SO NEXT MEETING, 
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12. | REPLIED HE HAD OFTEN SPOKEN OF NECESSITY THESE TALKS 

BEING MUTUALLY ADVANTAGEOUS, NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN TWO 

COUNTRIES SUCH AS OURS COULD NOT BE ONE SIDED, HOWEVER SEEMED 
cm TO ME THUS FAR IN THESE TALKS RESULTS AND EFFORTS OF HIS 
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DISE# HAD BEEN DIRECTED TOWARD SOLELY UNILATERAL ADVANTAGE, 
HE HAD PRESUMABLY RAISED QUESTION OF WHAT HE TERMED "TRADE 
EMBARGO" BECAUSE HE CONSIDERED IT ADVANTAGEOUS HIS SIDE, 

| HAD EXPLAINED TO HIM REASONS US DIDNT CONSIDER IT ADVANTAGEOUS 
UNDER PRESENT CONDITVONS, ON OTHER HAND RENUNCIATION FORCE 
SOMETHING THAT CLEARLY MUTUAL AND ADVANTAGEOUS TO BOTH OF 
US, IF THREAT OF FORCE COULD, AS | HAD SO OFTEN PROPOSED, 
BE REMOVED IT COULD OPEN DOOR TO FRUITFUL DISCUSSION OF 
OTHER SUBJECTS, TRADE POLICIES OF MY COUNTRY WERE NOT CAUSE 
BUT RATHER EFFECT OF THREAT FORCE THAT CONTINUES EXISTS, 

IF THAT THREAT COULD BE REMOVED BY UNEQUIVOCAL RENUNCIATION 
FORCE, !T WOULD REMOVE ONE OF CAUSES THIS POLICY, HIS 

GOVT HAD IT WITHIN !TS POWER REMOVE THAT CAUSE, 


13. | CONTINUED AT OUTSET THESE DISCUSSIONS | POINTED OUT 
ANOTHER CAUSE SERIOUSLY AFFECTING OUR RELATIONS WAS DETENTION 
OF AMEICAN CITIZENS IN HIS COUNTRY, | POINTED OUT AT TIME 
THIS ALSO COULD ONLY BE REMOVED BY ACTION HIS COUNTRY, 

THIS ANOTHER CASE IN WHICH HIS SIDE HAD SOUGHT UNILATERAL 
ADVANTAGE, |tD THOUGHT LAST SEPT, WE'D AGREED UPON COURSE 
ACTION THAT WOULD BE OF MUTUEL ADVANTAGE, YET THINGS APPEARED 
BE GOING BACKWARD AS FAR AS ANY ADVANTAGE TO US CONCERNED, 

NOT ONLY HAD AMERICANS BEEN RELEASED FROM HIS COUNTRY AT WHAT 
IS APPARENTLY RATE CONSIDERABLY SLOWER THAN EVEN BEFORE WE 
ENTERED INTO AGREEMENT BUT ANY POLICY OF WHAT HE HAD TERMED 
LENIENCY APPEARED EVEN BEEN DROPPED, PATTARN NOW APPARENTLY 
BEING ESTABLISHED PERSONS IN PRISON BEING REQUIRED SERVE FULL 
SENTENCE, | NOTED THAT OF LAST THREE PERSONS RELEASED FROM 
PRISON, ALi HAD SERVED FULL TERM SENTENCES, | HAD ALSO BEEN 
DISTURBED NOTE THAT IN SPITE HIS STATEMENTS HERE AND PUBLIC 
STATEMENTS HIS GOVT, ONE HALF OF PERSONS IN PRISON NEVER 
COMMUNI CATED WITH UK CHARGE, THAT THIS NOT ENTIRELY MATTER OF 
THEIR CHOICE CONFIRMED BY FACT FATHER CLIFFORD TOLD US HE HAD 
SPECIFICALLY BEEN REFUSED PERMISSION WRITE UK CHARGE OR TO 

SEE BRITISH CONGEN, FATHER PHILLIPS STATED HE SPECIFICALLY 
TOLD AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ISSUED SEPT 10 NOT APPLICABLE HIM, 
APART FROM ALL OTHER CONSIDERATONS THIS STANDS IN 

STRONG CONTRAST TO OFFER OF WHICH { *’” INFORMED HIM TO INDIAN 


EMBASSY TO VISIT ANY CHINESE IN PRISwi «N US WHETHER HAD 
WRITTEN OR NOT, 
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14, -1| CONTINUED WHOLE SITUATION IS CASE IN WHICH HIS GOVT 
EVEN YET HAD IN !TS POWER BRING ABOUT IMPROVEMENT IN 
RELATIONS BETWEEN US, MY GOVT NOTED FACT HIS AUTHORITIES INVITED 
CERTAIN US NEWSPAPER CORRESPONDENTS RADIO COMENTATORS VISIT 
H!S COUNTRY, - MY GOVT WELCOMED FREE EXCHANGE INFORMATION 
BETWEEN DIFFERENT COUNTRIES IRRESPECTIVE OF WHATEVER POLITICAL 
OR SOCIAL DIFFERENCES MIGHT EXIST BETWEEN THEM, IMPEDIMENT 

TO SUCH EXCHANGES BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES WAS ONE WHICH HAD 
BEEN SET UP BY HIS COUNTRY.AND COULD ONLY BE REMOVED BY 

THIS COUNTRY, DEPT STATE ISSUED PUBLIC STATEMENT IN THIS 
REGARD, IN ORDER THAT HE MIGHT HAVE EXACT TEXT, | G!VING HIM 


COPY, | PARTICULERLY DREW HIS ATTENTION: TO EAST SENTENCE 
THAT STATEMENT, 
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TS, WANG “AID HAD ALWAYS HELD VIEW WE SHOULD BASE OUR 
PSUs t i. Go” JES BETWEEN Of BASIS PRINCIPLE MUTUAL BENF IT, 
Wo SHOlLO Nol BASE DISCUSSION ON UNILATERAL OR ONE..SIDED 
RENE IT CF ONE SIDE, PROBLEMS COULD ONLY BE READILY RESOLVED 
1) Wwe BRACE: OUR DISCUSSION ON FORMER PRINCIPLE, NO PROBLEM 
COSLD Bo CONSIDERED i+ WE CNLY CONSIDERED ONES OWN UNILATERAL 
BENET }i, Wl ALL TALK ABOQUTO THE PRINCIPLE AND WE ALL AGREE 
Wiith ii, HOWEVER, GREAT COk. AAS. BETWEEN TWO SIDES IN 
PRACTICAL CARRYING Sty THIS PRINCIPLE, 


16, WANG ASKED PERMISSION CITE FEW INSTANCES IN RELATIONSHIP 
Betwilt! CHIMA AND US| WHAT US HAD IN FACT MAIRAVAINED WEST 
iO FURSJE 11S CWN UNILATERAL BENEFIT AT EXPENSE OTHER SINE, 

bh) was AS MATTER CF OFAC, US ws A OCCUPYING TERRITORY CHINA 
RATHER TRAN CHINA OCCUPYTING TERRITORY US. Ii WAS oS WHICH 
CAPRY ING ON ECONOMIC EMfARGO AGAINST GHINA AND NOT CHINA 
WHITH CARRYING ON SUCH POLICY, ad QUITE OBVIOUS THAT WHAT 

JS BOING TODAY WAS TQ PURSUE i UNILATERAL BENEFIT AT 














FXPENST CHINAS FAGIS BOING SO | HOW COULD MY GOVT STILL CLING TO 


POLLO) OF CeN BENDD i) WHILE PREJJDiCING BENEID TT THIS COUNTRY, 
HOW COULD SCH POLICY OMNES DED BENEF IT CONTRIBUT 
GEL PONDH GE BETWEEN. (WG COUNTRIES, 


ye) | OUWANG COULD ONLY CERM ABSURD ALi. CHARGES ACAINS HIS COUNTRY 
W! peOoT REGARD TO ACTUAL FACiS, - SEEMED TG HIM 70 
HAVE. - SEER SIPF PROPOSED PCLiC’ EMBARGO BE AROCLISHID 
LOLs BECAUSE ABOL J+ 1ON WOULD BE IN INTEREST OF CHINA ALONE, 





£ iO IMPROVEMCNT 


abe ree POINT OUT SUCH CATEGORIZATICN WRONG, ORIGINAL OBJECTIVE 


OP TS IN EMPOSENG SUG POLICY EMBARGO WAS iRY CREATE 






TPP ULTIES POR CHINA, OBJECTIVE OF US WAS PURSUE OWN SELFISH 
ERST, MOwPVER THINGS HAD NOT TURNED OUT EXACTLY IN ACCORDANCE 
PEASONING My GOVT, REASON EITHER S1DE PROPGSED ABOLITION POLICY 
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! ) - te MTRY:s FACT TURNS GUT TO BE “fw AN 
FA "ED CHIMA BUING BUILT UP, THIS FACT ALPFADY 
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-D, CECAUSE POLICY CMBARGO UNREASON. 
ALL FLOPLE iol OF WORLD INGLUDING 


CANS TAT THEY PROPOSE 17S ABOLITION, FACT Taal EWEN 
IS ALTHORNT ALSO SCME PEOPLE WHO RECOANIZTD 
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Eoxiyav A ISHINMG TRADE EMBARGU PROVED TREAT THIS POLICY 
ATM | INTERSD oF ALL CONCERNED, HUMSER OF rs ii. IN 
cree NM RE TANG CONSTRUCTION OF How AND iNODUGTTRIALIZE9 


MAS GHLSE PESPLE DLLIBERATELY CREATING FALSE 37 RikS 
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, ©6CCW VERY GOOD OPPORTUNTY APTORDELD 19 AMER 


REALS RPOUOTN GS AND NeEWSOMEN TG REPORT ON THIS REGARD PERSONALLY, 





ANS CHARGED US IAD CONS ITENTIY MADE PROFACANDA SAYING 1/15 
holy PRON CURTAIN COUNTRY OR WIAT WE HAYE TERMED BAMBOO 
PEAT COMOUIRYAAND THAT HIS COUNTRY DIDN'T OFFER ACZESS Tc 
SLi OP CHER COUNTRIES TO VISIT IT, THRY HAD CONTINJALLY 
HEP iG MAN. REQUESTS FROM AMERICAL NIWDPAP.® MEN TC 
KINA REPORT MEW > GENERAL PRINCIPLE SO DEAL WITH THIS 
PNG ALUNG ADOPTED BY MCSOL COUNTRIES THAT VISITING 
PAPER DU PL RECIPROCAL THIS PRINCIPLE WHICH SHOULD 
“OW! P 15 THAT AT SAME TIME AMERICAN NEWSPAPERMEN BLING 
MED 4° CANA, CHINESE NEWSPAPERMEN SHOULD ALSO BE 
meaty HS MIOHT ASK If US SUCH A FREE COUNTRY AS WE 
Poo LD TT HaVE PEEK ABLE ADMIT CHINESE NOWSPAPERMEN, 
POM PS HAD NOT ASKED SUCH QUESTIONS Hi3 COVE HAD 
5) NESPAREEMEN TO VIStT Hts COUNTRY, MIGHT SAY 
2 MPLY LiiPONT STEP HIS GOVT. wOUuLD OPP LR OPP TR 
OE CO RREGPONDSENTS Of THOSE AMERICAN NEWOPAPCRS 
pry HAT MIL SLANDLRED HIS COUNTRY TC BE : 
1] 5 COUNT es THIS VISUT WOULD ALS? es: 
OPP rect MSs’ UNDERSTANDING AND PRIENOSHIP BETWLEN ee 
wl (7)! Pye Ss 


. NOW THA HS GOVT ACCEPTED REQUEST VARIOUS 
ND COMMENTATORS TO ViGiT HIS COUNTRY, ANY ATTEMPT 


1? or HHESE NEWSMEN OR TC RAISE ARC OCLUTELY 
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UNREASONABLE DEMAND IN THIS REGARD HE COULD CNLY CONSIDER 24 
IMPROPER, THIS WOULD AMOUNT TO DELIBERATE GRSTRUCTION ON PART — 
My GOVT AGAINST THOSE AMERICAN CORRESPONDENTS TC MAKE PERSONAL a 
TGR HIS COUNTRY AND HAVE FACTS, THIS WOULD AMOUNT 10 xa 
DELIBERATE ATTEMPT Oh: PART US GOVT TO CONTINUE REFUSE FACE 7g 
FACTS ON CHINA, ALL THIS WOULD MAKE US BY ITS OWN VOLITION ce 
WHAT iT ALWAYS CALLS AN !RON CURTAIN COUNTRY, THIS WOULD SHOW a 
US GOVT DELIBERATELY CRATING FUTHER OBSTRUCTIONS RATHER a 
v THAN REMOVING EXISTING OBSTRUCTIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND US, snes 
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C CONDEMNATION OF ALL PEOPLE INCLUDING AMERICAN PRESS, Ree. 
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’ 20. WANG CONTINUED FAR AS QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS CONCERNED, 


THEY ALSO SEE THAT WHAT US GOVT SAID GROSSLY AT VARIANCE 

et TH WHAT ACTUALLY CARRIED OUT, | NOT YET GIVEN ANY ACCOUNTING 
iOS: FOOPLE WHOSE NAMES HE HAD GIVEN ME IN COURSE DISCUSSICN, 
NIMPCR CHINESE WHO RECENTLY RETURNED FROM US HAVE TOLD OF 
VARIOJS OBSTRUCTIONS RELATED TO THEIR RETURN OFFERED BY US 
SOVi. MANY THESE PEOPLE WHO RETURNED HAD EXPRESSED DcSIRE 
RETURN HIS COUNTRY BUT IN AND S MY COUNTRY MADC REPLATCD 
AVifM. (S FORCE OR INDUCE THEM GO TAIWAN, IN AND S OBJECTED 

7O THEIR RETURN ON GROUNDS CHINA WHAT WE CALL COMMUNIST 
COUNTRY. SOME OF THEM GIVEN UNREASONABLE TIME LIMIT TO 
QEPARTURE SO COULDNOT BRING ALONG PERSONAL POSS:.SS!ONS--EVeN 
CLOTHING, ALL THOSE ACTIONS OF MY COUNTRY VIOLATc SFIRIT 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, THIS PICTURE GROSSLY AT VARIANCE CI HR 
WHA US SAID REGARD SO-CALLED FREE DEPARTURE ChINESE FROM 

MY COUNTRY, 


of the United States 


21. | REPLIED FACT REMAINED INSPITE THESE VAGUE CHARGLS 
CHINESE, EVEN IN ACCORDANCE HIS OWN STATEMENT, STEADILY 
RiLTURNING HIS COUNTRY WHENEVER DESIRE DO SO, FACT RCMAINE! 
ANY JiEM FELT WERE BEING OBSTRUCTEDD COULD COMMUN! CATE 
WITH HIDIAN EMBASSY. FACT REMAINED INDIAN EMBASSY HANDNOT CALLED 
OUR ALTENTION SINGLE CASE SUCH OBSTRUCTION, FACT REMAINC 

PROM VERY OUTSET TALKS | MADE IT CLEAR OUR INTEREST WAS IN 
OBTAINING RELEASE ALL AMERICANS DETAINED HIS COUNTRY. | 

(HOUSHT, My PEOPLE THOUGHT, MY GOVT THOUGHT, THIS HAD BEEN 

AGRELD TO BY HIS AUTHORITIES IN OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SEPT 

iC. FACT REMAINED IN SPITE AGREEMENT BETWEEN US AMERICANS 

SVILL BLING DETAINED IN HIS COUNTRY, AND OF THOSE WHO REMAINED, 
iHEIR SPTUATION APPEARED TO BE EVEN MORE UNFAVORABLE THAN 

PRIOR ISSUANCE AGREED ANNOUNCMENT; WHEREAS EVEN BEFORE 

AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SOME OF THEM BEING RELEASED PRIOR TO FULL 
TERM SENTENCES THAT HAD UNJUSTLY BEEN SERVED UPON THEM, 

NOW APPCARS BE PATTERN NAME THOSE THAT REMAIN SERVE FULL 
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135, AUGUST 9, 9 PM FXOM GENEVA (SECTION Fiv¥e OF FL vt.) 


oo | Tabs © OUND 1T DIFRICULT SEE WHAT ADVANTAGE THERE - 
REEM tO liy COUNTRY IN ISSUANCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, IN 
low THIS SLitATION AND TREATMENT ACCORDED THESE AMERICANS 
WHO ALREADY IN HIS COUNTRY 1T CERTAINLY CANNOT BE EXPECTED 
COUT WOULD APPROVE MORE AMERICANS PLACING THEMSELVES 
VTE! SURISDICTION HIS AUTHORITIES, THIS JUST PLAIN COMMON 
ENSE, 4ND Mf GOVT WOOULD BE DELINQUENT OF ITS 
RESPONSIE ILLTY TOWARD ITS CITIZENS IF iT TOOK ANY OTHER 
hyITUOL, OIF HE DESIRED HAVE AMERICANS VISIT HIS COUNTRY IT 
MIYTYRELY WITHIN POWER HIS AUTHORITIES REMOVE THIS PRESENT 
eT SOEMENT TO THEIR DOING SO; 1 EARNESTLY HOPED THEY DO SO, 


23. LANG SAID HIS EXPLANATION AND REPLY REGARDING QUESTICN 
CIVILIANS, CSPECIA.LY REGARDING CHINESE CIVILIANS IN US, 
[> oT APPCER SATISFACTORY TO HIM, HE CONSIDERED MY CHARGE 


CALS @ ibs COUNTRY REGARDING AMEICAN CIVILIANS IN CHINA UN- 
Kh ASOMABLE,. THCY DID NOT ACCORD WETH FACT, HE THEREFORE 
OULD NOT ACCEPT THIM, WITH REGARD QUESTION AMERICAN CORRUS- 
POM TS AHO REQUEST GO CHINA, FACT WAS US GOVT DID NOT WANT 
Pit OO-18 PROVENTING THEM FROM DOING SO, HE COULD ONLY SAY 
ih AGAIN. T PLAIN COMMON SENSE AND ENTIRELY POLICY DIRCCTED 
O OUFRTTN FEOPLE, SUCH POLICY WOULD NOT 3SRING ANY GOOD TO 


' «+ 





of the United States 


boom oe INDICATING | HAD NOTHING F JRHTER, WANG SUGGESTED 
.) MELT} TUESDAY AUG 21. | AGREGD, 
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Dear Walter: 


Thanks very much for getting the Department's August 7 
press statement to me before the meeting. It was an excellent 
statement, saying the right things in the right way and I was 
able to make good use of it. However, I don't think we should 
believe that it will in fact accelerate the release of the re- 
maining prisoners, The Chinese Communists full well knew we 
would take this position before they approved the applications 
and they did so first as a propaganda gesture in an attempt to 
put us on the spot, and secondly in the belief that our posi- 
tion will be undermined by some of the correspondents going 
regardless of what we say. It is going to be very hard for 


them to go in face of the Department's statement, but I fears , 


this may not deter some of them, ae pey hope to set up 
controversy between the DepartmentSe,;néws agencies so that 

it will not be an issue between ourselves and the Chinese, 

but between the Department and the news agencies. It is a 
very clever move on their part and I am surprised they haven't 
done so before now. You will note that in discussing it to- 
day I carefully avoided saying anything about our "forbidding" 
correspondents to go or making any flat statements that none 
would go. I very much had in mind our discussion with Her- 
mann before I came over here on the whole legal position in 
this regard, I suppose if they do go and get away with it 

we will be faced with the problem of some of the relatives 

of prisoners wanting to go. 


I haven't much to add to my comment telegram. The whole 
thing has become so abstract and the same things have been 
said so often that I find it difficult to Keep my grip on 
it or think of any new way of saying it, 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Ghinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C, 
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Strange we have not heard anything from O'Neill. Hope 
we have something from him as well as the interviews witb 
the Chinese prisoners before next meeting. However, with re- 
gard to the latter even if some want to go I do not think it 
would be wise to say anything to Wang or the Indians until 
they have actuelly left. If we do and any of them change 
their minds or there are other slip-ups it would have been 
better to have said nothing. 














Thanks for your letter of August 3. Dave is going over 
the material on the missing POWs. Incidentally you should 
know that between meetings he is working the Economic Section 
here and getting some good experience in ECE sub-committee 
meetings, etc.. Vreeland, who the consulate has made available 
for reporting the meetings is an excellent man and the whole 
arrangement is now working out very well. 


Incidentally could you have someone send us two copies 
of the recent Yale University publication on “Chinese Language 
Reform" on which there was an article in the August 5 New 
York Times, We can make use of one of them and I have in 
mind using the other to give Wang if and when a suitable 
opportunity develops. 


Regards to all, 






Sincerely, 






‘ Johnson 
Ambassador 
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Dear Alex; 





There has been quite a stir throvvhout the past week over the issus 


of the rrovosed visits of Arerican correspondents to Cormunist China. 


hee RAW 


Peining tired their decision to authorize visas for the newsmen pretty 


shrewdly. The kmovled:e that entry would be granted by the Chinese 


of the United States 


te 

© 

Communists vas just enourh of a catalyst to set the pot to voiline very - 

N 

( vicorously. As lone as there was some dovbt thether the newsmen could 
> 

actually obtain ontry into Comm:nist China, the issue was more or less ~ 

ui 


acacemic and oressure vas accordinsly: moderate. Now it has increased 
to a coint where it can be contained only with ;reat difficulty. 


linc Vhite in his first round with the newsmen after word was received 
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that visas were obtainable, put the emphasis alrcost completel, on non= 
reco:nition as the reason for the non-validation cf passports. Thia came 
umder consideratle fire since its vulncrability “as pretty obvious in 
the existing situation. Very influential p-blishing f: gures incloding 
Sulzberyer of the New York “TMmes intervened quite actively in favor of 
ca the granting of authorization for the visits. They cot in tovch with the 
\ White House as well as with the Department, 
/ The Honorable 
\ U, Alexis Johnson, 
a American Ambassador now at Geneva, 


oe American Consulate General, 
Fe Geneva. 
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The Secretary felt that we would have to rely on the issve of the 


imprisoned Americans as the reason for holding the line. This vas something 





tancible that everybody covld understand. It is difficult to refute. Of 


course it has the drawback that it overlooks the other cogent reasons 





which exist or micht exist for continwing the policy after the vossible 
release of the 10 Americans. Also it does not cive us a complete basis 
for axcluding visits to iorth “orea and North Vietnam, which are included 


in the passport ban. However it is the basis which has been selected to 


@ | stand on. If all the Americans are rebised end if there is no new element 
© 

a in the situation, presurably we would have to authorise visits. And it is 
a2) 

s doubtful if we coula discriminate in favor of newsmen as a class and 

Cc 

: 1 against others with strong practical reasons for visiting Hainiand China. 

= 

“4 | The press reastion, except for Yavid Lawrence's colimn has been cuite 
oO 


eritical of the Benariment's policy. I om enclosing a larce batch of clircines 
asserbled »v John Lindbeck. These need not be returned. 


As rou were informed in the Department's 135, the American Red Cross 
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has arreed to undertake the visits te the Chinese convicts to ascertain 


their wishes. ‘he Ned Cress shevwed no hesitation in undertaking the +ask 





end is coins avout it in a business-like manner. We decided not *o send 
a Departvental officer alons with than. It would have meant the loss to CA 


of Ralph Clouch for two weeks or both Ralph and Joe Naroski for one week and 


on eo er ee + ey 


a considerable slice out of FTE's travel funds. If we had thourht that it 


“| would improve our position, we wouldn't have hesitated ‘to rake the sacrifice. 
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However, we do not think that sending a Dmartmental officer along would have 
the slichtest effect on the attitude of either the Chinese Cormunists 
or the Indians, except perhaps to strengthen the Chinsse Communist 
argument that we were arranging to release a selected fraction of the larce 
number of Chinese in prison for propaganda purposes. As far as the public 
in general is concerned, we are satisfied that the ed Cross visits will 
be adequate proof that each individual was ¢iven an impartial hearing and 
a free cioice. 

A Red Cross representative came in on Avgust 10 to work out the details. 
They have named two of their senior men to do the job, one taking the 
prisons in the West and the other those in the Bast. They will come to 
Washington on the 15th to be briefed and will berin their visits on iomday, 
Aurust 20. We estimate that they will Se able to corplete the job within 
that week. Enclosed is the letter we propose sending to the prisoners 
acvising them of the imperding Red Cross visits. 

If all foes as planned, we should know by the meeting following that 
of August 21 how many convicts wish to co to Mainland Chima, co to Taiwan 
or stay eee they are. We should appreciate your thoughts on how to get 
the an + from the operation from that point on. We are tentatively 
thinking of having any who wished to go to Mainland China write to the 
Indian Enbassy. This would bring the Indians back into the act; they covld 
hardly refuse to assume responsibility when an individual prisoner had 


written to them. We would expect also to shift the cost of deportation 


to the Chinese Cormunists, by having the convict request financial assistance 





+ SURI 


of the United States 
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for his return. 


We may wish to make the vhole story public at some point. It 
does not seem likely that public pressure of this sort would cause the 
Chinese Cormunists to shift the position they have so firmly taken - apparently 
in order not to be compelled to let all the Americans go immediately. 
However, we have a food case and if we place it before the world before the 
Chinese Commmists do, it will put them on the defensive and demonstrate 
te any reasonable verson why the United States has reason to be distrustful 
of Chinese Corsunist promises. Flease give us your views. 

Your letter No. kl of July 26 came August 7. Thanks for it and for 
the news and for the comments it contained. We had already sent out your 
guidance for the August 9 meeting when your letter arrived. Before the next 
meeting, we will consider the question of what you might be able to imply 
recarding the trade diseussions in the event of a satisfactory agreement on 
renunciation of force and the release of the ocrisoners. 

Certainly nothing new is in prospect on the horigon as grist for your 
mill in the next fow meetings. It looks as if it will be the same old 
wine and it will be difficult to mut it in any new botties. 

I am sorry that we still don't have the complete text of the letter 
from Bob McCann. Even the excerpt which I mentioned has been missplaced 
temporarily. We hope to have it Jor the next pouch. 

You may be interested in the language used by "Observer" in the 
People's Daily on August 8 commenting on the Egyptian crisis.in supporting 


the Egyptian position, "Observer" says: "The time has long passed when 
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Be 7 when one could settie questions by the threat of force or arzed interventicn." 


Further on he declares: "Mo problem can be solved by the threat of force or 
armed intervention". Cf course in the Sey;ptian crisis as in the case of 
Taiwan tre Chinese Corrunists hold thet the threat of force is entirely 
from the ovtside and that there is no such threat from themselves with 
respect to Taiwan or from the Egyptians with respect to the Suez Canal. 
Congratulations from us all on the weli merited corsendation 
from the President, a copy of which has come to us. ‘his is imieed a 
sipmal and well deserved honor. I will see to it that a copy of the letter 


gees to your tersommel file. 


of the United States 


Tuesday is an awkward cay for your meeting from the “ashing 


— 


ton 
standsoint. We will need to cet your qidance off Thursday or Friday. 


tlowever it should be easy to shape it up since nothing new is contenplated, 


The Secretary leaves con Vecnesda; for the Suez Confermmce snd tir. “obertson 
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is dce back frem leave next Monday the 20th. 


nerards and all the dest fran everyone here. 


Om ee ee 


Sincerely, 


Walter °,. MeConau shy 


- Enclosures: 
seul 1. Nevscaper clippings 


2. Draft of proposed letter to Chinese prisoners. 
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LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 

Guidance for Avgust 21 meeting. 

1. Maintain position that you willing listen to Wang's views on 
embargo but that it is unrealistic expect discuss fruitfully this 
collateral problem until principle renunciation of force has been accepted. 


So long as Chinese Comiunists threaten to settle disputes by force __ 





e i oon 
| i 
& 
yy 


m: 
threatened party cannot be expected contribute directly or indirec ¥ 


B/W 


(F+e7e6 a bor 


w 
through trade to build-up of that force. Urge Communists give furjher 


Te134U98)9 


ee 


consideration US April 16 revision of Wang draft as acceptable formula for 


of the United States 


mutually edvantageous renunciation of force in Taiwan area, 


2. Keiterate US dissatisfaction with continued detention t en Ameri.canh | 
Do not volunteer further reference to US refusal of passports to j burnalistied 
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desiring visit Communist China, as overemphasis probably self-def u| P.. 
However, if Wang mentions subject, possibly citing US editorials | if 
his view, reaffirm position taken in press release of August 7. zg 
that US Government justified in withholding its approval of travel its 

| nationals in country where American citizens are still subjected to ta ? 

| deprivation of basic humen rights. Point out that US Government has He Of 

| ‘ene | m5 u._| Pos, 

| xen || fs = 
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responsibility for welfare of citizens abroad and when any are wromfully vq 


detained hy foreign government not conforming accepted international 
standards serious internetional problem created. 


3. FYI American Red Cross will commence interviewing Chinese 
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prisoners August 20. Expect know results prior your next meeting. Still 
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no word from O'Neill on results his approach Peiping. 
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Dear Walter: 


I am starting this letter to you Monday evening 
to deal with some of the matters raised in your letter 
of August 13, and will finish it after the meeting to- 
morrow, 


First, let me say that I was startled and dis- 
tressed at this week's TIME story directly quoting me 
on the talks, particularly on my alleged remarks con- 
cerning reduction of dangers of war in the Taiwan area, 
While from a domestic point of view the story is favor- 
able, and TIME'S intentions were the best, it is not 
of any help to the talks. I saw the story immediately 
on my arrival here last night and today got hold of 
the correspondent to whom I talked last week. I told 
him first that it was my clear understanding that our 
conversation was, as in the past, entirely background, 
and secondly, I had a very clear recollection that 
when he had asked me concerning the effects in the 
Taiwan area I had refused to discuss it even for back- 
ground, saying only that he could speculate on that as 
well as I could, When I raised this with him today he 
admitted, as confirmed by the PAO here, that when ar- 
rangements were made for him to see me it was under- 
stood that it was not an interview but that during the 
course of our conversation I had at a couple of points 
said “don't quote me on this" and therefore he assumed 
that it was alright to quote me on other points! This 
is pretty thin and I told him so, With regard to the 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 
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alleged remarks concerning Taiwan, he agrees that I did 
not say this in our conversation but that I had said 
something to that effect some five or six months ago 
which he had quoted to TIME at that time and that based 
on my statements to him that there had been no sub- 
stantive change with respect to the negotiations during 
recent months TIME had now picked up and used the quote, 
This is even thinner and I have asked him to let TIME 
know in very definite terms that I am very perturbed over 
it. I am sorry that it happened as I have thus far been 
fairly successful in my relations with newsmen here and 
dislike having this mar the record, 

I certainly agree that the issue of American 
correspondents travelling to Communist China has created 
areal stir. They timed this very cleverly and the re- 
sults have probably exceeded their rosiest expectations, 
As I indicated in my telegram from Prague, I think the 
damages to us and their purposes are already largely 
accomplished and the issue of whether newsmen now go or 
not is now substantially secondary. I would hope we 
could find some way of recovering from the situation, 
but the only thoughts I had in this regard were contained 
in my telegram. I know that it must be terribly difficult 
to handle, particularly with the Secretary away, and you 
have my full sympathy. I suspect that Wang will find it 
difficult to resist the temptation to throw it at me 
tomorrow, and my present inclination is to counter by 
noting the virtual unanimity of the press on the import- 
ance of imprisoned Americans being released and thus try 
to get back to implementation, I feel this might be 
somewhat more profitable than confining myself to the 
line suggested in the guidance for tomorrow's meeting, 
although I will of course also use that as necessary, 


4 


With regard to the Chinese in prison, I agree that 
considering all the circumstances it is probably better 
for the Red Cross alone to see them, I am glad to know 
that visits are now getting underway, My thoughts with 
regard to handling it from thereon are as follows: 


If any desire to go to Communist China I doubt the 
wisdom of having them write to the Indian Embassy to 
obtain passage money. While I am thoroughly sympathetic 
with the idea of the Chicoms being made to pay their 
way if possible, I am fearful that they would use this 
in every way possible to sabotage the program, I can 
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think of several ways in which they could do this and 
their imagination is even more fertile than ours, By 
in effect making it dependent upon Peiping's agreement 
to furnish passage money, we give them an opening that 
we can be sure they will use to the maximum in every 

way to embarrass us, I therefore wonder whether it 

would not be worth the difference in cost to us to pay 
the additional expense to transport them to Hong Kong. 


With respect to publicity, I think that we should 
make a public announcement at the time the men are em- 
barked which would contain: (a) a few brief sentences 
on the belated Peiping interest in these men and their 
effort to use them as a justification for continuing 
to hold Americans (b) the Red Cross interviews (c) the 
action taken to permit their return, names, and any other 
such pertinent details. I would entirely omit any mention 
of our invitation to the Indians, Chinese Communist's re- 
fusal to permit the Indians to act, etc., First this 
would bog down the whole press release in involved ex- 
planations, the inevitable necessity of trying to explain 
the Chicom's attitude, why we have gone ahead in spite 
of that attitude, etc., etc., I woukd also think that 
from the standpoint of both the Indians and Taipei its 
omission would be best, and would suggest that before 
putting out the press release we call in the Indians and 
tell them what we are doing. I would think that it would 
gain only appreciation from the Indian side, If the 
Chinese later desire to come out with an expression of 
their attitude and attempt to explain it, let them do 
so as no rational person will be able to follow them, 


I would say nothing to Wang here until the men are 
actually embarked, This would in all probability mean 
that I would not be able to say anything to him until 
after the press release had been issued although I see 
no great harm in this. On the other hand I would call 
in the Indians shortly before the issuance of the press 
release, give them the text, and if not included in the 
release, the names of the persons being released, 


With regard to the timing of meetings, I have been 
proceeding on the assumption that the Department con- 
tinued to desire that I suggest no interval longer than 
@ week and leave it up to him to push it beyond that 
time if he desires, Therefore, I agreed to a Tuesday 
meeting this week rather than push it up longer to 
Thursday. However, I will bear in mind that you prefer 
a Thursday meeting, as do I, 
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In thinking about the possibility of a break, it 
has occurred to me that we have perhaps been over- 
simplifying the way they may attempt to bring it about, 
It seems to me that he might well attempt to take the 
attitude that it is no use having further meetings 
until I have something "new and constructive" to present 
and when I do he will be glad to meet with me at any 
time I designate, In such an event I would of course 
refuse to accept any such condition, point up its 
ultimatum aspects, and making a definite proposal for 
the date of the next meeting strive to obtain a definite 
acceptance or rejection from him, However, it is pos- 
sible that the situation might become somewhat confused, 


August 21 


Well, things livened up a bit at today's meeting and 
his performance confirmed my feeling they are continuing 
to build up their case along the lines of Chou's People's 
Congress speech, He placed me in a dilemma which I was 
able to avoid today and was able to counterattack, How- 
ever, the situation is going to be much more difficult 
next meeting and harder for me to maintain the objectives 
of assuring continuation of the talks and also carrying 
out my other instructions with regard discussion of re- 
nunciation of force and trade, I know you will consider 
all this in my guidance for the next meeting. Whereas 
I would not expect any clean break at the next meeting it 
is possible that he might try a gambit along the lines of 
the first paragraph at the top of this page, or set the 
stage to pull it later on. Of course, once I have taken 
a flat stand against discussion of trade until renunciation 
of force is resolved it would be very difficult for me to 
recede from it and this can well start us on the road to 
an actual or de facto break. On the other hand I recognize 
the almost insuperable difficulties of giving me any basis 
on which I could discuss trade in a positive sense even 
contingent on a satisfactory renunciation of force. You 
will note I have carefully avoided thus far even stating 
the converse of my present instructions, that is trade 
discussions might be "fruitful" if renunciation of force 
was agreed upon. They could, of course, well exploit 
just the fact of discussion of trade even on a contingent 
basis. I do not know what the answers can be but hope 
you will give me the maximum of straws with which to 
build my bricks, (I have written this before writing my 
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"comment telegran" = in the way of doing some “thinking 
out loud" with you. 


All the best to ali, 


Sincerely, 





Johnson 
assador 


P.S. I was tremendously surprised and naturally most 
pleased at the President's letter which I received 
at Prague through EE last Friday. I have trans- 


mitted an acknowledgment through EE which I asked 
they show FE before sending on, 
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LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 


FROM JOHNSON 


ONE HOUR FIFTY MINUTE MEETING TODAY, | OPENED WITH STATEMENT 
ALONG LINES PARA ONE DEPTEL 176. WANG REPLIED STATING "DID 


NOT DENY DECLARATION FORCE ONE OF CENTRAL ISSUES" FAILURE 
REACH AGREEMENT DUE US PERSISTENCE "UNREASONABLE DEMANDS" 
AND "DELIBERATELY CREATING OBSTACLES," MERELY SAYING 


SHOULD NOT ABANDON SEARCH FOR DECLARATION AND "NOT OFFERING 


CONCRETE CHANGES” DID NOT CONTRIBUTE PROGRESS. SHOULD NOT 
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ENTANGLE OURSELVES ANY LONGER THIS REGARD, PLEASED NOTE THAT 


| WILLING LISTEN TO HIS CONCRETE OPINIONS ON TRADE AND 


PROPOSED DRAFT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT (TEXT BY SEPARATE TELE- 
GRAMM), 


IN REPLY | REBUTTED HIS STATEMENTS ON RESPONSIBILITY LACK 
PROGRESS RENUNCIATION FORCE AND REITERATED INHERENT RE- 
LATIONSHIP TO SUBJECT TRADE AVOIDING ANY DIRECT COMMENT ON 
HIS PROPOSAL, DURING CONSIDERABLE GIVE AND TAKE HE THEN 
TRIED HARD TIE ME DOWN TO EITHER FLAT REFUSAL OR COMMITMENT 
DISCUSS HIS PROPOSAL. & AVOIDED BOTH, FROM AMOUNT CONFER- 
RING HIS ASSISTANTS OVER MY REPLIES AND OTHER SIGNS, GAINED 
DEFITIE IMPRESSION HIS INTENTS WAS TO SET STAGE FOR AT 


LEAST PUBLIC STATEMENT IF | FLATLY REFUSED, OR IN EVEN COUNT 


OBTAIN CO!MITMENT DISCUSS TO, PROPCSE SO INFORMING PRESS, 


DURING SUBSEQUENT GIVE AND TAKE | PICKED UP HIS STATEMENT 


THAT "REASONABLE RESOLUTION" TRADE PROBLEM "WOULD CONTRIBUTE 


TO RESOLUTION OTHER DISFUTES" AS OCCASION FOR REVIEWING 
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lan .2-  \67, AUGUST 21, 2 PM FROM GENEVA be 
| QUCSIONS !'S HAD THUS FAR PRESENTED HERE, THAT 1S, DETAINED & 


AMERICANS, RENUNCIATION FORCE, AND MISSING UNC PERSONNEL, 
ASKING HIM WHETHER IMPLICATION HIS STATEMENT THESE PROBLEMS 
WOULD BE RESOLVED IF US AGREED WITH THEM ON TRADE MATTERS, 
HE AVOIDED TRAP, IN REPLY MY REVIEW CONCESSIONS WE HAD MADE 
I; AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO OBTAIN RESOLUTION PROBLEM DETAINED 
AMERICANS AND OUR DISAPPOINTMENT AT RESULTS HE REPLIED THAT 
lF US HAD "FAITHFULLY ABIDED BY ANNOUNCEMENT SITUATION WOULD 
RE MUCH MCRE SATISFACTORY." {| OF COURSE REJECTED THIS, 

IN) REPLY MY REVIEW CONCESSIONS WE HAD MADE ON RENUNC! ATION 
FORCE HE SAID IF US HAD ACCEPTED PRINCIPLE OF MUTUAL RESPECT 
IN MAY 71 DRAFT AGREEMENT COULD HAVE BEEN REACHED, HE RE- 
ILCTED MISSING PERSONNEL AS NOT IN TERMS OF REFERENCE 

AGRECD HIS PROPOSAL NEXT MEETING THURSDAY SEPT 6, RETURNING 
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FOLLOWING TEXT DRAFT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WANG PRESENTED TODAY; 


"IN ORDER TO BRING ABOUT A GRADUAL IMPROVEMENT OF SINO- 
AMERICAN RELATIONS AND RELAXATION OF INTERNATIONAL TENSION, 
AMABASSADOR WANG PING-NAN, ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT OF 
THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA, AND AMBASADOR U, ALEXIS 
JOHNSON, ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA, AGREE TO ANNOUNCE; THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
AND IHE UNITED STASES OF AMERICA HOLD THAT THEY SHOULD ADOPT 
MEASURES RESPECTIVELY ON THEIR OWN INITIATIVE TO ELIMINATE 
THE FXISTING BARRIERS WHICH INTERFERE WITH TRADE BETWEEN 
THEIR TWO “OUNTRIES," 
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FROM: GENEVA 





TO: Secretary of State 


NO: 1/2, AUGUST 21, 6:00 P.M. 
LIMIT \%iSTRIBUTION, FROM JOHNSON 


(OMMENTS TODAY'S MEETING: 





RELIEVE WANG'S TACTICS TODAY DIRECTED TOWARD FACING US WITH 
Di LEMMA OF WHETHER TO REFUSE ANY DISCUSSION TRADE AND THEREBY 
BUILD UP THEIR POSIT!ON ON CONTINUATION TALKS ALONG LINES 
r-HOU'S PEOPLES CONGRESS SPEECH, OR TO AGREE TO DISCUSSION, 
WHEN ANY AGREEMENT OUR PART DISCUSS TRADE, HOWEVER TENATIVE 
OR CONTINGENT, WOULD BE EXPLOITED BY THEM TO ACCELERATE 
UNDERMINING OUR INTERNATIONAL POSITION ON TRADE CONTROLS. 

CAN ANTICIPATE HE WILL SHARPEN DILEMMA AND INTENSIFY ATTEMPT 
BRING PRESSURE THIS REGARD NEXT MEETING. IF WE TAKE POSITION 
‘LAT REFUSAL DISCUSS ANTICIPATE THEIR ACTION WILL FIRST BE 
PUBLIC STATEMENT THEN ATTEMPT BRING FURTHER PRESSURE ON US 

thy PROPOSING RECESS UNTIL US HAS "SOME NEW AND CONCRETE 
PROPOSAL” WHEN THEY WILLING MEET AT US REQUEST THIS WOULD 
\\.SO ENABLE THEM MAINTAIN PCSTURE OF "REASONABLENESS" AND 
AYOID CONUS OF DEFINITIVE BREAK. 
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MEPT WILL ALSO NOTE AT TODAY'S MEETING HIS RENEWED INVITATION 
SUBMIT NEW DRAFT ON RENUNCIATION AND MY POINTING OUT WE HAD : 
SUBMIT 1ED TWO SUCCESSIVE DRAFTS. DEPT WILL ALSO NOTE | HAVE — 
THUS FAR AVOIDED STATING CONVERSE MY PRESENT INSTRUCTIONS ON 
rPADC, THAT |S ANY STATEMENT TRADE DISCUSSION COULD BE 
'PRUITFUL” TF RENUNCIATION FORCE AGREED. WHILE RECOGNIZE 
PIFFICULTY AUTHORIZING ME STATE CONVERSE, IF IT IS POSSIBLE 
bO SO MAY ENABLE ME DEVELOP LINE THAT WOULD BE USEFUL NEXT 
MEETING. WILL APPRECIATE MAXIMUM GUIDANCE AND SUGGESTIONS 
DEPT ABLE GIVE ME MEET PROBABLE SITUATION AT NEXT MEETING. 
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-2- 173, AUGUST 21, 7 P.M. (SECTION ONE OF FOUR), FROM GENEVA 


NUNC IATION FORCE. IN FACT, BELIEVE ANY RATIONAL AND DIS- 
PASSIONATE CONSIDERATION OF MATTER OF TRADE WOULD ONLY RE- 
INFORCE POINT HAVE SO OFTEN MADE HERE: =--THAT TRADE PROBLEM 
STANDS IN COLLATERAL RELATION TO PROBLEM WE DEALING WITH IN 
OUR DISCUSSIONS RENUNCIATON FORCE. THAT !S, SO LONG AS 

THREAT AND POSSIBILITY EXIST THAT GOODS RECEIVED IN TRADE 
WOULD BE USED SUPPORT HOSTILE ACTION AGAINST FORCES MY COUNTRY, 
1T NOT REALISTIC EXPECT MY COUNTRY LOOK WITH FAVOR ON SUCH 
TRADE. 


D. ANOTHER REASON WHY | SHOULD BE GLAD HEAR YOUR VIEWS ON 
TOPIC TRADE 1S THAT IN YOUR REMARKS SO FAR YOU GIVEN NO 
INDICATION WHAT ADVANTAGE YOU EXPECT OR DEMAND FROM DISCUSSION 
THAT TOPIC. YOU HAVE TALKED IN VAGUE GENERAL TERMS OF WHAT 
YOU CALL POLICY INTERNATIONAL BLOCKADE AND EMBARGO, AND 
DEMANDED ITS ABOLITION. 1 NOT AWARE ANY BLOCKADE BY MY 
COUNTRY. AS FOR WHAT YOU TERM "EMBARGO" YOU HAVE REPEATEDLY 
AVOIDED MY QUESTIONS AS TO JUST WHAT ASPECT OR ASPECTS THIS 
MATTER YOU HAD IN MIND. YOU HAVE DENIED YOUR COUNTRY HAS 
EXPERIENCED ANY DIFFICULTY AS RESULT TRADE POLICIES MY 
COUNTRY. YOU HAVE ACKNOWLEDGED PRINCIPLE TRADE SHOULD TAKE 
PLACE ONLY ON TERMS MUTUAL BENEFIT; YET THAT PRECISELY 
PURPOSE TRADE POLICIES MY COUNTRY. WHERE TRADE CAN OR MAY 
HAVE EFFECT SUPPORTING USE FORCE AGAINST ONE OF PARTIES TO 
EXCHANGE, HOW CAN IT BE CONSIDERED MUTUALLY BENEFICIAL? 


E. SO FAR YOUR REMARKS ON SUBJECT TRADE SEEM BE UTTERLY 

OUT OF KEEPING WITH YOUR POSITION IN INTRODUCING TOPIC, 

WHEN YOU SEEMED HAVE IN MIND SOME SPECIFIC ADVANTAGE YOUR 
COUNTRY. YOU SAY WHAT YOU CALL POLICY EMBARGO SHOULD BE 
ABOLISHED, NOT FOR GOOD YOUR COUNTRY, BUT FOR GOOD OF MY 
COUNRY AND OTHER COUNTRIES. INASMUCH AS MEASURES WITH REGARD 
TRADE WITH YOUR COUNTRY WHICH ARE IN EFFECT MY COUNTRY AND 
OTHERS COUNTRIES HAVE BEEN EFFECTED ACCORDANCE THEIR RES- 
PECTIVE SOVEREIGN DECISIONS AND INTERESTS; | FIND THIS POSITION 
YOURS HARD UNDERSTAND. 


F. YOU ALSO SAY WHAT YOU SEEK IN DEMANDING ABOLITION THESE 
MEASURES 1S GENERAL IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR TWO 
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COUNTRIES. AS HAVE OFTEN POINTED OUT YOU HERE, IN ADDITION 
CARYING OUT OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SEPT 10 LAST YEAR FIRST 
ESSENTIAL STEP TO IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES 
1S AGREEMENT ON MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION FORCE. ONLY BY SO 
DOING CAN WE APPROACH PEACEFUL RESOLUTION OUR DIFFERENCES 
--WHATEVER THEIR NATURE--IN ATMOSPHERE FREE FROM OVERHANGING 
THREAT FORCE. YET PRACTICAL EFFECT YOUR PRESENT INSiSTENCE 
ON PRIOR DISCUSSION TRADE IS TO DELAY AGREEMENT ON RENUN- 
CIATION FORCE, THUS PUT OFF, RATHER THAN HASTEN, |MPROVEMENT 
RELATIONS. WOULD WELCOME ANY CONCRETE VIEWS YOU CAN PUT 
FORWARD THIS MORNING THAT WILL CLARIFY THESE PO!WwiS. 
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C —— 2.:»~=«- SPEAKING FROM NOTES, WANG REPLIED HE DID NOT DENY DE- 
CLARATION ON RENUNCIATION FORCE ONE OF CENTRAL ISSUES IN 
DISPUTE BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES, AS MATTER FACT THIS PATIENT 
ATTITUDE THEIR SIDE WAS FULLY PROVED BY FACT THEY PUT FORWARD 
THREE DRAFTS FOR SUCH DECLARATION AND JOINED IN DISCUSSION 
THIS TOPIC FOR AS LONG AS TEN MONTHS, HOWEVER FAILURE SO 
FAR REACH AGREEMENT OR MAKE PROGRESS IN DISCUSSION THIS 
TOP!C MAKING DECLARATION RENOUNCING USE FORCE HAS BEEN DUE 
TO PERSISTENCE MY SIDE IN UNREASONABLE DEMANDS WE PUT FOR 
WARD AND OUR FAILURE ALSO BEEN DUE TO FACT MY SIDE DELIB~ 
ERATELY CREATED OBSTACLES IN WAY REACHING AGREEMENT THAT RE- 
GARD, 
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3- WANG CONTINUcCD IF THERE GENUINE DESIRE MAKE MEANINGFUL 
DECLARATION ON RENUNCIATION FORCE THERE NO REASON WHY THEIR 
REASONABLE PROPOSALS SHOULD NOT BE ACCEPTED, IT WOULD NOT 
IN ANY WAY CONTRIBUTE TO PROGRESS IN DISCUSSION OF DECLARATION 
TO MERELY REPEAT DESIRE NOT TO ABANDON EFFORTS ON THIS 
TOPIC, WHILE AT SAME TIME THERE !S FAILURE OFFER CONCRETE 
CHANGES, SINCE WE HAD FOUND DIFFICULTY ON QUESTION MAKING 
DECLARATION RENUNCIATION FORCE, WE SHOULD TRY NOT ENTANGLE 
OURSELVES ANY LONGER IN THIS RESPECT, BECAUSE THERE ARE 
OTHER PROBLEMS AND DISPUTES BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES WHICH 
AWAITING SOLUTON, THAT WAS WHY HE HAD BEEN INSISTING ON 
OUR DISCUSSION OF QUESTION OF EMBARGO, 


~~ 
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4. WANG SAID IN DISCUSSING THIS PROBLEM OF EMBARGO THEIR 
SIDE ALREADY MADE CLEAR THEIR POSITION ON QUESTION, HE 

WAS PLEASED NOTE | HAD EXPRESSED WILLINGNESS DISCUSS THIS 
PROBLEM WITH HIM AND HAD BEEN WILLING HEAR CONCRETE OPINION 
THEIR SIDE WOULD PUT FORWARD THIS RESPECT, (TURNING TO PRE- 
PARED STATEMENT, WANG CONTINUED, ) HE WOULD NOW PUT FORWARD 
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DRAFT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO BE ADOPTED BY TWO SIDES THIS 
MATTER, HE PROPOSED TwO SIDES ADOPT AND ANNOUNCE THIS DRAFT 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AS MEANS OF SETTLING DISPUTES BETWEEN 
CHINA AND US ON TRADE, 


5. WANG READ DRAFT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ON TRADE (GENEVAtS 
TELEGRAM 168), HANDED ME COPIES, 


6. WANG CONTINUED HE SURE IF | CAREFULLY STUDY DRAFT WILL 
FIND IT ENTIRELY FAIR REASONABLE ADVANTAGEOUS TO BOTH 

SIDES, ADOPTION AND ANNOUNCEMENT OF THIS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
WOULD NOT ONLY RESOLVE ONE OF OUTSTANDING PROBLEMS BETWEEN 
OUR TWO COUNTRIES THEREBY BRINGNG ABUT GRADUAL !IMPROVEMENT 
S!INO-AMER!ICAN RELATIONS, BUT WILL CERTAINLY CONTRIBUTE TO 
RELAXATION INTERNATIONAL TENSIONS, GOES WITHOUT SAYING 
PRACTICAL PROBLEMS WILL NOT BE RESOLVED BY MERE ADOPTION 
THIS AGREED ANNOUCEMENT; THUS FOLLOWING ISSUANCE ANNOUNCEMENT 
PARTIES EXPECTED ACTUALLY TO TAKE MEASURES ON OWN INITIATIVE 
TO ENSURE ITS IMPLEMENTATON, 


7e | REPLIED WAS GLAD NOTE HE STILL AGREED WITH ME QUESTION 
MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION FORCE CENTRAL ISSUE BETWEEN US, 
HOWEVER, ENTIRELY UNABLE AGREE FAILURE THUS FAR REACH 
AGREEMENT DUE WHAT HE TERMED UNREASONABLE DEMANDS MY SIDE, 

| ENTIRELY UNABLE AGREE MY SIDE DELIBERATELY CREATED 
OBSTACLES TO OUR REACHING SUCH AGREEMENT, IN FACT SITUATION 
VERY MUCH OTHER WAY AROUND, | CAREFULLY TOOK HIS DRAFT 

OF DEC 1 WHICH SEEMED TO OFFER PROPSECT OF AGREEMENT AND MADE 
ONLY FEW ESSENTIAL AMENDMENTS THERETO THAT WOULD MAKE CLEAR 
1T WOULD COVER OUR MOST SERIOUS DISAGREEMENT AND NEITHER 

OF US SACRIFICING INHERENT RIGHT SELF DEFENSE, TWICE IN 
SUCCESSION | HAD OFFERED SUGGESTIONS IN ATTEMPT MEET HIS 
POINT VIEW, ENTIRELY PRESERVING LANGUAGE HIS PROPOSAL, THIS 
COULD HARDLY BE CHARACTERIZED AS UNREASONABLE OR DELIBERATLY 
CREATING OBSTACLES, HOWEVER, HIS ACTION ABANDONING EVEN 
THAT PORTION IN WHICH WE HAD ALREADY REACHED AGREEMENT, 
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REVERTING BACK TO OLD POSITONS AND CONDITIONS, EVEN 

ADDING NEW CONDITIONS, HAD BEEN REAL OBSTACLE TO AGREEMENT, 
DESPITE TIME ADMITTEDLY SPENT DISCUSSING THIS, EXTREMELY 
DIFFICULT ME INTERPRET THIS AS GENUINE DESIRE REACH 
AGREEMENT, WAY REACH AGREEMENT WAS PRESERVE AREAS AGREEMENT 
ALREADY REACHED AND ADVANCE FROM THERE, THIS WHAT | HAD 
ATTEMPTED DO AND IF HIS SIDE WOULD ADOPT SAME ATTITUDE | 
SATISF 1ED AGREEMENT COULD BE REACHED BETWEEN US, MY APRIL 
19 DRAFT DID THIS AND IF WE COULD PROCEED FROM THAT--WH!CH 


BASED ON HIS DEC 1} DRAFT--!1T SEEMED TO ME PROGRESS COULD 
BE RESUMED, 


GOWEN 
DT 
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C 8, | REITERATED WITH RESPECT HIS PROPOSAL THIS MORNING 

L PRINCIPAL BARRIER IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS WAS CONTINUED THREAT 
HIS SIDE INITIATE USE FORCE TO RESOLVE DISPUTE IN TAIWAN 
AREA, ALL MY SUGGESTIONS WITH REGARD DECLARATION RENUNCIATON 
FORCE DIRECTED TOWARD RESOLVING THAT PROBLEM ON MUTUALLY 
BENEFICIAL BASIS, THUS REALLY OPENING DOOR TOWARD RESOLUTION 
OTHER PROBLEMS BETWEEN US, AS | POINTED OUT LAST MEETING’ 
AND AGAIN THIS MORNING, QUESTION TRADE RELATONS WAS EFFECT 

OF THAT SITUATION, RATHER THAN CAUSE, WOULD APPRECIATE ANY 
THOUGHTS HE MIGHT HAVE ON HOW THIS CAUSE MIGHT BE REMOVED, 


—~ 


9, WANG REPLIED FROM PROPOSAL HE MADE THIS MORNING FOR 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT DESIGNED REMOVE EMBARGO, THEIR EFFORTS 
IN GRADUALLY IMPROVING RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES COULD 
BE NOTED, WE FACED WITH GREAT NUMBER ISSUES WHICH REQUIRE 
RESOLVING ONE BY ONE, AS REGARDS ALLEGATION MADE BY ME FEW 
MOMENTS AGO THAT CHINA THREATENED USE FORCE TAIWAN AREA, 
COULD ONLY CONSIDER ALLEGATION SLANDEROUS WITHOUT BASIS, 
ONE WHICH USED FORCE IN TAIWAN AREA NOT CHINA BUT US ITSELF, 
THEIR SIDE ALWAYS MAINTAINED REMOVAL EMBARGO WAS ONE OF WAYS 
IMPROVING RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES, IF WE SHOULD 
ATTEMPT PUT TOGETHER ALL ISSUES AND ENTANGLE THEM, WE WOULD 
FIND WE NOT ABLE SETTLE ANY ONE THEM, THEREFORE, HE CON. 
SIDERED IN DISCUSSING QUESTION TRADE AND EMBARGO NOBODY 
SHOULD IMPOSE ANY PRECONDITION, THIS MORNING HE WOULD 
EPPRECIATE ANY VIEWS | MIGHT HAVE WITH REGARD DRAFT AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT HE JUST PUT FORWARD, 

10, | SAID THOUGHT | HAD 
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10, ! SAID THOUGHT | HAD EXPRESSED VIEWS VERY CLEARLY, | 
HAD NOT AND WOULD NOT CREATE ARTIFICIAL ENTANGLEMENT OF 
ISSUES, | THOUGHT INHERENT RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN QUESTIONS 
RENUNCIATON AND TRADE VERY CLEAR, IF TRADE BETWEEN OUR TWO 
COUNTRIES TO BE OF BENEFIT MY COUNTRY, SHOULD BE CLEAR 
GOODS RECEIVED IN THAT TRADE WOULD NOT BE USED SUPPORT USE 
FORCE, THIS INEVITABLY LED US BACK TO QUESTION RENUNCIATION 
FORCE, HARD TO SEE HOW DISCUSSION OF ITEM TRADE COULD BE 
FRUTIFUL UNTIL QUESTION RENUNCIATION *ORCE RESOLVED, THIS 
NOT ARTIFICAL BUT PERFECTLY NATURAL AND LOGICAL RELATIONSHIP, 
HOPED BY NEXT MEETING HE WOULD HAVE CONSIDERED MATTER FROM 


THIS STANDPOINT, 1! WOULD WELCOME ANY CONCRETE THOUGHTS HE 
HAD FOR ITS RESOLUTION, 


11. WANG COULD NOT FEEL SATISFIED WITH MY REMARKS THIS 
RESPECT, DURING LONG MONTHS PASSED IN DISCUSSION PREV!IOUS 
TOPIC RENUNCIATION FORCE US CONS!TENTLY CREATED OBSTACLES 
PREVENTING US REACHING AGREEMENT, HOWEVER | ALSO INDICATED 
WILLING DISCUSS QUESTION EMBARGO AND SJSGESTED HE PUT FORWARD 
CONCRETE VIEWS ON QUESTION TRADE, NOw THAT HE HAD PUT 
FORWARD CONCRETE VIEWS AND CONCRETE PROPOSALS THIS MORNING, 

| AGAIN TRIED EVADE POSITIVE REPLY WHILE AT SAME TIME PUTTING 
FORWARD PRECONDITIONS, IN VIEW THIS SITUATION, COULD He 

TAKE IT | NOT WILING DISCUSS QUESTION EMBARGO AND NOT WILING 
SEEK PRACTICAL SETTLEMENT TH!S PROBLEM? AT SAME TIME COULD 
He TAKE I!T MY SIDE NOT WILLING CONSIDER REASONABLE PROPOSAL 


HE PUT FORWARD THIS MORNING, HE WOULD APPRECIATE CLARIF 1ICATON 
BY ME TO PROBLEMS HE RAISED, 


12. |! DENIED EVER SAYING NOT WILLING CONSIDER ANY PROPOSAL 
HE PUT FORWARD, | MANY TIMES OFFERED RECEIVE HIS VIEWS ON 
TRADE, AT SAME TIME ALWAYS POINTED OUT INHERENT RELATION. 
SHIP BETWEAN THIS AND RENUNCIATON FORCE AND ASKED THAT HE 

AT SAME TIME RECONSIDER HIS POSITON WITH REGARD RENUNCIATION 
FORCE, IN THAT WAY | HAD HOPED TIME COULD BE CONSERVED AND 
PROGRESS RESUMED, | WOULD MAKE ANY FURTHER COMMENTS IN THIS 
REGARD AT OUR NEXT MEETING, 


13. WANG ASKED IF | MEANT | WOULD MAKE FURTHER COMMENTS ON 
PROPOSAL HE MADE THIS MORNING, 


14. | REPLIED 
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14, | REPLIED WAS NOT GOING TO BE TIED DOWN TO WHAT | WCULD 
SAY NEXT MEETING OR MAKE ADVANCE COMMITMENTS, 


15. WANG SAID THOUGHT WE MUST REALIZE WE HAVE VERY IMPORTANT 
RESPONSIBILITIES IN THESE TALKS, OJR RESPONSIBILITY IS SEEK 
BY EVERY MEANS Aj OUR DISPOSAL, TO BRING ABOUT IMPROVEMENT IN 
RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND US, WE MUST ENDEAVOR BY EVERY 
MEANS WITHIN OUR ABILITY TO REMOVE EXISTING OBSTACLES IN 
RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES, THIS HE CONSIDERED HIGHLY 
IMPORTANT NECESSITY FOR BOTH OUR SIDES, IT PRECISELY BASED 
ON THIS APPROACH TO THESE TALKS THAT HIS SIDE ENTERED 

| TALKS, ALL PROPCSALS HE MADE WERE MADE IN THIS SPIRIT, 

| WE BOTH RECOGNIZED THAT EXISTING EMBARGO WAS ONE OF OBSTACLES 
IN RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES, 


IF WE COULD SUCCEED IN REACHING REASONABLE SOLUTION TO THIS 
DISPUTE IT WOULD CERTAINLY CONTRIBUTE TO RESOLUTION OF OTHER 
DISPUTES, HE BELIEVED THIS APPROACH REASONABLE AND REALISTIC, 
HE HAD NOT TRIED REVERSE ORDER OF THINGS, IN VIEW MY WILLINGNESS 
CONSIDER PROPOSAL HE MADE THIS MORNING, HE HOPED AT NEXT MEETING | 
WOULD HAVE CAREFULLY STUDIED IT AND MAKE CONCRETE REPLY, 


oN 
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> 16. | REPLIED HE HAD SAID REMOVAL OF WHAT HE CALLED EMBARGO 


BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES WOULD CONTRIBUTE TO RESOLUTION OF 
OTHER DISPUTES BETWEEN US, THERE WERE THREE PROBLEMS BETWEEN 
US WHICH MY SIDE HAD THUS FAR RAISED, FIRST QUESTION WAS 
THAT OF AMERICANS DETAINED IN HIS COUNTRY AT OPENING THESE 
TALKS AND TEN OF WHOM STILL DETAINED IN SPITE OF WHAT | 
THOUGHT WAS RESOLUTION OF THAT PROBLEM LAST SEPTEMBER, 
OTHER TO AS WE WELL KNOW WERE: QUESTION OF- RENUNCIATION 
7 FORCE SPECIFICALLY APPLICABLE TO TAIWAN AREA; | ALSO PREVIOUSLY 
( RAISED HERE WITH HIM QUESTION OF ACCOUNTING FOR MILITARY 
PERSONNEL STILL MISSING FROM KOREAN HOSTILITIES, THERE 
WERE QUESTIONS! HAD THUS FAR RAISED IN THESE TALKS, COULD 
| INTERPRET HIS REMARK, THEREFORE, TO IMPLY THAT IF QUESTION 
OF EMBARGO SATISFACTORILY RESOLVED FROM THIS STANDPOINT, IT 
WOULD CONTRIBUTE TO RESOLUTION OF THESE PROBLEMS | HAD 
RAISED, 
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17. WANG SAID OBLIGED POINT OUT QUESTION OF WHAT | CALLED 
MISSING AMERICANS WHICH | HAD JUST MENTIONED, NOT WITHIN 
TERMS REFERENCE THESE TALKS, AS REGARDS OTHER QUESTIONS | 
RAISED HE MIGHT SAY HIS SIDE ALSO NOT SATISFIED, FOR 
INSTANCE, ON QUESTION OF RETURNING TIVILIANS IF US HAD 
FAITHFULLY ABIDED BY AGREEMENT WE REACHED HERE LAST YEAR, HE 
SURE SITUATION WOULD BE MUCH MORE SATISFACTORY THAN NOW, 
SITUATION EQUALLY TRUE ON QUESTION MAKING DECLARATION 
RENUNCIATION FORCE, IF MY SIDE HAD ACCEPTED HIS PROPOSAL 
MAKING DECLARATION WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO SOVERIEGN RIGHTS 

AND TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY OF PARTIES AND WITHOUT PREJUDICE 
TO DOMESTIC MATTERS OF PARTIES--HE SATIF IED WE ABLE MAKE 
PROGRESS THAT REGARD, IF MY SIDE HAD ACCEPTED THAT PRINCIPLE 
HE SATISFIED WE WOULD LONG AGO HAVE MADE DECLARATION, I! 

HAD REPEATEDLY MADE ALLEGATION OF EXISTENCE THREAT FORCE BUT 
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WHY HAD MY SIDE NOT MADE DECLARATION ON RENOUNCING FORCE 
ON BAISiS PRINCIPLES CONTAINED HIS PROPOSALS--THAT IS 
WITHOUT PREJUDICE SOVERIGN RIGHTS END TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY 
AND WITHOUT INTERFERING INTERNAL AFFAIRS OGTHER SIDE, IT 
COULD THUS BE SEEN WHICH SIDE ALWAYS READY RESOLVE ISSUES 

ND WHICH SIDE NOT WILLING DO SAME, AS POINTED OUT, QUESTION 
EMBARGO IS OBSTACLE IN RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES, 
ALSO WANTED POINT OUT If | WOULD ONLY ACCEPT PROPOSAL HE MADE 
THIS MORNINGS HE SATISFIED IT WOULD CERTAINLY CONTRIBUTE TO 
RESOLUTION OTHER PROBLEMS AS WELL, AGREEMENT IN THIS REGARD 
WOULD CERTAINLY CREATE FAVORABLE ATMOSPHERE AND PROVIDE US 
WITH FAVORABLE BASIS FOR SETTLEMENT ISSUES BETWEEN TWO 
COUNTRIES, COULD ANYONE DENY THIS IS WHAT BOTH OUR TWO 
PEOPLES DESIRE? 


18, «| SAID WHEN WE WERE DISCUSSING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 

ON CIVILIANS, | COMPLETELY MET HIS POINT VIEW ON THIRD 

POWZR ARRANGEMENTS IN US, ON REMOVING ALL BARRIERS TO 

RETURN CHINESE STUDENTS WHO DESIRED RETURN HIS COUNTRY, 

ON FORM OF ANNOUNCEMENT HE CESIRED MAKE IN THIS REGARD, AND 
ON HIS DES!RE MAKE NO SPECIFIC STATEMENT OF EXACT TIME LIMITED 
WITHIN WHICH AMERICANS PERMITTED RETURN, WITH UNDERSTANDING 
THIS WOULD RESOLVE FIRST PROSLEM | HAD RAISED IN THESE 

TALKS, RETURN OF AMERICANS, FACT THAT US COMPLETELY ABIDED 
BY THIS AGREEMENT I NCONTROVERTISLY SUSTAINED BY FACT THIRD 
POWER ARRANGEMENT EVEN AFTER PASSAGE ALMOST YEAR, HAS NOT 
BROUGHT TO OUR ATTENTION SINGLE CASE O8STRUCTON, YET IN 
SPITE THIS, IT HAS NOT RESOLVED PROSLEM OF RET!’2N OF AMERICANS, 
AS | PREVIOULY POINTED OUT Wo SEEM TO SE GOING BACKWARDS 

IN THIS REGARD, WITH REGARD ANNOUNCEMENT ON RENUNCIATION 
FORCE, | ACCEPTED iN FULL ALL LANGUAGE OF HIS DEC 1 DRAFT, 
MAKING ONLY MINIMAL AMENDMENTS REGUIRED TO MAKE IT REALLY 
MEANINGFUL WITH REGARD TO OUR MOST SERIOUS DISPUTE, WHEN HE 
SAID ACCEPTANCE OF PROPOSAL WITH REGARD TRADE WOULD 

CONTRIBUTE TO SOLUTION OF OTHER PROSLEMS BETWEEN US AND 
PROVIDE 8ASIS FOR SETTLEMENT ISSUES IT CERTAINLY UNDERSTANDABLE 
IF | ASKED WHAT CONCRETE CONTENT SUCH A STATEMENT HAD, 


19. WANG SAID WAS SURE HE HAD ALREADY CLEARLY ANSWERED IN 
SEVERAL REMARKS THIS MORNING, QUESTIONS | ASKED, AGREEMENT 
ON-REMOVAL EMBARGO WOULD DEMONSTRATE TWO OF US HERE REALLY 
e : ENGAGED 
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ENGAGED IN SETTLING QUESTIONS RATHER THAN STALLING AND WERE 
REALLY WORKING TO GET RID OF OBSTACLES RATHER THAN CREATING 
OBSTACLES IN OUR RELATIONS. SUCCESS IN THIS REGARD WOULD 
INDICATE EVEN THOUGH WE MET DIFFICULTIES ON OTHER ISSUES, 

YET WE HAVE SCORED PROGRESS IN THIS PRESENT PROBLEM, FOR BOTH 
OF US SOLVING PROBLEMS BETTER THAN NOT SOLVING, 


20. | HAD NOTHING MORE, WANG ASKED IF 1 AGREEABLE MEETING 
THURSDAY SEPT 6. | WAS, 


GOWEN 


JJ 
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Your letter of August 20 reached us after Walter McCora.chy 
had departed August 2); for a week's leave in 4labama. Hovever covies 
have been sent to tlessrs. Robertson, Phleger and Sebald. We had a brief 
meeting befcre alter left to consider developments ot the last meeting. 
While we recomize the nmblem created cy "me's efforts to push you 
into 2 comer on -hether or not We will discuss trade, we consider it 
tmlixely that the Chinese Cocmmists *rill endeavor te orine axort a 
break or a crelonged suspension of the talks over this iseve. It seers 
more lixel, t:at they sill co to the ovdlic acain in an endeavor to 
make prona-anda capital ort of their rroposed arreed anrovncerent on 
trade. “e are satisfied that we are still ina strong piblic nosition 
so lone as -einpin:; still holds Americans and refrseg to anrounce the 
use of force. We will reet on “ent. after Walter's ret:rm to rrenare 
your irstmctions for the next meeting which we hore will cive vou the 
kind of cuidance you requested. 


It is unfortunate that Time iia;azine distorted your rmarys. 


The Honorarle 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
~ 4merican Ambassador now at Ceneva, 
— GOnevae 
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Yowever the story does net appear to have been picked up by any other 
news source in the United States nor have we seen it used on Commmist 


broadcasts. 


ERI | 


The Red Cross is still encared in the process of interviewing 
prisoners. It has taken somexhat longer than they estimated but it sears 
to be preceedins smoothly enough. We do not know how the interviews are 
resulting because it was arranced for them to report only after all 
interviews were completed. iowever, we know that there is at least one 
prisoner who cesires to go to ‘iainland China, as he has written us 
direct. However he is one who ve thourht had claimed American citizenship 


and therefore vas not included on the oririnal list. the final decisicn 


of the United States 


has not been mado here as to whether or not ve will bring the Indian 
embassy in on the retum cf prisoners to Communist China. We will 
discuss your views at our next -meetinc. 


The nost i-portant recent event in our relations with Commmist 
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China was the shooting down of a patrol plane last week. ‘Unclosed is a 
cecy of tne Hote delivered to Peiping by the British at our request end 
the Chinese Communist reply. On the basis of the facts we have been able 
to gather atout the incident, there is little question but that the 
plane vas shot dow 7 Chinese Comrimist fichters. However it appears 
that the plane may have teen off course and over Chinese Cormunist 
territory or territorial waters when attacked, Whether it was forced 

= there by Communist fighters is unknown. the Secretary has drafted a 


> public statement giving the facts 30 far as we know them and characterizing 
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It will also state that we 


the attack 2s unprovoked and wiustified. 
put on the 


probably 


will derand reparations. fe finishing touches are being 
Pentaron today and it will 


statement in consultation with the 
3 be issued before yor receive this letter. We will see that you receive 
the text of the statenent prosptly. 
The results of O'Meill's reneved request to visit American = 
time to see 


prisoners were 35 expected. We shall await 2 reasonable 





will rake to his aporoache We intend 


Chinese Communists 
izing the fact 


ins, on this point emphss 
from communicating with 


what reply te 


to nave nin xeep pressing Peip 


that American prisoners nave been prevented 


is with our offer to permit the 
the latter nad not communicat 


Indians to see 


him and contrasting th 
ed with 


er even when 





C.:inese prisoners ral 


of the United States 


the incian Embassy - ae 
We were glad *o have fave's letter enclosing his careful suey of 
the new material on the missing servicemen Col, Monroe who 5as 4ust | 
returned from a trip to Korea 35 coming over today to discuss the next 


Dec] 
assified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


ommunication from TNCNAC gives their view that te 


A recent ¢ 
$n UNCHAC but ratner shifted to 


Mmovee 


matter should not be taken “Pp again 
y the reasons for this and hope 


Genevae *e eo not yunderstand cleari: 


11 be able to clarify thise 


that Col. Nonroe wi 
nental institutien at Logansport, Indiana 


Tne Chinese student in the 
cenent nas indicated he sishes 


to wnom we sent a Copy of the Agreed Announ 
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to commmicete with the Indian imbessy. We have told him he may do so. 


And we :ave also informed the India Embassy of the case and our readiness 





te allow nim to go to Mainland China so tnat they could not put it to 
ts as a case of an individual claiming obstruction and thus mar the 


perfedt record to date of having received no suca representation. 


fhe Chinese Communists are enraged in 2 all out carpaim to have 


OP TEM 66 e 
Pr 


Acne giten eh LE PLS” REM EPEOL TLS 


Americans come to Communist China. In addition to the visas approved 
for the news men, invitations have been issved to the U. S, National 
Students Association,ts some of the relatives of 4nerican prisoners and 
we recently heard from an American missionary that he had been invited 


Ae to make a trio 10 Communist Chira. 


of the United States 


We sre trving to cet a hold of two copies of the Yale (niversity 
pivlication on Chinese lancuase refor-which you requested and vill send 


‘nem to you as soon as we can st tem. 
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| I hone you have a fine Yacation ami return renewed to the frey 
Septemoer 7. 


Sincerely, 


Palrh N. Cloum 


Inclosvures: 





1. Lxcernts from Letter of April 22, 196 from itr. NeCann 
2. Article by David lawrence "On Rejecting Reds' -ew lure 
r2Is article re comrent of Chirese Commmist “ission visiting 
Jordon. 

a lh. Copy of text of letter sent to Feiping by S5ritish Auc. 25, 1956 
eet comme re shooting down of patrol plane. 
Oe 5S. Copy of text of telegram from British Sharge in Peiping,dug. 2: 

re shooting dom of patrol plane. 
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a LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 

Guidance for September 7 meeting. 

1. Trade Controls. You should decline te discuss Wang's draft 
agreed announcement on trade (your 168), or *e discuss either CHINCOM 
multilateral trade control system or U. S, unilateral total embargo on 
trade with Communist China. Base your refusal to discuss on fo 
grounds: (8) persistent Chinese Communist refusal to renounce force 
continued threat te use force which makes it unthinkable on national 
basis 


grevadsxfor U, S, to contribute through trade to Communist China industrial 


an 
and economic build up; and (b) Chinese Communist breach of Agreed Announcenepy Be 


of the United States 


of September 10 which casts serious doubt on Chinese Communist good faith Or 
in implerentation of any commitment Chinese Commmist representatives may or 


enter into. In making this point you should continue $e-leave open question 


a? "I 


heed 


of our attitude mg in event prisoners are released and Chinese Commit A 


agree to pending renunciation, of force declaration. We do not wish +e 
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indicate whether we would or would not lower our economic guard as a result 
-eo£ Chinese Communist assent to renunciation of force principle. Although 
you will continue vse all your resources +e-keep talks going, you should 


not be deterred from explicitly refusing discuss trade by any fear-that- 
t 


; ‘ ral { ' ° rr: 
Dy aftod by (319 | ‘Telegraphic trangmission end - ra 
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gg Wang may use it as a pretext for breaking off or recessing talks. Even if 





Chinese Communists have made fim decision ~<tesuspend talks unless we make con- 
cessions on trade, we do not intend to yiéld to pressure on trade issue, 


We do not see that you are impaled on horns of any dilemma in taking this 


ax 
~ 
eee ome 


«! 
< 


position. So long as Chinese Communists have not given us satisfaction on 


renunciation of force and implementation Agreed Announcement, propaganda 





position #€& Chinese Communists in resort to public press, would be vulnerable, 


We consider ovr public position strong and are prepared-te defend it positively 





2. Renunciation of Force. If it seems necdssary in order provide material 


4) 

~ 
% if Chinese Communists again resort to publicity. Foregoing not intended-te— : i. : 
” ise 
3 prevent you from offering to listen anything further Wang may want to offer ° BS 
: $: 
£ on trade question, so long as you do not participate in trade discussion with hin. 

se) 

= 

pe) 

ye 

o 





next. meeting results our stady. 


probably best that cm be done END FYI 
3. teturn of Nationals. Seize occasion of approaching first anniversary 
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issuance Agreed Announcenent to reiterate our protest at ccntinued imprisonment 
10 American citizens in violation long standing Chinese Communist commitment 
and obligation to release them expeditiously. You should take Wang to task with 
more than ordinary vigor in view-ef-lapse of full year, : ~ 
4. Give Wang text ef our press release of August 31 characterizing Aug. 23 § 
attack on Navy patrol plane in East China Sea as mjustified. Tell Wang—tkat - 
this tragic occvrrence demonstrates anew need for genuine Chinese Communist — 
al 


renunciation of force. So long as present posture Chinese Communist regime _ 
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continues, danger of attacks such as this ever present. State our conviction | 
+ret present Chinese Commmist attitude of hostility makes impossible attainment 


s 


of stable and secure sitmtion in Far East. 
FYI Your talks should not become forum for discussion merits this case. It 
: is to be used as illustration we need for renunciation fat of force and as 
demonstration of dangers of unjustifiable destruction of life and property 


resulting from trigger-happy attitude on Commmist side. MXRXRYIX Parenthetically, 


Wee 
ve x 


markings on all US planes including this Navy Mercator, of course entirely 


different from markings on GRC planes and clearly distinguishable therefron. 


54) oeneme 


THR OR: 


HID FYI 


of the Un ted States 


vides 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


a 
ri @ 


? 


ww 


° 


= 
ba 


| 


SECRET 


Ciassification 








= ——— <= 
———- - 





. -_ 





S . 


pecor < : u «aM = Department of State 
iin au + 
e 

33-39 CONF |DENT | AL 7 Lo 

















weg MIWH 84) 7°) 


peusnjoy oq ysnw jusWwNod) siy 


FROM: GENEVA 


| . 


Action —: 3373 
FE -. Act adie? tag ers: Ae 1956 


—_ Action Taken 


$9}! - 


TO; Secretary of State 





RMR 
> NO: 230, SEPTEMBER 7, 2 PM ee 


PRIORITY ‘lon Ofeie. 
LIMIT DISTRIBUTION | " Mesicer . 


FROM JOHNSON 





STATEMENT ALONG LINES PARAGRAPHS 1 AND 4 DE 48, ow 
HANDING HIM COPY AUG 31 PRESS RELEASE. HE RERSIED wet > 
STATEMENT ON RENUNCIATION FORCE AND TRADE REIF@RATING OLD'™ 
POINTS AND THEN MADE FAIRLY EXTENSIVE PREPARED STATEMENT ON 
PLANE INCIDENT DURING WHICH HE REFUSED PICKUP AUG 31 PRESS 
RELEASE, AS “ONLY PRC HAS RIGHT MAKE PROTEST THIS INCIDENT" 

AND HANDED ME COPY SEPT 2 PRC PRESS RELEASE. IN REPLY | 
POINTED OUT THAT IN MY ORIGINAL STATEMENT | SAID | DID NOT 
INTEND ENTER INTO DISCUSSION PLANE INCIDENT HERE AND WAS 

GIVING HIM COPY PRESS RELEASE AS MATTER OF COURTESY IN 

ORDER THAT HIS AUTHORITIES WOULD HAVE FULL AND ACCURATE ‘ 
TEXT. NOTED WE HAD ALREADY RECEIVED THROUGH UK COPY SEPT 

2 PRC RELEASE BUT GLAD TAKE COPY HE HAD HANDED ME. THEN iz 
MADE FAIRLY EXTENSIVE STATEMENT ON TRADE AND RENUNCIATION = 
FORCE MAKING IT MORE EXPLICITLY CLEAR THAN IN OPENING 
STATEMENT THAT | WAS NOT WILLING DISCUSS TRADE UNTIL THEY 
HAD ACCEPTED PRINCIPLE OF RENUNCIATION FORCE AND AGREEMENT 
REACHED ON TEXT DECLARATION. IN COURSE THIS STATEMENT >, 
EMPHASIZED OUR RECORD FLEXIBILITY ON LANGUAGE RENUNCIATION 
FORCE STATEMENT AND WILLINGNESS TO CONSIDER AND RECONSIDER 
ANY LANGUAGE THAT PRESERVED ESSENTIAL PRINCIPLES. HOPED HE 
WOULD BE IN POSITION NEXT MEETING ABANDON MAY 11 DRAFT AND 
SERIOUSLY NEGOTIATE WITH ME ON TEXT WHICH WOULD PRESERVE 
- AREA OF AGREMENT SHOWN OUR APRIL 19 DRAFT. AVOIDED ANY 


es’ = EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED COMMITMENT WE WOULD PRESENT NEW “J 
- 1€0" 


UNLESS "UNCLA 
PERMANENT CONF IDENTIAL REPRODUCTION THIS 


COPY IS PROHI 0. 


ONE HOUR FIFTY MINUTE MEETING THIS oan //i copy urn 
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DRAFT. IN REPLY WANG ACCUSED ME MERELY REPETITION OLD 
POSITIONS AND STATED PRC "WOULD HAVE TO CONSIDER MAKING ITS 
POSITION PUBLIC". WITH RESPECT TO PLANE INCIDENT PICKED-UP 
COPY AUGUST 31 PRESS RELEASE AS "INFORMAL DOCUMENT FOR THEIR 
INFORMATION ONLY.” | EXPRESSED REGRET THEY INTENDED AGAIN 
RESORT PUBLICITY AND PROPAGANDA AND SAID THAT IF THEY MADE 


STATEMENT US WOULD, OF COURSE, HAVE TO CONSIDER MAKING 
REPLY. 


| THEN MADE STRONG «£ND EXTENSIVE STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTION 
IN REPLY TO WHICH H® ASKED WHETHER US WILLING TO RELEASE 
ALL CHINESE IN PRISON US "SO THEY COULD RETURN.” | OF 
COURSE IMMEDIATELY REITERA'CD OUR POSITION ON CHINESE 
PRISONERS AND POINTED OUT PRC BEARS FULL RESPONSIBILITY 
ANY DELAY IN RETURN ANY WHO MIGHT DESIRE DO SO. 

| AGREED H!S SUGGESTION NEXT MEETING THURSDAY SEPT 20. 
RETURNING PRAGUE TOMORROW, ARRIVING SUNDAY EVENING. 
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COMMENTS TODAY'S MEETING: 


ALTHOUGH WANG SAID ONLY THEY WERE "CONSIDERING" PUBLIC 
STATEMENT ASSUME IN ACCORDANCE PREVIOUS PATTERN THEY 
WILL IN FACT IUSUE ONE FROM PEIPING SOMETIME PRIOR TO NEXT 
MEETING. ALTHOUGH OSBORN WILL REMAIN HERE TO HANDLE 

, ANYTHING THAT MIGHT DEVELOP, AM NOT PLANNING ANY REPLY FROM 


HERE AS ASSUME DEPT WILL ISSUE WHATEVER REPLY CONSIDERED 
DESIRABLE. 


of the United States 


ALTHOUGH | HAVE NOW MADE ENTIRELY CLEAR NO "DISCUSSION" 
TRADE !N ABSENCE RENUNCIATION FORCE AND ALSO LINKED THIS 
TO IMPLEMENTATION SEPT 10 AGREEMENT, SHOULD ANTICIPATE THEY > 
MAY ATTEMPT EXPLOIT MY WILLINGNESS "LISTEN" TO WHAT THEY = & 
HAVE SAID ON TRADE TO GIVE IMPRESSION TO THIRD COUNTRIES Ly f 
5 
=) 


951-6/26°119 


Declassified for Publication tn Foreign ee 


THERE HAS BEEN SOME SUBSTANTIVE DISCUSSION THIS SUBJECT, 
OR AT LEAST COMMITMENT OUR PART TO CONSIDER LOWERING TRADE 
CONTROLS IN EXCHANGE FOR ABANDONMENT THEIR POSITION WITH 
RESPECT TAIWAN. MIGHT ALSO ANTICIPATE THEIR STATEMENT WILL 
FOLLOW WANG'S LINE AT TODAY'S MEETING IN ATTEMPTING LIKE vU 
US RENUNCIATION FORCE PROPOSAL WITH "VIOLATION THEIR AIR- > 
SPACE AND TERRITORIAL WATERS” BY DOWNED NAVY PATROL PLANE ep. 
AND SEARCH CRAFT. IN THIS REGARD DEPT WILL NOTE WANG ANTICI- [J 
PATED AND ATTEMPTED ENTER INTO SUBSTANTIVE DISCUSSION 2 
PLANE INCIDENT WHICH | AVOIDED BY REFUSING REPLY HIS CHARGES 
EXCEPT BY REFERENCE DEPT'S AUG 31 STATEMENT. 


<= 

~. DEPT WILL ALSO NOTE AT TODAY'S MEETING HE MORE CLEARLY THAN 

o = 
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EVER IN PAST INVITED NEW DRAFT ON RENUNCIATION FORCE. 

WHILE WE CAN REACH DECISION ON TACTICS FOR NEXT MEETING ONLY 
AFTER SEEING THEIR PUBLIC STATEMENT, BELIEVE IT PROBABLY 
WOULD CONTRIBUTE TO OUR OBJECTIVE IF AT NEXT MEETING | WAS 
ABLE INTRODUCE ANOTHER DRAFT ON RENCUNCIATION THAT WOULD 
GIVE APPEARANCE OF SOMETHING NEW. 
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1. | OPENED 57TH WITH PREPARED STATEMENTS | : 


Ae HOPE YOU HAVE RECONSIDERED REMARKS MADE AT LAST FEW | 
MEETINGS, AND PARTICULARLY AT LAST MEETING, ON INESCAPABLE 
PRIORITY OF QUESTION OF AGREEMENT BY YOUR GOVT TO GENUINE 
RENUNCIATION FORCE. 


of the United States 


Be AS POINTED OUT FRUITFUL DISCUSSION TRADE CANNOT BE 
EXPECTED UNDER CONDITIONS IN WHICH YOUR GOVT PERSISTENTLY 
REFUSES AGREEMENT AND ATTEMPTS EVADE CLEARLY RENOUNCING USE 
FORCE IN DISPUTES INVOLVING TWO COUNTRIES, AND IN FACT EVEN 
CONTINUES OPENLY THREATEN USE FORCE.’ JUST COMMON PRUDENCE 
DICTATES MY COUNTRY NOT CONTRIBUTE TO INCREASING ECONOMIC 
INDUSTRIAL POTENTIAL OF COUNTRY WH'CH MAINTAINS SUCH POSTURE ff 
TOWARD MY COUNTRY. “ae gf 7 


Declassified for PuDIii1cation in Foreign REAaLlIUis 


Vd9SL-6/fS6°1I9 


Ce TRAGIC EVENT OF NIGHT OF AUG 22-23 IN WHICH LIVES OF 
NUMBER MY COUNTRYMEN UNJUSTIFIABLY TAKEN AGAIN DEMONSTRATES: 
NEED FOR YOUR GOVT GENUINELY RENOUNCE USE FORCE. SQ LONG 
AS YOUR GOVT MAINTAINS PPESENT ATTITUDE THIS SUBJECT DANGER 
OF ATTACKS SUCH AS THIS WILL ALWAYS BE PRESENT.» MOST SOLEMNLY 
MUST STATE CONVICTION THAT CONTINUATION OF THIS ATTITUDE 
OF HOSTILITY AND READINESS DESTROY LIVES PROPERTY OF OTHERS ~~ 
MAKES IMPOSSIBLE THAT ATTAINMENT OF STABLE SECURE SITUATION 
IN FAR EAST WHICH MY GOVT CONTINUES SEEKe CITE THIS MERELY 
BY WAY EXAMPLE AND NOT FOR PURPOSE OF HERE DISCUSSING UNHAPPY 
INCIDENT. HOWEVER IN ORDER YOUR AUTHORITIES MAY HAVE FULL 
| ACCURATE TEXT, | AM GIVING YOU COPY JOINT STATEMENT DEPARTMENTS 


UNLESS "UNCLASSBES ED” 
PERMANENT CONFIDENTIAL REPRODUCTION FRBOM:THIS 


RECORD COPY « This copy must bé returned to RM/R central files with notafAfil df faPidA! 
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STATE AND DEFENSE OF AUGUST 31 WITH REGARD THIS INCIDENT. 
(POINTED COPY ON TABLE.) 


De ALSO RELATED TO THIS AS QUESTION OF GOOD FAITH IN 

CARRYING OUT AGREEMENTS. ALL TOO CLEAR AND CONT INJED FAILURE 
YOUR AUTHORITIES PERMIT RETURN DETAINED AMERICANS ACCORDANCE 
OUR AGREEMENT OF YEAR AGO CANNOT BUT GIVE RISE TO INCREASINGLY 
SER!OUS DOUBTS THIS REGARD. 


Ee THIS THEN IS SITUATION WHICH TWO CF US CONFRONTED.~ 


QUESTION IS WHAT WE DO RESOLVE ITe JIT CLEAR IT CANNOT BE ( 4 
RESOLVED BY DISCUSSION SUBSIDIARY SUBJECTS, BUT ONLY BY | 4 
PROGRESS ON FUNDAMENTALS, THAT 1S, UNCONDITIONAL RENUNCIATION 4 


FORCE AS | HAVE PROPOSED AND BY CARRYING OUT IN FULL OUR 
AGREEMENT SEPT 10 LAST YEAR. 


Fe VERY MUCH LOOK FORWARD TO HEARING FROM YOU THIS MORNING 


ANYTHING THAT WILL ASSIST US IN MAKING PROGRESS ON THESE 
FUNDAMENTALS « 


@. WANG REPLIED FROM PREPARED STATEMENT: TWO OF US HAD 
SPENT LONG T!ME ON DISCUSSION ISSUANCE RENUNCIATION FORCE 7 
DECLARATION. IN COURSE THIS DISCUSSION HIS SIDE HAD 
REPEATEDLY PUT FORWARD REASONABLE PROPOSALS FOR MAKING SUCH 
DECLARATION. FAILURE SO FAR, AFTER 11 MONTHS, TO ARRIVE ' 
AT AGREEMENT DUE TO PERSISTENT DEMAND MY SIDE TO ENCROACH 

UPON SOVEREIGN RIGHTS HIS COUNTRY. IF MY SIDE DESIRED MAKE 

PROGRESS ON THIS; THEN MUST GIVE UP UNREASONABLE DEMANDS 

BEFORE WE COULD SUCCEED. 


32 WANG CONTINUED, WAS WITH AIM PUSHING TALKS FORWARD AND 
MAKING TALKS YIELD FRUITFUL PROGRESS THAT HIS SIDE PROPOSED 
SUBJECT REMOVAL EMBARGO. AS HE CONSISTENTLY HAD POINTED 
OUT EMBARGO ONE OF OBSTACLES IN RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO 
COUNTRIES, IS UNJUSTIFIABLE IN ITSELF, SHOULD THEREFORE BE 
REMOVED. AGAIN, AS HE OBSERVED AT LAST MEETING, AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN BOTH SIDES ON REMOVAL EMBARGO WOULD CREATE FAVORABLE 
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ATMOSPHERE IN TALKS AND CONTRIBUTE TOWARD RESOLUTION OTHER 
PROBLEMSe HE MUSTHOWEVER FRANKLY POINT OUT MY SIDE MUST NOT 
EXPECT HIS SIDE ACCEPT DEMANDS THAT ENCROACH ON SOVEREIGN 


RIGHTS THEIR SIDE IN EXCHANGE FOR REMOVAL EMBARGO BECAUSE THIS 
SIMPLY COULD NOT BE ACCEPTED. 
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FROM JOHNSON 


4, WANG CONTINUED, AS REGARDS PLANE INCIDENT AUG 23 | HAD 
MENTIONED, HE MUST POINT OUT THIS INCIDENT ANOTHER CASE 
SERIOUS PROVOCATION BY US MILITARY AIRCRAFT AGAINST HIS 
COUNTRY. INCIDENT INVOLVED US MILITARY AIRCRAFT MAKING 
INTRUSION INTO TERRITORIAL AIR HIS COUNTRY, THIS ESTABLISHED 
AN INDISPUTABLE FACT WHICH US GOVT ITSELF COULD NOT BUT 
ACKNOWLEDGE IN STATEMENT, HOSTILE MILITARY AIRCRAFT INTRUD- 
ING INTO TERRITORIAL AIR OF SOVEREIGN STATE 1S SOMETHING NO 
SOVEREIGN COUNTRY COULD TOLERATE AND REMAIN IDLE, INTRUDED 
AREA, AS KNOWN, 1S COMBAT ZONE AND THEREFORE ALL CONSE- 
QUENCES INTRUSION BY US AIRCRAFT MUST BE RESPONSIBILITY US 
ITSELF, FOLLOWING THIS VIOLATION TERRITORIAL AIR OF 

CHINA BY SAID MILITARY AIRCRAFT, US NAVAL VESSELS AND 
AIRCRAFT AGAIN AUG 23-24 INTRUDED IN FORCE THEIR TERRITORIAL 
SEA AND AIR IN PLANNED MANNER, INSTEAD ACCEPTING SERIOUS 
PROTEST HIS GOVT, MY GOVT HAD EVEN MADE UNREASONABLE DEMANDS 
ON HIS GOVT--THIS ENTIRELY UNJUSTIFIABLE, 


C 


HE MIGHT PUT QUESTION, SUPPOSE MILITARY AIRCRAFT HIS COUNTRY 
INTRUDED IN TERRITORIAL AIR US, WHAT DID | THINK CONSEQUENCES 
BE. COULD US REMAIN IDLE WITHOUT TAKING ANY ACTION AGAINST 
THIS AIRCRAFT? IN THIS INCIDENT HIS GOVT ALONE HAD RIGHT 
MAKE PROTEST--THEREFORE COULD NOT ACCEPT COPY THIS DOCUMENT 

| HANDED HIM THIS MORNING, INCIDENT AUG 23 ONLY ONE OF MANY 


INCIDENTS OF PROVOCATIVE NATURE ON PART US AGAINST TERRITORY 
HIS COUNTRY, 
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5. WANG CONTINUED, SUCH INCIDENTS CLEARLY AT VARIANCE WITH 
OBJECTIVES RENUNCIATION FORCE, SUBJECT WHICH | HAD SUGGESTED, 
THEY CONSIDERED SUCCESS IN MAKING DECLARATION RENUNCIATION 
FORCE MUST NOT REMAIN IN WORDS BUT MUST BE CARRIED OUT IN 
ACTION, WE NOW CONFRONTED SITUATION IN WHICH US SIDE NOT 
ONLY FAILED PUT FORWARD CONSTRUCTIVE PROPOSALS FOR MAKING 
RENUNCIATION FORCE DECLARATION BUT US ALSO NOT STOPPED 
CONTINUOUS PROVOCATIVE ACTS AGAINST HIS COUNTRY, THIS PER- 
FORMANCE US COULD NOT CONTRIBUTE IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS 
BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES, IN ORDER | MIGHT CLEARLY UNDERSTAND 
POSITION HIS GOVT HE WOULD HEREBY GIVE ME COPY ENGLISH 
TRANSLATION STATEMENT MADE BY HIS MINISTRY FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
SEPT 2, NEXT HE WOULD APPRECIATE MY MAKING COMMENTS ON 


REASONABLE DRAFT HE PUT FORWARD LAST MEETING ON QUESTION 
REMOVAL EMBARGO, 


6. | REPLIED WAS NOT SURE HE UNDERSTOOD ME REGARDING COPY 
STATEMENT | OFFERED HIM, WE HAD PREVIOUSLY RECEIVED 

THROUGH OFFICE UK CHARGE PEIPING COPY STATEMENT ISSUED HIS 
FOREIGN OFFICE SEPT 2, HOWEVER, WAS GLAD ACCEPT ADDITIONAL 
COPY HE MADE AVAILABLE THIS MORNING, STATEMENT | HAD 
OFFERED HIM WAS ONLY COPY PUBLIC STATEMENT WHICH HAD ALREADY 
BEEN ISSUED, | SIMPLY MAKING IT AVAILABLE HIM FOR INFORMATION 
SO HE WOULD HAVE FULL AND ACCURATE TEXT, DOING THIS AS 
MATTER OF COURTESY, OF COURSE IF HE DID NOT DESIRE ACCEPT 
IT, 1T WAS HIS CHOICE ENTIRELY, POINT OF VIEW US VERY 
CLEARLY AND CAREFULLY SET FORTH IN THAT STATEMENT, HAD 

NO INTENT TAKING TIME HERE RECAPITULATE WHAT ALREADY CONTAINED 


THAT STATEMENT, AS SAID, NOT MY PURPOSE ENTER INTO DIS- 
CUSSION HERE, 
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7e | CONTINUED, WITH REGARD PRESENT STAGE NEGOTIATION ON 
DECLARATION RENUNCIATION FORCE HE STATED HE PUT FORWARD 
REPEATEDLY WHAT HE TERMED REASONABLE PROPOSALS THIS REGARD, 
COULD NOT AGREE THIS WAS CASE, AS PREVIOUSLY POINTED OUT, 
HE HAD SINCE DEC 1} GONE BACKWARDS IN THIS RESPECT, | IN 
TURN HAD CONSISTENTLY ATTEMPTED PRESERVE AREA OF AGREEMENT 
WE HAD REACHED AND GO FORWARD, JI NOT TAKEN ANY HARD FAST 
ATTITUDE ON EXACTLY HOW SUCH DECLARATION SHOULD BE EXPRESSED, 
| HAD BEEN INSISTENT ONLY ON PRINCIPLES IT SHOULD CONTAIN 

IF IT 1S TO HAVE REAL MEANING, EVEN ACCEPTED IN HIS DRAFT 
DEC 1 FORM AND WORDS CONTAINED THEREIN, IN ATTEMPT FULLY 
MEET HIS POINT VIEW i OFFERED ON TWO SUCCESSIVE OCCASSIONAL 
AMENDMENTS TO THAT DRAFT DEC | ADDING ONLY MINIMUM NECESSARY 
MAKE |T REALLY MEANINGFUL, 1 HAD MADE NO UNREASONABLE 
DEMANDS ON HIS GOVT, MY SUGGESTIONS HAD BEEN FULLY 
RECIPROCAL AND HAD NOT REQUIRED HIS GOVT SACRIFICE OR 
PREJUDICE ITS VIEWS IN ANY WAY, HAD ONLY BEEN INSISTENT 
DECLARATION BE REALLY MEANINGFUL AND THERE BE FULL UNDER- 
STANDING BETWEEN US AS TO ITS MEANING, THAT IS, iT NOT BE 
EMPTY WORDS DEVOID OF REAL CONTENT AND UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN 
US. HAVE CONSIDERED IN PAST AND WILLING RECONSIDER IN 
FUTURE QUESTION OF HOW PRINCIPLES CAN BE EXPRESSED IN FORM 
ACCEPTABLE TO BOTH SIDES, 1! DID NOT HAVE CLOSED MIND ON 
SUBJECT BUT CONSIDER WAY TO MAKE PROGRESS WAS MOVE AHEAD 
FROM POINTS OF AGREEMENT ALREADY REACHED AND NOT TRY 
ESTABLISH NEW CONDITIONS AND REVERT TO OLD POSITONS AS HE 


HAD DONE IN MAY 11 DRAFT, HAD KEPT HOPING HE WOULD APPROACH 
MATTER WITH SAME ATTITUDE, 
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8. | SAID MY POSITION REGARD DISCUSSION TRADE AT THIS 

STAGE NOT BASED UPON ANY ARBITRARY ATTEMPT ESTABLISH 
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THIS ITEM AND RENUNCIATION FORCE BUT- 
ONLY ON INESCAPABLE SUBSTANTIVE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN 

THESE TWO THINGS, MY VIEWS ON THIS FULLY SET FORTH, AS 
PREVIOUSLY SAID, | FULLY PREPARED LISTEN HIS ViEWS ON TRADE 
WHILE HE CONSIDERING QUESTION RENUNCIATION FORCE, ONCE HIS 
GOVT HAD ACCEPTED PRINCIPLE RENUNCIATION FORCE, AND AGREEMENT 
REACHED ON DECLARATION THAT REGARD, THEN COULD BE DISCUSSION ver 
OF 1TEM REGARD TRADE HE PROPOSED, HOWEVER, DID NOT THINK 
USEFUL OR PRODUCTIVE FOR ME COMMENT ON PROPOSAL HE HAD MADE 
UNTIL THAT TIME, 


9. | SAID WOULD HOPE HE WOULD BE ABLE ABANDON POSITION 
TAKEN MAY 1} DRAFT AND THAT PRESERVING AREA AGREEMENT 

SHOWN MY APRIL 19 (NOTE: 19) DRAFT WE COULD REALLY GET AHEAD 
ON QUESTION MAKING DECLARATION RENUNCIATION FORCE, IF HE 
NOT POSITION DO SO THIS MORNING, HOPED HE WOULD AT NEXT 


MEETING SO WE COULD SIT DOWN AND REALLY ACCOMPLISH SOMETHING 
THIS REGARD, 


10, WANG REPLIED, HAD FULLY SET FORTH THIS MORNING POSITION 
HIS SIDE ON QUESTION MAKING RENUNCIATION FORCE, THAT IS, 

IF WE WERE TO MAKE PROGRESS ON THIS, MY SIDE MUST EITHER 
ACCEPT THEIR PROPOSAL OR PRODUCE SOME NEW PROPOSAL 
ACCEPTABLE TO BOTH SIDES, HOWEVER, | HAD JUST NOW MADE 

MERE REPETITION MY POSITION AND HE DID NOT THINK THIS 
RESETTING FORTH OLD POSITIONS WOULD HELP US IN THIS DIS- 
CUSSION, HE MUST POINT OUT HOWEVER IT WAS SIMPLY STALLING 
TACTICS MY SIDE AND INSISTENCE MY SIDE ON UNJUSTIFIABLE 
DEMANDS THAT CAUSED FAILURE REACH AGREEMENT ON THIS SO FAR, 


11. WANG SAID IT WAS IN VIEW THIS THAT HIS SIDE PROPOSED 
WE DISCUSS QUESTION REMOVING EMBARGO, | HAD AGAIN SAID 
WILLING LISTEN VIEWS HIS SIDE ON QUESTION REMOVING EMBARGO 
AND WOULD BE WILLING TAKE UNDER CONSIDERATION THAT QUESTION, 
YET HIS SIDE ALREADY MADE CONCRETE PROPOSAL THIS REGARD 

AND | HAD AGAIN EVADED DEFINITE REPLY, | HAD EVEN FURTHER 
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PUT FORWARD UNJUSTIFIABLE PRECONDITION TO THIS DISCUSSION, 

AS SAID THIS MORNING, ANY ATTEMPT MY PART MAKE HIS SIDE 
ACCEPT UNREASONABLE DEMANDS IN EXCHANGE FOR REMOVAL 

EMBARGO WILL PROVE ILLUSION AND WILL PROVE BE SOMETHING 
CANNOT ACCEPT AT ALL, HIS SIDE STRONGLY AND CONTINUOUSLY 
OPPOSED ANY SUCH ATTEMPT, ATTITUDE ADOPTED MY SIDE ON QUESTON 
EMBARGO COULD NOT BUT COMPEL HIS SIDE CONSIDER MAKING PUBLIC 
ITS POSITION ON QUESTION EMBARGO, 
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12. WANG SAID WITH REGARD AUG 23 PLANE INCIDENT AND STATEMENT 
MY GOVT | MENTIONED THIS MORNING, HE ALREADY MADE CLEAR 
PROTEST HIS GOVT THIS INCIDENT. SINCE | HAD EXPLAINED IT NOT 
MY PURPOSE DISCUSS MATTER HERE AND SINCE | STATED THIS 
STATEMENT ONLY !NFORMAL DOCUMENT FOR INFORMATION, HE WOULD BE 
READY ACCEPT THIS DOCUMENT. 


ra 


13. WANG FICKED DOCUMENT OFF TABLE. 


of the United States 


14. =| SAID THOUGHT WE OUGHT BE CLEAR AS TO WHAT HAD PRE- 
VENTED AGREEMENT THUS FAR ON RENUNCIATON FORCE DECLARATION. 
THERE WERE TWO THINGS. ONE HAS BEEN UNWILLINGNESS HIS 
GOVT MAKE IT CLEAR SUCH DECLARATION COVERS WHAT WE BOTH 
- AGREE 1S MOST SERIOUS DISPUTE BETWEEN US: THAT |S TAIWAN AREA. 
‘SECOND HAS BEEN HIS INSISTENCE MY GOVT ABANDON RIGHT SELF 
DEFENSE. WORLD READILY ABLE JUDGE WHICH THESE POSITIONS 
REASONABLE, WHICH UNREASONABLE. WORLD ALSC BE ABLE READILY 
JUDGE WHETHER REASONABLE THAT THIS FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION OF 
WHETHER THERE IS TO BE RESORT TO FORCE IN THESE DISPUTES BE 
RESOLVED BEFORE THERE IS DISCUSSION OF SUCH MATTERS AS 
TRADE. REGRETTED THIS DECISION AGAIN RESORT TO PUBLIC 
STATEMENTS AND PROPAGANDA WITH REGARD THESE TALKS. HOWEVER 
PERFECTLY WILLING IF HE DESIRED THAT OUR RESPECTIVE POSITIONS 
BE MADE PUBLIC. IF HIS GOVT DID MAKE PUBLIC STATEMENT, 


OF COURSE MY GOVT MUST CONSIDER MATTER OF MAKING REPLY 
THERETO. 
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15~ | SAID THOUGHT WORLD ALSO ABLE JUDGE WHETHER OUR 
AGREEMENT OF ALMOST EXACTLY ONE YEAR AGO BEEN CARRIED OUT 
BY HIS SIDE. IMPOSSIBLE ME UNDERSTAND WHAT HIS AUTHORITIES 
THINK THEY GAINING BY AVOIDING CARRYING OUT THAT AGREEMENT. 
THAT WAS FIRST QUESTION ON TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR THESE 
TALKS. OVER YEAR LATER STILL OUTSTANDING QUESTION. TEN 
AMERICANS STILL REMAINED IN PRISONS HIS COUNTRY IN SPITE 

OF CLEAR COMMITMENT THEY BE PERMITTED EXPEDITIOUSLY 

RETURN. S | KAD POINTED OUT THEY HAD EVEN GONE BACKWARDS 
AS FAR AS PEOPLE AND GOVT MY COUNTRY COULD SEE. APPARENTLY 
POLICY NOW WAS REQUIRE PRISONERS SERVE FULL TERM THEIR 
SENTENCES NO MATTER HOW UNREASONABLE OR UNJUSTIFIED 
SENTENCE MIGHT HAVE BEEN.’ FROM STANDPOINT MY GOVT THERE 
SEEMS BE NO ADVANTAGE--IN FACT DISADVANTAGE FROM THIS 
AGREEMENT. | MUST MOST STRONGLY EMPHASIZE OUR DISATISFACTION, 
DISAPPCINTME7 THIS AGREEMENT NOT BEING CARRIED 

OUT AND THIS SOURCE FRICTION BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES NOT 
BEING REMOVED AS | PROPOSED AT VERY OUTSET THESE TAL ‘3s. 


16. WANG SAID COULD NOT AGREE WITH REMARKS | JUST MADE. 
PURPOSE THESE TALKS TRY SEEK SOLUTION OF ISSUES BETWEEN 
TWO COUNTRIES. NOT PURPOSE MAKE PROPAGANDA. HE DID NOT 
WANT LEAVE QUESTIONS UNDER DISCUSSION FOR LONG W! THOUT 
ATTAINING RESULTS. HE DID NOT WANT LET WORLD BE DEPRIVED 
OF INFORMATION ON WHAT HAD TAKEN PLACE IN THESE TALKS. 


SURE PUBLIC OPINION IN POSITION JUDGE WHICH SIDE REASONABLE 
AND WHICH NOT. 


17- WANG NOTED AS TO QUESTION CIVILIANS, THAT MOST OF PERSONS 
WHOSE NAMES HE HAD GIVEN ME HAD NOT RETURNED AND NO 
ACCCOUNT!ING BEEN MADE. MOREOVER UNREASONABLE REQU!REMENT 

WITH REGARD TAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS, REQUIREMENT CHINESE IN 

US APPLY FOR PERMANENT RESIDENCE NOT BEEN REMOVED. HE SURE 
PUBLIC OPINION ALSO ABLE MAKE FAIR JUDGMENT ON THIS MATTER. 
WORLD WOULD READILY AND CLEARLY SEE THAT SINCE TALKS BEGAN 
GREATER PART OF AMERICANS IN CHINA HAD RETURNED TO THEIR 
COUNTRY AS RESULT LENIENT POLICY HIS GOVT. THESE FACTS COULD 
NOT BE DISPUTED BY ANYONE. 


- CONF IDENT IAL 














Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


i» 


CONF IDENT! AL 
-3- 232, SEPTEMBCR 7, 6 PM (SECTION FOUR OF FIVE) FROM GENEVA 


16. | REPLIED OUR ANNOUNCEMENT OF SEPTEMBER 10 DID NOT SAY 
GREATER PART AMEICANS IN HIS COUNTRY BE ABLE RETURN WITHIN 
YEAR AFTER ANNOUNCEMENT--ANNOUNCEMENT SAID ALL WOULD 

BE ABLE RETURN EXPEDITIQUSLY. 


19. WANG SAID OUR AGREEMENT DID NOT SAY ALL AMERICANS 
IN PRISCN WHO COMMITTED CRIMES WOULD BE ABLE RETURN 
PROMPTLY DISREGARDING CHINESE LAW. 


20. |! SAID IT DID NOT SAY SOME AMERICANS, IT DID NOT SAY 
EXCEPT THOSE IN PRISON, IT SAID ALL AMERICANS WOULD BE ABLE 
RETURN. 


21. WANG SAID BUT THIS AGREEMENT DID NOT SPECIFY PRECISE 
TIME. OR WAS MY GOVT IN POSITION RELEASE ALL FORTY ODD 
CHINESE IN PRISONS MY COUNTRY. 


22. | SAID HAD TOLD HiM PREVIOUSLY, ANY WHO DESIRED RETURN 
WOULD BE ABLE PROMPTLY RETURN, WHETHER IN PRISON OR NOT. 


23- WANG ASKED IF WE IN POSITION RELEASE ALL THOSE PEOPLE 
FROM PRISON AND LET THEM DECIDE WHETHER OR NOT THEY WISH 
RETURN HIS COUNTRY. 


GOWEN 


JB 
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24. | SAID DID NOT GET HIS POINT, DID HE MEAN THEY SHOULD 
ALL BE RELEASED, WHETHER THEY WANTED RETURN OR NOT? OUR 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT COVERED PEOPLE WHO DESIRED RETURN, 


25 WANG ASKED HOW COULD PERSON IN US PRISON EXPRESS FREE 
WILL AS TO WHETHER HE DESIRES RETURN TO HIS COUNTRY, THAT 
WAS WHAT HE NOT READY BELIEVE, EVEN PEOPLE OUT OF PRISON 
IN US HAD ALL SORTS WORRIES AND APPREHENSION ON QUESTION 
RETURNING, HOW COULD ONE EXPECT PEOPLE IN PRISON DECIDE 
FREELY? 


co™ 


of the United States 


f~ 


26. | REPLIED PERSON IN PRISON COULD CERTAINLY DECIDE 
WHETHER DESIRES REMAIN SERVE OUT TERM ACCORDANCE NORMAL 
PROCESSES JUSTICE OR WHETHER DESIRES IMMEDIATE RETURN 

tiiS COUNTRY, THAT NOT HARD DECISION MAKE, | HAD SET FORTH 
PLAN TO ENABLE THEM TO ASSURE THEMSELVES PRISONERS HAD 
FREELY MADE DECISION, IT JUST HAD NEVER OCURRED TO ME HE 
COULD CR WOULD OBJECT TO PROCEDURES WE SET FORTH, THEY 
WENT FAR BEYOND ANYTHING WE REQUIRED DO UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCE-~ 
MENT, IT WAS ATTITUDE HIS GOVT THAT HAD PREVENTED INDIAN 
EMBASSY FROM ACTING IN ACCORDANCE WiTH PROCEDURES WE SET 
FORTH, THEREFORE ANY DELAY IS SOLELY AND ABSOLUTELY 
RESPONSIBILITY HIS GOVT, 
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27~ WANG REPLIED THIS SERIOUS REMARK NOT CREDIBLE, MUST 
TRY JUDGE MATTER ON MERITS ACTUAL FACTS INSTEAD ON BASIS 
IMAGINATION, US AUTHORITIES REPEATEDLY TRIED PREVENT 
CHINESE STUDENTS RETURN HIS COUNTRY BY TELLING THEM NOT 
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RETURN TO WHAT WE CALL COMMUNIST CHINA AND BY ATTEMPTING 
INFLUENCE THEM PROCEED TAIWAN, IF SUCH ACTS COULD BE APPLIED 
PEOPLE OUT OF PRISONS ONE COULD READILY IMAGINE WHAT WOULD 
BE DONE TO PEOPLE IN PRISON, CHINESE IN PRISON COULD 
EXPRESS DESIRE RETURN OWN COUNTRY, BUT ABILITY ACTUALLY DO 
SO ANOTHER QUESTION, THESE PEOPLE HAVE TO TAKE INTO 
ACCOUNT WHETHER BY EXPRESSING WILL RETURN THEIR COUNTRY IT 
WOULD INTENSIFY PUNISHMENT, PROBLEM IS WHETHER US WOULD 
CARRY OUT FAITHFULLY AGREEMENT PERMIT CHINESE IN US RETURN 
WITHOUT APPLYING PRESSURE OR OFFERING OBSTACLES TO THEIR 
DOING SO, HE NOTED THAT | HAD TAKEN NO STEP TO SUBMIT LIST 
ALL CHINESE IN US WHICH HE HAD REPEATEDLY REQUESTED, SUCH 
BEING CASE, SIDE WHICH EXTREMELY DISSATISFIED WITH OUTCOME 
AGREEMENT PRECISELY HIS SIDE, 


28. | SAID NO OBLIGATION UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT SUBMIT 
ANY LIST CHINESE IN US, OBLIGATION WAS PERMIT CHINESE IN 

US WHO DESIRE DO SO RETURN HIS COUNTRY, LET US KEEP TO 
FACTS, AGENCY ESTABLISHED FOR ASSURING WHETHER OR NOT THIS 
CASE HAD NOT AMONG TENS OF THOUSANDS CHINESE IN US YET BROUGHT 
TO OUR ATTENTION ANY SINGLE CASE ALLEGED OSTRUCTION, 

THIS WAS FACT WHICH NO AMOUNT VAGUE STATEMENTS, VAGUE CHARGES 
COULD CONTROVERT, WAS ALSO FACT CHINESE STEADILY RETURNING 
HIS COUNTRY, | KNEW OF NINE WHO HAD DEFINITELY DONE SO SINCE 
| LAST MENTIONED THIS SUBJECT, TH!S MADE TOTAL 190 

| DEFINITELY KNEW OF SINCE LAST AUG }, 
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29. WANG SAID EVEN THIS 190 DID NOT REPRESENT ALL WHO 
DESIRED RETURN, HE HAD GIVEN ME NAMES 50-ODD PERSONS, 

52 OF WHOM HAD NOT RETURNED, 1! HAD STATED NO ALLEGATION 
BEEN MADE 7O US AS TO OBSTRUCTION RETURN, BUT 7! 1S DID NOT 
MEAN THERE BEEN NO DIFFICULTIES ENCOUNTERED BY CHINESE, 


HE HAD REPGATEDLY SPOKEN ON THIS SITUATION, HE HAD NOTHING 
— < 
aFURTHER, 
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=30, “WANG PROPOSED NEXT MEETING THURSDAY, SEPT 20 AND | 
AGREER, =e 
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Dear Walter: yp | 


I have little to add to my "comment" telegram 
today. I felt satisfied that the meeting went as 
well as it did and particularly appreciated the very 
complete and clear guidance for today's meeting. You 
will see that I made full use of it. I especially 
appreciated its explicitness in instructing me not to 
be deterred in refusing to discuss trade by fear they 

( would use it as a pretext to break off or recess the 

talks, It gave me just the guidance I was looking for 
on this subject. I hope you understand that my re- 
cent emphasis on the possibility of a break or recess 
has not been motivated by any change in my feeling 
they are probably not going to make any major new 
move until around election time, but simply a desire 
to anticipate and be prepared for the worst while 
hoping for the best, 


of the United States 
cL 307 


( 


Sit 


I felt it a little difficult to carry out the 
instructions with regard to giving him the copy of 
the press release on the plane incident and the com- 
ments with regard thereto and at the same time not 
letting these talks become a forum for the discussion 
of the merits, You will see that I tried to carry 
this out by weaving it in with renunciation in my 
opening statement rather than giving it any character 
of a separate item or waiting for him to initiate 
discussion of it. Incidentally I have been somewhat 
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surprised at their willingness to fall in with the UK 
channel on this, Is this not unvrecedented on a 
matter of this kind? Incidentally I also thought the 
Department's August 31 statement was a real master- 
piece of balance and objectivity. It was a very re- 
freshing change from the way similar cases have some- 
times been handled in the past. It was also very re- 
freshing not to have Defense and every Lieutenant in 
the Navy leaking views and news, and not to have Drew 
Pearson announcing the plane was on a dangerous and secret 
mission, 


As I mentioned in my comment telegram Dave is 
staying here to be on hand if and when they come out 
with their public statement rather than going up to 
Prague with me as we had previously planned. If there 
is sufficient time after their statement before the 
next meeting he and Helenka may drive up themselves, 


Thank Ralph very much for his letter of August 31 
and all its news. I had three nice days in the sun 
down at Santa Margarita, The first time I have really 
been warm this summer, I know that is not a complaint 
you can make in Washington, 


of the United States 


Regards to all. 
Sincerely, 


ohnson 
ican /Ambassador 
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Dear “alter: ’ 





I have just received a telecsram from Geneva saving 
that Senator Mansfield wants to see me in ‘teneva on 
Seotemter 20 or 21. I have resliei th 


2% will, of course. 
be clad to see him, sus 7estin: the 29th in order that I 
can return here the mornings of the 21st. 


I have not followed his views recently, and have 
only noted in The New York Times his onen telesraim to the 
Secretary surcestine that I tatre up the rlane incident 
in Geneva. However, I rresume he will be satisfied the 
way it was handled throuch the ¥.% 


~ @.+ © 





The only purpose of this letter is if there are any 
svecial cautions or advice the Devartment feels T should 


a 


have *efore talking with him, I would anpreciate having 
a telsrram sent me at Geneva. 


sit Gd tL 701 


As a resnonsible member of the Foreirn Relations ‘om- 


mittee I assume that he is fairly well briefed on our 
volicy and that I cen talk with him quite freelv. 


Incidentally, durine Senator “Lone's recent visit 


here he did not raise and there was no discussion whatever 
of my Geneva talks. 


Sincerely yours, 





Director, Office of Chinese tffairs, 
Pureau of Far STastern Affairs, 
Derartment of State, 
“Tashineton 25, D. 7. 
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Dear Alex: \. = ~~ :, 


The American Red Cross gave us on September 12 their report on the 
interviews with the Chinese prisoners, They did a very thorough job. 
They carried ott their instrections precisely, presmting the three choices 
very fairly and explaining the matter fully and impartially. We can say 
with confidence that no pressure of any sort was exerted on the prisoners, 
and that they were afforded an onp-ortunity to make up their om minds on 
the casis of full and exact information, without any interference. Three 
prisoners elected to sro to . ainland China, two to Taiwan, and nineteen 
preferred to remain in prison to sefve out their sentences. The remainder 
had already been released tmder normal prison regudations. We are having 
the reports on each of the 2l; cased reproduced for transmittal by pouch to vou 
either teday or Londay, 

We neve not yet decided whether we will bring the Indian Embassy into 
the picture as to the three who wish to fo to Mainland China. We are 
leaninr in that direction mainly because we want to do everything possible 
to influence Peiping to cive O'Neill more scope in his efforts to help our 


imprisoned nationals, At least we want to put them as much on the defensive 


Tre fonorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Anbassador now at Geneva, 
Arerican Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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as possible if they refuse to give O'Neill any better access. We 21s0 


would like to present the Cormmisits with the bill for the transportation 
of these reoplic. Indian participation would make that possible. On the 


other hand Indisn particivation might slow up the procedure, when we ere 


_ irpatient to move the three out of here as fast as possible. io final 


decision has been made set. Dut we already are wor:dng with the Irmigration 
and Naturalization Service and the Sureau of Prisons on the preiininary 
steps looking tom the parole of the three individials for shipment out of 
the comtry. Immicmtion and Naturalization Servite does not care wheter 
they are ceported or leave voluntarily with -- Indian assistance. 
The GRC is comritted in writing to take any prisoners who choose 
Taiwan so long as the Indians are not allewed to interview the rrisoners. 
We intend to hold them to this cormitmmt. We had Dr, Tan in yesterday 
and save him the results of the interviews. ‘We are sending you by roveh a 
copy ef our telefram to Tainei reporting on tre interview and explaining 
why we prefer that the CxO not insist on visiting the rrisorers. ‘an did 
not raise the ratter yesterday and we are hopeful that they will not rock 
the boat. “e have had a -ood and corplete survey and any interfermece with 
the prisoners at this stace by the GNC representatives could only be harmful. 
Enclosed are various press releases on the U. S, iavy plane incident 
of August 23, ineludin: our note of protest of September 8 which the British 
delivered in Feiping September Uy an announcement on the reported finding 


by the Chinese Cormunists of the body of a second member of the crew, 
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Jack Curtis; and U. S. Navy statement of “eptember 13 annomcing the 





aah discontinvance ef search operations and the plamed shipment of the two 
—e bedies recovered by the Commmists from Shanghai to Japan on September 22. 


We are also enclesing a report by Col. Monroe on his recent visit to 





thw HAC concerning the accomting for the missing servicemen. 

We are having a meeting this afternoon to discuss the guidance for 
f your meeting of September 20. The rain topic will be the question of whether 
we will propose any changes in the draft on remunciation of force. 
| Mr, Phlecer was away on leave for a while and since his retum has been 
pretty much tied up because of the Suez crisis. We expect hin at the 
session this afternoon. ) 

For your background things are looking a little better on the trade 


controls question. 5Sy acreeing to cive a little ground on the China list, 
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we have brovzht the Jananese more or less into line. We have had high 
level meetings with the Sritish, French, Germans and Itallims at which we 
have cresented quite strongly our case for preserving a substantial China 


differential, with some concessions on our part. We are hoping that with 
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Japanese support, comiined with the pressures we are putting on these 
countries, ve can hold the line at least for the near future. A CG neeting 
is contemplated for December. 

Everybody here lixes the way you handled the last meeting. ‘hile we 


naturally do not inviteany resort to publicity by the Chinese Cormunists, 





we are prerared to meet it and do not fear it, 
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Keep up the good work. Regards from us all to Dave, Helenka ond 
Col. Exvall as well es well as to you. 





Sincerely, 





Walter P, MeConaughy 


ENCIOCSURES : 





l. Interviews by Red Cross ‘epresentatives 

2. Fress Release No. 80 

3. Note to British protesting shooting down of Navy plane. 

lh. Report from Col. Monroe 

5. letter to Hr. Youde from Kr. Clougy dated September 11, 1956, © pee Me 
6. Letter to Cong. Lane 

7. Navy Statement cf Sept. 13. 
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The Commander, U. S. 7th Fleet advises Adm.. Stwart Ingersollws directed 
= today to discontinue the search operations fcr possible survivors of the 
en Maval PLM Marcator shot dow over intermtiom] waters off the Chu Shan 
| ets ArchipAclego on the night of 22-23 August. A constant search by ship and 
ees aircraft of the Seventh Fleet Patrol day and night since August 23 has 


y exhausted a 11 possibilities for rescue of any survivcrs. The bodies of 
ie Albert Perry Mattin, USN and [t. Commander James Pansffrd, USN, were recovered 
‘ by ship research group in the same area in which fleatim-reckage of the 


p lane was located. The Chinese Communists have announced the recovery of 
William Frederick Haskins, USN and Jack Albert Curtis, USN. They further 
reported that the bodies of Haskins and Curtis were delivered by them to 
British Consul General, Shanghai on September 12. It is-expected that 

the bodies will be returned to United States autharities in Yoknham, Jaren 
via the S.S. Ouwerkett leaving Shanghai about 22 September. Next of kin 
of those recovered have been previously notified by the ilavy Department. 


of the United States 
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Following is excerpt relating to Taiwan from Liu Shao-chi -gpeech--:- ‘Seroe 
September 15 Chinese Communist Party Congress: om . 
QUOTE Furthermore in order to defend our country we must continue 
to strengthen our national defense, we must continue to strengthen our : 
$ 
national defense army--the glorious Chinese people's liberation a L. 
° Saee 
Our armed forces must strive to raise their fighting capacity to a 5 E 2 pee 
] a 
higher level, guard our frontiers and coast lines vigilantly and end De — 
our territorial integrity. 
Our territory Taiwan is still under the occupation of the US imperialigtg. : : 
Ee) 
This is 4a most serious threat to the security of our country. The,liberat a 
EE of Taiwan is purely China's internal affair. We are willing to b Taiwafi pie 
. aw 
. back to the embrace of the motherland through the peaceful means & 
negotiation and avoid the use of force. If force has to be used ¢%, would “yr 
only be when all) possibilities for peaceful negotiation have been exhaustef¢s Pad 
Lien ys" 
or when peaceful negotiations have failed. Whatever means we adopt we ares | ’ 
bid 
convinced that we will win the ultimate victory in the just cause of - oN r ° 
, Cf) 
al liberating Taiwan, END QUOTE Arithy' | ) -o-~ [SY ~ 4 
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Guidance for September 20 meeting. ° 

1. Renunciation of force. Again show how our April 19 revision eae: 
introduces minimum chances Communist December 1 draft which provided reasonable fast “ 





starting point for negotiation although not in itself sufficiently explicit. — 


oS | 


‘ +e constitute acceptable formulation renunciation of force declaration. 3 P an 

: These changes were essential to demonstrate to world iat both sides - é | ae . 

: sincerely willing renounce use of force de Taiwan area and pursue objectives ¢ se 
E by peaceful means only. Characterize Communist May 11 draft as step backward. ys 
= (FYI After thorough cousideration possible reformulation our April 19 ; Js 

7 

o 


revision, we are satisfied our objectives best served by holding to present 
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draft. We consider it strong position on which-te-defend ourselves publicly tos 
re against Communist propaganda effort. We do not repeat not contemplate $ o Dm 
A ' — — — 
revision. END FYI) TM pew 
Refer to passage from Liu Shao-chi speech before 8th Party Congres mn 
’ 
September 15 regarding Communist intention te-take Taiwan (DEPTEL 300 ), a i 
' 
Observe that apparent PRC determination +e bring Taiwan under Communist “J ' 
domination by any means necessaryy including use of force, would seem to FR ‘ a 
/ 7] | 
" \ y> NO fb 
on IIS aT AC VIET i , . ~ :. 
Drefied by: ’ Y \ \) 9/1 i/t 5 Telegraphic transmission end vue 
_FEACA:RNG) ugh sWiticConaughys4 kb :emnt “steer sepreved br’ Walter 5, Robertson ~ peg 
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zB indicate tet further attempts to arrive at meaningful renunciation of force may ae * 


a 
4 


be foredoomed to failure. Surmise that PRC high policy reflected in Liu's speech 


may afford explanation ef Wang's persistent refusal to agree to effective 


TH 


renunciation of force formula through more than 9 months ef fruitless discussion 


——_—, -_—_ -_ 
* A 


this subject at Geneva. Invite Wang to explain and interpret Liu statement in 


light e# professed Chinese Communist willingness te- make comprehensive renunciation 


of force. 


(FYI While there is nothing new in Liu statement on Taiwan, we think his 


ee ca 
2) 
= 
: , 
4 t 
= ‘ 
= 
Lu 2 
ae high position as Chairman Standing Committee National Peoples Congress and as | 
o 
Ho spokesman for Central Committee of Party; and importance of 8th Party Congress © ae 
cv i oad Ce 
=* before which he spoke justify this special attention, We wish speech used to aan 
oc re... .:? 
-* draw out Wang more fully 4e te Chinese Communist determination +e use force to t. 
oa = ie 
* extend their sway to Taiwan, if they cannot obtain this objective by less costly ; “ 
- © ‘ 
o : ° 
+ means. END FYI) hs 
= 2. Trade controls. Refuse to discuss trade controls, framing your argument 
” in same terms used last meeting. = 
rr ~ 
8 3. U.S. Navy Plane. Subject need not be introduced this meeting. However is 
if Wang brings up, take same line as last meeting and continue avoid being drawn iit 
noe 
into discussion ef merits of case. (FYI Chinese Communists have not yet replied ; , 
.49 our protest. END FYI) bag 
i. Implementation. In pressing for early release remaining Americans, a 
emphasize futility continuine hold these persons hostage as means bringing about oe 
; Ree 
improvement of relations. FYI We are proceeding 4e deport promptly to China .. -s 
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mainland three Chinese convicts who chose to go there. We are not bringing “| 





Indian Bubassy into process, since Agreed Announcement provides for their 


intervention only if Chinese wishing to go to mainland encounters obstruction, 


as we have told them they will be allowed +e-leave and are expediting their ' 
departure. We do not propose to inform Wang, or to make public announcement 


regarding Chinese convicts until latter have left USy unless we are obliged 


to do so by Communist propaganda on subject or leak to press in US. END FYI 
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Am making no press comment on CHICOM statement (my telegram 
293). If Department issues reply would appreciate prompt 
transmittel here. 


At tomorrow's meeting-plen ignore CHICOM's statement unless 
reised by him and proceed along lines DEPTEL 301. 
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Chinese Communist statement issued Peiping and Geneva September 21 


ot 
eg ION me Ke 
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contains nothing new. It does not alter line to be taken your September 22 





presentation which should continue be guided by Deptel 301. We are 


considering issuing brief reply Communist statement probably on 








$ Sh 
3 September 2); which will stress unreasonableness Communist demand we Ol = 
: discuss relaxation trade restrictions at time when they continue threaten © =a 
E use force against Taiwan and fail to carry out last year's Agreed Announcemeht,. 
£ We recognize that tone adopted in portion of guidance referred to on 
° third paragraph your 279 is somewhat harder than heretofore. However, we 0 
do not believe Communist decision to break or not to break will be Pe 
Fz significantly affected by relatively minor alterations in phraseology ht 
a used by you in discussions. We feel harder line necessary this stage of b ime 
talks to emphasize our opposition to their continued insistence on right | ’ 
to use force to aciiieve their aims. : ; 
Line adopted by speakers at Chinese Communist Sth Party Congress and me ’ 
September 2] statement itself do not ge | Peiping moving toward break? ee. 
off in talks. com 86 YA eg 
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tx) HOUR AND FIVE MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING, | OPENED 
WITH STATEMENT ALONG LINES PARA ONE DEPTEL 301, WHILE RE- 
AFFIRMING SAME LiNE ON MEANS LIBERATION TAIWAN CHINAtS 
INTERNAL AFFAIR HIS REPLIES WERE LARGELY PRO FORMA, HE 
D!D NOT RESPOND TO MY SUBSEQUENT GOADING HIM ON SUBL 

JECT AND | OBTAINED NOTHING NEW WITH RESPECT RENUNCIATION, 
HE REPEATED ANY FURTHER MOVES RENUNCIATION MUST COME 

FROM US. 


AFTER MAKING BRIEF REFERENCE TO TRADE HE INTRODUCED 
DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT ON "MUTUAL CONTACTS AND CULTURAL EX- 
CHANGETATTEMPTING TAKE STRONG OFFENSIVE THROUGHOUT RE. 
MAINDER MEETING THIS SUBJECT, CITING US"OBSTRUCT ION") 


19D YVIN ey} OF 


Peuinjey aq jsnw jueuins0g siyp 


f— 
X 
S9ji4 (219g yy) 


9G¢c-6/S6°1L9 


PORGY AND BESS, PEIPING OPERA, JOURNALISTS, PEIPING WHITMAN 


ATTENDANCE, 


4 
C) 
| CITED THEIR TREATMENT AMERICANS INCLUDING OFFICIALS O > 
FROM TIME COMMUNIST TAKEOVER MAINLAND, FAILURE IMPLEMENT 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, AND KEPT COMING BACK TO RENUNCIATION be 
FORCE AND POLICY HOSTILITY THREAT USE FORCE AS BLOCK TO tj 
IMPROVEMENT OUR REiATIONS WHICH MUST BE REMOVED BEFORE ANY ATT TERT 
MADE DEAL OTHER PROBLEMS, = = a 
“ae 
NEXT MEETING OCT, 4, RETURNING PRAGUE. SUNDAY MORNING, *? [3 i 
| aa 
“ag , COOPER = m4 
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AGREE ANNOUNCE: PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA AND U.S. OF 
AMERICA WILL ADOPT MEASURES RESPECTIVELY ON THEIR OWN IN- 
ITIATIVE TO ELIMINATE EXISTING BARRIERS INTERFERING WITH 
FREEDOM OF MUTUAL CONTACTS AND CULTURAL EXCHANGE BETWEEN 
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Direotion to DC/R ——— 
COMMENTS TODAY'S MEETINGS 


WANG'S PROPOSAL ON WHAT HE ORALLY TERMED "HUMAN CONTACTS" AND 
CULTURAL EXCHANGE TODAY CONTINUES THEIR PATTERN OF ATTEMPTING 
TO BUILD UP PUBLIC RECORD OF "SWEET REASONABLENESS” IN TALKS 
BE|NG FRUSTRATED ALONG LINES CHOU'S PEOPLE'S CONGRESS SPEECH. 
CAN PRESUME THEY WILL IN DUE COURSE FOLLOW SAME PATTERN AS 
WITH TRADE PROPOSAL, THAT IS, MAKE PUBLIC RELEASE AFTER WE 
HAVE REFUSED DISCUSS. HOWEVER ANTICIPATE THEY MAY SOMEWHAT 
STEP UP PACE POSSIBLY MAKING RELEASE FOLLOWING NEXT MEETING 


IF THEY SUCCEED IN OBTAINING FROM ME WHAT THEY CONSIDER 
SUFFICIENTLY CLEAR-CUT REFUSAL DISCUSS. 


r Publication in Foreign Relations 


ed fo 
eecgommantal of the United States 


WHILE REFUSING DISCUSS BELIEVE IT GIVES USEFUL OPPORTUNITY 
MORE FULLY DEVELOP THEME | STARTED AT TODAY'S MEETING ON 
PREVIOUS TREATMENT OF AMERICANS LEADING UP TO PRESSURE RELEASE OF IV 
THOSE STILL IMPRISONED. DEPARTMENT WILC NOTE | ALSO LINKED IT TO 

, RENUNCIATION. WOULD APPRECIATE GUIDANCE FOR NEXT MEETING ON DEGREE, 
TO WHICH | SHOULD EXPRESSLY OR IMPLIEDLY LINK TRAVEL OF 

AMERICANS TO MAINLAND ONLY TO RELEASE THOSE IMPRISONED AS 
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ov 
+: 1, | OPENED 58TH WITH PREPARED STATEMENT: 
i + 
Lie} 
ro A, AT LAST MEETING | SAID LOOKING FORWARD TO YOUR 0) 
&3 REVERS!NG BACKWARD TREND IN TALKS CN CENTRAL SUBJECT RE- = 
a NUNCIATION FORCE EXEMPLIFIED BY YOUR MAY 11 DRAFT AND TO = 
2° 3. MOVING AHEAD FROM AREA AGREEMENT AND BROAD CONCESSION TO O 
as YOUR POINT VIEW EXEMPLIFIED MY APRIL 19 DRAFT, AS | MANY Ol 
a TIMES POINTED OUT THAT DRAFT ACCEPTED YOUR DECEMBER 1 DRAFT ~ 
5° AS REASONABLE STARTING POINT FOR NEGOTIAT!ON AND INTRODUCED Xo) 
ya ONLY MINIMUM REVISIONS ESSENTIAL TO DEMONSTRATE TO WORLD ' 
$ BOTH OUR COUNTRIES SINCERELY WILLING RENOUNCE USE FORCE “ 
TAIWAN AREA AND PURSUE OBJECTIVES BY PEACEFUL MEANS ONLY, 1 
uv , 0) 
rs B, ON BASIS YOUR EXPLANATIONS HERE | HAD TAKEN THIS 
a BE INTENT YOUR DECEMBER j DRAFT AND THAT YOUR CONCERN WITH 
RESPECT MY JANUARY 12 DRAFT ARCSE FROM FEAR IT WAS INTENT = 
U.S, TRICK YOUR GOVERNMENT iN70 ABANDOINING POSITION RESPECT = & 
MERITS DISPUTE THAT AREA, IT IN ORDER REMOVE ALL POSSIBLE () |. 
BASIS FOR SUCH CLAIM | SUCCESS!VELY OFFERED MY REVISION © & 
APRIL 19, HAVE CONTINUOUSLY AD CAREFULLY REVIEWED THAT ae 
DRAFT IN LIGHT YCUR STATED OBJECTIONS DURING THESE MEETINGS [rd y 
BUT STILL FEEL IF YOUR SIDE GENUINELY SINCERELY WILLING OU > 
RENOUNCE USE FORCE IN THAT AS WELL AS OUR OTHER DIPUTES ‘2 
THERE CAN BE NO VALID OBJECTION THAT DRAFT, < 
| « 
— 
C, IF YOUR SIDE NOT WILLING IN FACT RENOUNCE USE 4 
FORCE IT OF COURSE OBV!OUS NO FORM OF WORDS CAN BE DEVISED . [* 
THAT WILL MEET YOUR OBJECTIONS AS | NOT WILLING BE PARTY TO) bey 
PERMANENT’ © RATING UPON WORLD FRAUD OF FORM OF WORDS THAI THEE “Bactassi rien" 
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GIVE APPEARANCE HAVING RENOUNCED FORCE WHILE IN FACT FAILING 
DO SO, 


D, THIS CONNECTION | BEEN CONCERNED NOTE DURING LAST 

FEW DAYS HIGH GOVERNMENT AND PARTY OFFICIALS YOUR COUNTRY 

ARE REITERATING THREAT RESORT WAR iF NECESSARY TO ACHIEVE 
OBJECTIVE OF BRINGING TAIWAN UNDER iTS DOMINATION, ! PAR- 
T:CJLARLY NOTED EVEN SUCH AUTHORITATIVE SPOKESMAN AS LIU 
SHAC-CHI IN SPEECH SEPTEMBER 15, AS REPORTED BY YOUR RADIO, 
REITERATCS INTENTION USE ANY MEANS NECESSARY, INCLUDING 
FORCE, ;v ACHIEVE OBJECTIVES THIS AREA, THIS DEEPLY DIS- 
TURBING AND IF CONTINUES BE POLICY YOu". GOVERNMENT, OF 

COURSE CANNOT BE RECONCILED WiTHK PROFESSIONS OF DESIRE USE 
ONLY PEACEFUL MEANS SETTLE DISPUTES, | FIND THAT POLICY 
PARTICULARLY HARD RECONCILE WITH EXPLANATIONS OF INTENT 

OF YOUR DECEMBER 1 DRAFT, HOWEVER, !7 AGAIN EXPLAINS PER- 
SISTENT REJECTION THROUGH MONTHS OF DISCUSSION HERE OF ALL 
FORMULAE THAT MY SIDE HAS PROPOSED TO MAKE CLEAR THAT USE 

OF FORCE BEING RENOUNCED, CONTINUATION OF SUCH INDEFENS IBLE 
POLICY WOULD OF COURSE MEAN FURTHER ATTEMPTS ARRIVE AT AGREE- 
MENT ON MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION FORCE MAY BE FOREDOOMED FAILURE, 
HOWEVER, | RELUCTANT ARRIVE AT SJCH PESSIMISTIC CONCLUSION 
FOR Fl..”= OF FAR EAST AND WORLD, 


E, | WELCOMED YOUR STATEMENTS HERE ON SHARING MY DESIRE 
ARRIVE AT AGREEMENT ON MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION FORCE AND 
STEPS SUCH AS YOUR DECEMBER 1 DRAFT THAT APPEARED BE IN THAT 
DIRECTION, HOWEVER, CANNOT RECONCILE THIS WITH STATEMENTS 
SUCH AS THAT OF LIU SEPTEMBER 15 THAT APPEAR ONLY REITERAT ION 
OF OLD POSITION OF THREATENING FORCE, WOULD BE GLAD HEAR 
ANYTHING YOU ABLE SAY THIS MORNING THAT W-2ULD EXPLAIN THIS 
APPARENT CONTRAD!CTION, | 


2. WANG REPLIED AFTER LISTENING MY STATEMENT ON 
QUESTION RENUNCIAT.ON FORCE HE COULD FIND NOTHING NEw, 
WITH REGARD APRIL 19 DRAFT WHICH | HAD AGAIN REFERRED TO IN 


~ CONF | DENT 1 AL 
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STATEMENT, IT ALREADY REPEATEDLY BEEN REJECTED BY THEIR SIDE, 
THEY COULD NOT AGREE TO UNREASONABLE DEMAND CONTAINED IN APRIL 
19 DRAFT, THAT PRECISELY BECAUSE THEY COULD NOT AGREE TO ANY 
DIVISION THEIR TERRITORY BY FOREIGN STATE OR FORCES, AND 
COULD NOT AGREE ANY INTERVENTION BY ANY FOREIGN POWER IN THEIR 
INTERNAL AFFAIRS, HE PRESUMED THAT IF IN HIS POSITION ! 

WOULD ALSO ADOPT SAME ATTITUDE THIS REGARD, 





« WANG SAID HE VERY SURPRISED TO HEAR MY REFERENCES 
TO STATEMENTS OF LEADING MEMBERS HIS GOVERNMENT WI7H REGARD 
LIBERATION TAIWAN, AS THEY HAD CONSISTENTLY ANNOUNCED IN 
PAST IT ENTIRELY MATTER CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIR AS TO MEANS 
BY WHICH SHE LIBERATED TAIWAN, THEY WOULD NEVER ALLOW ANY 
( OTHER PEOPLE INTERFERE AS TO BY WHAT MEANS CHINA ACHIEVED 
" LIBERATION TAIWAN AS THEY HAD ALL ALONG MADE CLEAR IT ENTIRELY 
WITHIN FRAMEWORK CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS AS TO WHAT MEANS 
SHE USED.IN LIBERATING TAIWAN AND THEY HAD ALSO MADE CLEAR 
EXISTING TENSION IN TAIWAN AREA WAS INTERNATIONAL ISSUE BE- 
TWEEN CHINA AND AMERICA, THESE WERE TWO ENTIRELY SEPARATE 
MATTERS AND THERE WAS SUBSTANTIVE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN 
THEM, AS HAD CONSISTENTLY BEEN MADE CLEAR BY THEM IN PAST, 
AND THEREFORE CONFUSION OF TWO MATTERS NOT PERMISSIBLE, 
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L 4, WANG POINTED OUT AS HE HAD ALREADY IN PAST, THAT MY 


| SIDE HAD ON ONE HAND PERSISTED IN DEMANDING AN FANERYSEMEQy P/E —— 
OF HIS COUNTRYtS SOVEREIGNTY INSOFAR AS QUESTION RENUNCIATION 
FORCE CONCERNED AND THIS BEEN CAUSE FAILURE REACH AGREEMENT, 
ON OTHER HAND MY SIDE HAD EVADED DISCUSSION QUESTION LIFTING 
EMBARGO SO NO RESULT BEEN ACHIEVED REGARD THEIR PROPOSAL ON 
LIFTING EMBARGO, IN SPITE THIS THEIR SIDE STILL WILLING SEEK 
APPROPRIATE AMELIORATION INSOFAR AS EXISTING PRACTICAL 

( ISSUES BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES CONCERNED, 





5. CONTINUING FROM PREPARED STATEMENT WANG SAID, IT BE- 

LIEF HIS SIDE THAT REMOVAL NOW OF ARTIFICIAL BARRIERS HINDER-} 
ING HUMAN CONTACTS AND CULTURAL EXCHANGES WOULD CONTRIBUTE . 
TO REMOVAL BARRIERS AND RELAXATION TENSIONS, AND WAS THUS 
FULLY iN ACCORD DESIRES TWO PEOPLE, THEY CONSIDERED THAT 
DESIRE AMERICAN JOURNALISTS COME TO CHINA FOR NEWS COVERAGE 
AND DESIRES CHINESE AND AMERICAN THEATRICAL COMPANIES WAS 
PRACTICAL FEASIBLE AND JUSTIFIED, HE THEREFORE PROPOSED TWO 
OF US MAKE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT THIS RESPECT, HIS SPECIFIC 
PROPOSAL WAS AS FOLLOWS (HERE HE READ TEXT DRAFT ANNOUNCEMENT 
TELEGRAPHED SEPARATELY). HE WAS SURE TEXT MADE IT QUITE 

CLEAR ANNOUNCEMENT ENTIRELY REASONABLE, HE WAS READY TO 
LISTEN TO ANYTHING | HAD TO SAY WITH REGARD THIS PROPOSAL, HE 
HANDED ME TEXT, 
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6. | REPLIED WAS DISAPPOINTED HE HAD NOT THIS MORNING 

BEEN IN POSITION CONTRIBUTE ANYTHING THAT WOULD ENABLE US MOVE 
FORWARD ON WHAT | THOUGHT WE BOTH AGREED WAS CENTRAL ISSUE -- 
RENUNCIATION FORCE, USE OF SUCH WORDS AS "INTERNAL AFFAIRS", 
"LIBERATION" AND OTHER SUCH TEROS DID NOT CHANGE FACTS OF 
SITUATION TAIWAN AREA, 1 HAD NOT ASKED HIM ACCEPT MY IN- 
TERPRETATION THOSE FACTS BUT NEVERTHELESS THEY DID EXIST, 
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7. | SAID FACTS WERE TAIWAN LAWFULLY ADMIN!ISTERED BY 
GOVERNMENT WITH WHICH US AND MAJORITY COUNTRIES WORLD HAD 
LONG MAINTAINED DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS, IT ADMINISTERED BY 
GOVERNMENT WHICH MEMBER UN, IT ADMINISTERED BY GOVERNMENT 
WITH WH!CH US HAD DEFENSIVE TREATY ARRANGEMENTS, A TREATY 
WHICH REGISTERED WITH UN, THESE WERE ALL FACTS WHICH 

MUST BE RECOGNIZED IN SITUATION THERE, HOWEVER, | HAD NOT 
ASKED HIM HERE AND WE HAD NOT ASKED HIM IN ANY OUR DRAFTS 
ACCEPT OUR INTERPRETATION THOSE FACTS, 


8. | SAID WANG'S GOVERNMENT HAD LONG THREATENED USE 

FORCE TO BRING TAIWAN UNDER ITS CONTROL, HE IN EFFECT SEEMED 
TO HAVE BEEN SAYING AND CONTINUED SAY IF THEY COULD NOT DO 
THIS BY NEGOTIATIONS THEY INTENDED USE FORCE, FACT THAT COULD 
NOT BE OVERLOOKED WAS THAT USE FORCE TO BRING TAIWAN UNDER 
THEIR CONTROL WOULD INVOLVE SOLEMN INTERNATIONAL TREATY OBLi- 
GATIONS OF US. 


9. | CONTINUED THIS WAS FACTUAL SITUATION WITH WHICH 

WE CONFRONTED, IN ORDER MAKE CERTAIN THIS DID NOT LEAD TO 
HOSTILITIES BETWEEN US | HAD MADE MY PROPOSAL LAST OCTOBER 
THAT BOTH OF US WITHOUT IN ANY WAY PREJUDICING ViEWS ON 
MERITS SITUATION SIMPLY SAY WE WOULD NOT USE FORCE, THIS 

HAD BEEN AND MUST REMAIN CENTRAL ISSUE, US HAD OFFERED 

STATE THIS PRINCIPLE IN UNCONDITIONAL AND CLEAR FORM, HIS 
GOVERNMENT STILL UNWILLING DO SO, UNTIL THIS RESOLVED TO 
DIFFICULT TO SEE HOW OTHER PROBLEMS EXISTING BETWEEN US COULD 
BE RESOLVED, IF THIS CENTRAL ISSUE RESOLVED, OTHER ISSUES 
SHOULD BE CAPABLE RESOLUTION, FROM BEGINNING THESE DISCUSSIONS 
ON SECOND PART OUR TERMS REFERENCE, | HAD STRIVEN TO DO UTMOST 
TO RESOLVE CENTRAL ISSUE, HOWEVER, IT DIFFICULT TO SEE HOW 
COULD BE RESOLVED AS LONG AS HiS GOVERNMENT THREATENED GO 

WAR ABOUT IT IF !T NOT OTHERWISE ABLE GAIN OBJECTIVES, 


10. ! STILL EARNESTLY HOPED HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD SEE 
THAT ITS INTERESTS AND INTERESTS PEACE COULD ONLY BE SERVED 
BY CLEARLY AND UNEQUIVOCALLY SAYING IT WOULD NOT GO WAR ABOUT 
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THIS ISSUE, FOL HIS GOVERNMENT TO STATE THIS IN NO WAY PRE- 
JUDICED ITS POSITION WITH REGARD MERITS WHOLE MATTER, ! HAD 
NEVER SAID THAT THEY DO SO AND NOTHING | HAD SAID HERE 

NOR ANY DRAFT | HAD PRESENTED COULD BE SO INTERPRETED, T0 
ATTEMPT SO TO INTERPRET IT MISREPRESENTED SITUATION AND WAS 
ATTEMPT TO OBSCURE REAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR OUR NOT HAVING 
REACHED AGREEMENT THIS SUBJECT, 
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11, | SAID AS PRELIMINARY COMMENT ON PROPOSAL, HE _ — 
HAD MADE THIS MORNING | FIRST WANTED TO NOTE DID" Nt; DG4e_HOW_ 
IT COULD BE DIVORCED FROM CONTINUED THREAT OF HOSTILITIES, 
US HAD CONSISTENTLY THROUGHOUT !7TS HISTORY WELCOMED FREE 
EXCHANGE INFORMATION AND PEOPLES REGARDLESS ANY SOCIAL AND 
POLITICAL DIFFERENCES, AT TIME HIS GOVERNMENT TOOK CONTROL 
MAINLAND CHINA THERE WERE HUNDREDS AMERICANS INCLUDING OF. 
FICiIALS IN THOSE AREAS, POLICIES H!IS GOVERNMENT ADOPTED 
AT THAT TIME WITH RESPECT THOSE PERSONS RENDERED CONTINUED 
PRESENCE THERE INTOLERABLE, THEY WERE SUBJECTED TO INDIGNITIES, 
EXPELLED FROM WANGtS COUNTRY, SUBJECTED TO IMPRISONMENT, AND 
IN GENERAL THEIR POSITION RENDERED IMPOSSIBLE, TEN AMERICANS 
STILL REMAINED IN PRISON, 


Ane 


12. |! SAID IT COULD BE SAID THESE ALL MATTERS OF PAST, 

IT WAS WITH HOPE THEY TRULY COULD BE MADE MATTERS OF PAS7 

THAT MY GOVERNMENT PROPOSED AS FIRST ITEM BUSINESS 

BETWEEN US iTS RESOLUTION, BY PERMITTING AMERICANS WHO THERE 
AND WHO NOT BEEN ABLE RETURN, TO DO SO, |! HAD THOUGHT AND 

MY GOVERNMENT HAD THOUGHT AND MY PEOPLE HAD THOUGHT THIS 

ISSUE, iMPEDIMENT 7O EXCHANGES BETWEEN OUR TWO PEOPLE WAS 
RESOLVED OVER YEAR AGO, HERE YEAR LATER IT S7ILL NOT RESOLVED, 
| HAD POINTED OUT OVER YEAR AGO !7 COULD ONLY BE RESOLVED BY 
WANG?*S GOVERNMENT, IN INTERESTS OUR RELATIONS AND SUGGESTIONS 
HE HAD MADE | HOPED HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD NO LONGER DELAY IN 
REMOVING THIS IMPEDIMENT, JUST AS | HOPED HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD 
NO LONGER DELAY IN UNEQUIVOCALLY RENOUNCING USE FORRCE, 


13. WANG COULD ONLY REGARD MY STATEMENT ON QUES7 | ON 

TAIWAN AS SHEER SOPHISTRY, NO MATTER HOW i PRESENTED THIS 
QUESTION COULD NOT MAKE PEOPLE OF TAIWAN INTO AMERICAN SUB- 
JECTS NOR COULD | MAKE TAIWAN AMERICAN TERRITORY, HAD THERE 
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BEEN NO AMERICAN INVASION OF TAIWAN THERE WOULD HAVE BEE NO 
PRESSING SITUATION IN TAIWAN, US AGGRESSION ON TAIWAN NOT 
ONLY VIOLATED SPIRIT UN CHARTER BUT ALSO VIOLATED SOLEMN 
INTERNATIONAL PLEDGES ENTERED INTO BY US WITH RESPECT TAIWAN, 
PRESENT ARMED OCCUPATION TAIWAN BY US WAS INDISPUTABLE FACT 
AND WAS ACT WHICH ALL PEOPLE OF WORLD OPPOSED, US TREATY 
WITH CHIANG KAI-SHEK WAS NOT WORTH SINGLE CENT, WAS UNLAWFUL, 
AND CHINESE PEOPLE NEVER RECOGNIZED IT, PRESENT SITUATION 


BE ACHIEVED SOLELY ON BASIS Us iN7ERESTS, 
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"15. WANG SAID PRESENT OBSTACLE IN WAY OUR MAKING RE- 
NUNCIATION FORCE DECLARATION CAUSED UNREASONABLE DEMAND 
WHICH US PERSISTENTLY CLUG TO, FAILURE REACH AGREEMENT THIS 
RESPECT NOT THEIR RESPONSIBILITY AT ALL, EFFORTS PROMOTE 
PROGRESS ON THIS MUST BE FORTHCOMING FROM US AND NOT FROM 
THEIR SIDE, OUR DELIBERATION HERE SHOULD BE DIRECTED AT 
SEEKING ALL SORTS OF FORMULAE FOR IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS BE~ 
TWEEN TWO COUNTRIES, WE MUST STRIVE BRING ABOUT GRADUAL RE- 
SOLUTION EXISTING DISPUTES BETWEEN US AND HE THOUGHT THIS 

i PURPOSE GOULD BE SERVED BY NO OTHER ATITUDE, TO CONDITION 

RESOLUTICN ALL OTHER QUESTIONS ON RESOLUTI ION ONE PARTICULAR 
QUESTION MEANT THERE NO DESIRE OR INTENTION RESOLVE 
ISSUES AT ALL, 


of the United States 
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16. WANG SAID SINCE WE HAD NOW MET ROADBLOCK IN ONE 

OF MAIN ISSUES WE SHOULD WITHOUT DELAY TRY FIND OUTLET AS FAR 
AS OTHER ISSUES CONCERNED, IN THIS SENSE THEIR PROPOSAL ON 
LIFTING EMBARGO WAS STEP TOWARDS BETTERMENT RELATIONS, HE 
VERY MUCH REGRETTED WE HAD AS YET MADE NO PROGRESS ON THAT, 
iN ORDER THAT TALKS MIGHT NOT WASTE TIME MEANINGLESSLY HE HAD 
AGAIN THIS MORINING PUT FORWARD PROPOSAL ON MUTUAL CONTACTS 
AND CULTURAL EXCHANGE BETWEEN TWO CUNTRIES, 


172 WANG SAID IT THEIR CONSISTENT CONVICTION THAT UN.. 
INTERRUPTED HUMAN CONTACTS AND CULTURAL EXCHANGES WOULD CON- 
TRIBUTE TO BETTER UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN PEOPLES AND TO 
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REL~AXATION INTERNATIONAL TENSIONS, HIS GOVERNMENT NOT ONLY 
MAINTAINED THIS CONVICTION BUT. HAD ACTUALLY CARRIED OUT 
PCILICY ALONG THESE LINES, IN 1955 HIS COUNTRY HAD RECEI Vcd 
MORE THAN 4,000 VISITORS FROM SOME 66 COUNTRIES OF WORLD, 

THIS REPRESENTED INCREASE OF 60 PERCENT OVER PREVIOUS YEAS, 
NUMBER OF VISITORS EXPECTED TO DOUBLE THiS YEAR, MOST FOREIGN 
VISITORS WHO HAD COME TO THEIR COUNTRY DURING PAST YEAR HAD 
COME FROM COJNTRIES WHICH HAD AS YET NO DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS 
WITH HIS GOVERNMENT, IT THEIR BELIEF THAT PRESENCE OR AB- 
SENCE DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS SHOULD NOT BE OBSTACLE TO HUMAN 
CONTACTS WITH PEOPLES THESE COUNTRIES, MANY PEOPLE HAD PRE- 
JUDICES AND DOUBTS BEFORE CONTACT MADE BUT AFTER SUCH CON- 
TACTS SUCH PREJUDICES AND DOUBTS IN MOST CASES BEEN ELIMINATED 


OR REDUCED, 


POPPER 


RBW 


CONF IDENT IAL 























Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


. - “ . , \ 
" “OMING TELEGRAM Department of State 











of the United States 





A77 on Fos ippes tg— 
ee _ 











ey 


CONF IDENT IAL fs*ion Taken 
D ical oe 
Control : 12602 
Rec'd: —orcuDa. 
SEPTEMBER 225-4956 
FROM: GENEVA 3231 PMon . 


TO: Secretary of State 22 Ofte Symbop ‘i 
NO: 303, SEPTEMBER 22, 4 PM (SECTION FOUR GFF I0fSQrricep 


‘“€ttion to DCJR 4 
18, WANG SAID HIS PEOPLE ENTERTAINED FRIENDLY FEELINGS 
TOWARDS PEOPLE US, PEOPLE OUR TWO COUNTRIES HAD TRADITIONAL 
FRICNDSHIP, Ii CONSISTENT POLICY HIS COUNTRY PROTECT ALL 
FOREIGN NATIONALS-- INCLUDING AMERICANS-RESIDING IN HIS 
COUNTRY WHO ABIDED BY LAWS, THERE WERE STILL NUMBER AMERICAN 
NATIONALS WHO DESIRED REMAIN HIS COUNTRY TO CARRY ON NORMAL 
LIVELIHOOD AND WORK, THEY HAD NEVER FELT ANY PREJUDICE OR 
MISTREATMENT ON PART OF CHINESE GOVERNMENT, HOWEVER, ANY 
LAW-BREAKING FOREIGN NATIONALS, NO MATTER WHAT COUNTRY THEY 
CAME FROM, WOULD BE DEALT WITH IN ACCORDANCE CHINESE LAW, 
THIS WAS NORMAL FRACTICE ANY SOVEREIGN STATE, 


19. WANG ACKNOWLEDGED AT PRESENT RELATIONSHI* BETWEEN 
CHINA-US SUBJECT TO INTCRUPTION AND BROKEN, NEVERTHELESS, 

ANY DISPUTE BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES SHOULD BE SETTLED PEACEFULLY, 
HOWEVER, SUCH DISPUTES AS EXIST BETWEEN CRINA US SHOULD NOT BE 
MADE PRETEXT FOR HINDERING FREE CONTACTS AND CULTURAL EXCHANGES 
BETWEEN TWO PEOPLES, ARTIFICIAL BARRIERS WOULD NOT CONTRIBUTE 
ANY ORDINARY IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES, TO 
PUT UP ARTIFICIAL BARRIERS WAS AGAINST INTERESTS BOTH PEOPLES 
AND AGAINST DESIRES, TODAY iT UP TO US TO REMOVE ARTIFICIAL 
BARRIERS IN CONTACTS OF PEOPLE, IT US WHICH NOW ADOPTING EX- 
TREMELY UNFRIENDLY POLICY TOWARDS CHINESE PEOPLE, THIS 

POLICY OF US WAS IN COMPLETE CONTRAST TO POLICY OF CHINA TOWARDS 
AMERICAN PEOPLE, 


20. WANG SAID PRESENT SITUATION WAS THAT US OCCUPYING 

PORTION CHINESE TERRITORY AND NOT CHINA OCCUPYING PART US 
TERRITORY, PRESENT SITUATION WAS US CARRYING ON POLICY EMBARGO 
AGAINST CHINA AND NOT CHINA CARRYING ON POLICY EMBARGO AGAINST 
US. IT US WHICH PUTTING UP ARTIFICIAL BARRIERS PREVENTING 
MUTUAL CONTACTS AND NOT CHINESE GOVERNMENT WHICH DOING SO, 
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THEY WOULD LOOK FORWARD TO REMOVEL BY US OF SUCH BARRIERS 
SO THAT PEOPLES OUR TWO COUNTRIES COULD CONTACT EACH OTHER 
FREELY AND BENEFIT FROM SUCH CONTACTS BY LEARNING FROM EACH 
OTHER, AND THUS FINALLY PROMOTE RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO 
COUNTRIES, 


21. | JUST WANTED TO SAY iT DIFFICULT TO PERSUADE ME 

OR MY GOVERNMENT THAT EXPERIENCES OF HUNDREDS AMERICANS WHO 

HAD LIVED UNDER JURISDICTION HIS GOVERNMENT WERE BROUGHT ABOUT BY 
FRIENDLY FEELINGS ON PART HIS GOVERNMENT TOWARD US OR AMERICANS 
OR TO PERSUADE US THESE RESPECTABLE AMERICANS WHO NEVER 
ENCOUNTERED DIFFICULTY ELSEWHERE WERE CRIMINALS, 


22. | SAID WITH REGARD RESOLVING DISPUTES BETWEEN US 

IT US THAT PROPOSED AS FIRST STEP WE MAKE IT CLEAR THERE WOULD 
BE NO HOSTILITIES BETWEEN US, IT US WHICH PROPOSED IT BE 

MADE UNCONDI TIONALLY CLEAR TH!S COVERED MOST SERIOUS DISPUTE 
BETWEEN US. IT HIS GOVERNMENT THAT STILL REFUSED THIS SIMPLE 
BAS!|C PROPOSITION, IT HIS GOVERNMENT WHICH STILL THREATENED 
USE FORCE, THESE WERE FACTS THAT COULD NOT BE OBSCURED AND 
WH!CH READILY UNDERSTANDABLE BY ALL, 


23. WANG DENIED THAT THEY HAD IN COURSE THESE NEGO- 
TIATIONS REJECTED ANY REASONABLE PROPOSALS 1! HAD MADE, THEY 
DID NOT JUDGE PROPOSALS ON THEIR APPEARANCE BUT ON SUBSTANCE 
AND CONTENT, THEY COULD NOT ACCEPT PROPOSAL SUCH AS 

| HAD MADE THAT SEEMED SAY WHAT IS MINE 1S M!NE AND WHAT IS 
YOURS 1S MINE, ANY SUCH PROPOSAL COULD NOT BE CONS! DERED 

BY HiS SIDE. HE HOPED MY SIDE WOULD GIVE FAVORABLE CONS! DER- 
ATION TO PROPOSAL HE HAD MADE THIS MORNING FOR REMOVING 
BARRIERS TO MUTUAL CONTACT AND CULTURAL EXCHANGE-AS WELL 

AS TO LIFTING OF EMBARGO-- AND HE LOOKED FORWARD TO ANY 
RESULT OF SUCH CONSIDERATION, AT TIME WHEN PEOPLES OF 
DIFFERENT COUNTRIES WERE EXCHANGING MORE AND MORE VISITS 

FOR US ARBITRARILY TO SET UP ARITIFICIAL BARRIERS TO SUCH 
EXCHANGE SIMPLY NOT REASONABLE, THEY REGRETTED THAT UP TO 
NOW PEOPLES OF CHINA AND US COULD NOT HAVE NORMAL UNINTERRUPTED 
EXCHANGES, 
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L 24, WANG RECALLED SOME TIME AGO COMMEMORATIVE CONFERENCE 


HELD IN PEKING IN HONOR AMERICAN POET WHITMAN AND THEY HAD 
EXTENDED INVITATION TQ NUMBER OUTSTANDING REPRESENTATIVES 
AMERICAN LITERATURE AND ARTS BUT REGRETTABLY THESE PERSONS 
HAD BEEN DENIED PASSPORTS TO COME CHINA TAKE PART THAT 
CONFERENCE, DESPITE OPPOSITION AMERICAN GOVERNMENT AGAINST 
VISITS OF AMERICAN JOURNALISTS TO CHINA THERE STILL GREAT 
NUMBER JOURNALISTS WHO DESIRED COME THEIR COUNTRY AND 

C WHO MAKING EVERY EFFORT BREAK THROUGH BARRIERS, WANG RECALLED 
THAT PEKING OPERA COMPANY HAD ALREADY SIGNED CONTRACT WITH 
AMERICAN THEATRICAL COMPANY FOR EXCHANGE VISITS BUT DUE 
US GOVERNMENT INTERVENTION CONTRACT COULD NOT BE REALIZED, 
DURING PERFORMANCE CHINESE ACROBATICAL TROUPE HERE |{N- 
SWITZERLAND ACROBATIC COMPANY RECEIVED INQUIRES FROM US 
AND REQUESTS FOR TICKETS SO THAT AMERICAN TOURISTS WHO CAME 
HERE MIGHT HAVE OPPORTUNITY SEEING THEIR PERFORMANCE, ALL 
THIS INDICATED FERVENT DESIRE AMONG PEOPLE FOR CULTURAL 
EXCHANGE, AS WANG KNEW WE HERE HAD SEEN PERFORMANCES PEKING 
OPERA AND ACROBATIC TROUPE, COULD ANY OF US GENTLEMAN SAY 
THESE PERFORMANCES CONTAINED MANY POLITICAL PROPAGANDA? 
THEY WERE SORRY THEY HAD NOT HAD OPPORTUNITY SEE AMERICAN 
THEATER BUT WERE SURE THEY WOUL.D LOOK FORWARD TO SEEING 
AMERICAN THEATER, THIS SHOWED THAT FEELING AND DESIRE OF 
TWO PEOPLE WERE SAME, 
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25 WANG UNDERSTOOD LT, COL, EKVALL VERY MUCH INTERESTED 

IN STUDIES OF CHINESE NATIONAL MINORITIES AND HAD ACTUALLY 
WRITTEN SOME WORKS IN THAT RESPECT, THEY WOULD WELCOME LT, 
COL. EKVALL SOMETIME VISITING THEIR COUNTRY SO HE COULD CON- 
TINUE WORK AND ACHIEVE DESIRES, OR COULD THERE BE ANY HARM 
DONE TO US IF LT, COL, EKVALL WERE TO COME TO CHINA AND COM- 
PLETE WORK? AS WANG HAD SAID SUCH EXCHANGES WERE IN INTEREST 
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BOTH COUNTRIES AND THEY WOULD HOPE US WOULD GIVE FAVORABLE 
CONSIDERATION THEIR PROPOSAL THIS RESPECT, 


26. | SAID IF WANGtS COUNTRY REALLY INTERESTED IN IM- 
PROVING RELATIONS | COULD NOT TOO STRONGLY STRESS THAT IT 
FUNDAMENTAL iT ABANDON ITS POLICY OF HOSTIL!TY AND THREATS 

OF FORCE INVOLVING US AND AGREE OUR DIFFERENCES WOULD BE 
SETTLED ONLY BY PEACEFUL MEANS, AND DEMONSTRATE 17S WILLING- 
NESS CARRY OUT FIRST AGREEMENT WE REACHED, | AND MY GOVERNMENT 
CONTINUED HOPE THIS COULD COME QUICKLY, 


27- WANG HOPED | WOULD BE IN POSITION GIVE FAVORABLE 
CONSIDERATION TO PROPOSAL THEY HAD MADE AT NEXT MEETING, 


28. WANG SAID HE HAD NOTHING FURTHER AND SUGGESTED 
NEXT MEET{NG BE HELD THURSDAY, OCTOBER 4, 1 AGREED. 
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Well the 58th meeting is over, There is not much to 


add to what I have said in my telegrams, Their exchange 


4 proposal is obviously designed to produce something having 

5 more public appeal than trade, Based on the reaction to 

@ the correspondents’ question they probably estimate it . 

E will even ob’#in considerable response in the U.S. I, + 

5 therefore, look to their releasing it as quickly as they : 

° can complete the basis for doing so. . 
wn 


We have been speculating on what they might next 


try along thir line. It hes occurred to us that one 
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possibility would be a proposal from them for a technical 
arrangement, understanding, or something else of this 
nature to avoid such incidents as the shooting down of the 
Naval patrol plane. This has many possible ramifications 
which would lend themselves to exploitation by them if 


we refused to consider it, 


Walter P, McConaughy, Esquite 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 


SECRET 








Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 


SECRET -2- ” 


Wang's tone at today's meeting wes that of injured 





innocence, trying to make it as hard as he could for me 
to take a tough line. You will see that he did not effen 
mention Chinese in the U.S. 

I suppose our telegrams crossed with regard to their 
press release yesterday, but I was happy to see we were 
in entire agreement, I was under considerable pressure 
to say something here on it, but decided not to do so as 
it did not contain anything new that required immediate 
correction, they fairly accurately representing the fact 
that we had refused to discuss trade, Also, I had pre- 
viously told you I was not going to put out anything here, 
Although I had said this on the assumption I would be in 
Prague when the release was made, I feared I might cross 
wires with the Department. I also thought it was such 
a dud of a statement that it would only serve to build 
it up if I did say anything. 

However, I still feel they are building toward a 
major move around election time, and that a continuation 
of the present trend will at least result in their 
terminating or suspending the talks shortly after the 
elections as a means of attempting to bring increased 
pressure on us, 


Thanks very much for the full information on the 
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prisoner interviews contained in your letter of Sept. 13. 
I thoroughly agree that the Red Cross seems to have done 
an excellent job and I have all the material necessary to 
exploit and defend the results. 

I suppose it will be some time until we know the re- 
sults of the efforts to send reading material to the re- 
maining prisoners but will be interested in hearing when 
we know, 


I thoroughly agree with para 8 of Col. Monroe's in- 





teresting memorandum on his talks with the MAC. As far as 
practical results are concerned we cannot expect to obtain 
anything more here than what I have already obtained, that 
is, renewal of discussion in the MAC, It seems to me the 
most promising line of action is the suggestion that a 
sub-group of the MAC fully armed with every available 

fact on every individual undertake a straight-forward 

case by case appraoch to each indiyidual, 

I have sent you the memo of my conversation with 
Senator Mansfield. As you will see nothing unusual or 
difficult developed. 

As I feel confident there will not be any move on 
their part before the next meeting I am suggesting that 
Dave and Kelenka make their trip to Prague during the 


interval, and they will probably do so. 
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Regards to all, 


Johnson 


erican/ Ambassador 
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| supject: Adverse Effects of Genova Talks. q4 SS, 
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Reference: Your Oral Request of September 27. lL a 
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l. The talks create doubts throughout Asia concerning the steadfast- 
ness of American opposition to Communist China. They encourage the belief 
that the United States is seeking to negotiate privately a "deal" with 
Peiping which would leave in the lurch our Asian friends who have been 
following our lead on China policy. The secrecy and the long duration of 
the talks lend color to this suspicion. This plays into the hands of all 
of those throughout Asia who advocate policies of closer relationships 
for their countries with Communist China, (See Tab A for documentation). 














A ill 


2. ‘the talks are no longer an effective means of bringing about the 
release of our imprisoned citizens. They may now have the opposite effect. 
If the Chinese Communists consider the talks of value to them (which they 
evidently do) they may continue to hold some Americans hostage to ensure 
that the talks continue. ‘They may estimate that if all Americans were freed 
we would have attained our objective and immediately terminate the talks. 


of the United States 


3. It is damaging to American prestige, particularly in Asia, for 
the U.S. to eo on talkine with a regime which is brazenly viclating the 
only commitment they have made to us in the course of the talks. It 
would be more in keeping with our national dignity and would be readily 
understood throughout the world if we were to refuse to talk any longer 
with a regime which has shown its contempt for us by flouting its word. 
The tactical advantages we have obtained at Geneva could be preserved 
by the right type of break-off statement, which would emphasize that we 


would welcome at any time a bona fide Chinese Communist renunciation of 
force declaration. 
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li. The talks are not a conclusive factor in preventing a Chinese 
Yonmurist attack on Taiwan or the offshore islands since the initiation 
of the Communist "smiles" campaign. The major deterrent is the presence 
of powerful American armed forces. The second important deterrent is 
the Chinese Communist desire to maintain a peaceful posture before the 


world. These two factors sould continue to operate, even though the 
talks were terminated. 
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5S. The talks are recarJed with great antipathy and misgivings in 
Taiwan. We have made usual efforts to reassure the GRC,without any 
success in allaying their apprehensions. Nothing would give a greater 
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boost to morale on Taiwan than for the U.S. to break off the talks. 
As they see it, we have given the Communists a chance to undermine 
the whole anti-Communist position in Asia by merely releasing ten 


American citizens and signing an Announcement which would in fact 
- be worthless. 


56. The Chinese Communists are eager to establish a posture of 
desiring relations of every kind with the United States. Our policy 
is to deal with them only when we must. Under these circumstances, 
the Communists have the initiative in the talks, being in a position 
to make (and to publicize at the opportune moment for them) proposal 
after proposal of a seemingly praiseworthy character, such as those 
on trade and free travel and cultural exchanges which we must reject. 
This keeps us on the defensive and gives the Communists a great advantage. 





Attachnent: 





Tab A. 
1. Telegram from Taipei, Jan, 26, 1956. 





4 


2. Memorandum from Mr. McConaughy to Mr. Robertson, 
Feb. 9, 1956. 


of the United States 


3. Letter from Drumright to Mr. McConaughy, Mar. 6, 1956. 
li. Bangkok's Telegram No. 841, Sept. 24, 1956. 
5S. Bangkok's Telegram No. 905, Oct. 1, 1956, 


- Letter from Ambassador Rankin to Mr. McConaughy, Aug. 3, 1956. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





a 
+ 
rt 4 


—_— a —_-- 


7 


Se atid 
« 









FEsCashiC Louch: daPieConaughvysemmsikb : 
a 
a 
} 
| 
SECR&T 


- 
;, * | 
‘ 
fy ‘ 
vy 
>. 
f , 
*e 
4 
he 
 /-!: 
% 
a | 
* 
iw 
. 
yt 
, ¢" 
é 
‘ 
Pa 
f 
, 
/ 





. 


“Tent CONSis.. «+ Zz 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE a 
7 Releasable 
letter No. 56 [] Releasable if______con@etober 1, 1966 











| =] Excise as sown } B aie-1-3L 1 
» . CONFIDENTIAL [] Deny ———_— 
nd aK [] Downgrade to 
~~~ OFFICIAL - TiPORYAL a Review Aggig ee I /@e | 
U Reviewer_| __ Date i. 





Dear Alex: 





We agree with you that the Agreed Annorncemmt on increased human 
contacts which Wang proposed last meeting is desimed for early pvblic 
exploitation. You handled it very well and we will probably adopt 


fa ER ON ER's. 


& somewhat similar approach should we be called upon to make a public 


statement. 


We were clad that you resisted the pressure to corment at Ceneva 


of the United States 


. ae ag ewe: idol” 


St’? ad ZZ 307 


on the last Chinese Communist press release, Your cormemt as sov soy 
would only ssrve to build up their staterent. 


“hile it is impossible to be certain in these zatters we consider 
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it wnlixely that the Commmists are moving towarda break off or suspension 


ai 


of the talks. ver cince the becirmir; of the vear they have rericdically 
accused vs of stalling and intimated that ther mircht break off the talks. 
However they are st:ll talking. We think,riven the present world sit:ation 
and the Chinese Communist "peaceful" posture, that it would not be easr 

for Poiping to terminate the talks. 

: We have succeeded in setting up a procedure for sending reading 
material to the remaining prisoners, WATS will carry the packages [ree 


The Jonorable 

4 v. Alexis Johzson, 

, C American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
= American Consulate General, 
Geneva 
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of charge to Hong Kenge where they will be forwarded by the Army Lizison 
Officer to Downey and estes and by the Consulate to the others. 

We have made preliminary inquiries about shifting Helenka to a daily 
contractual basis. There seems to te no insuperable obstacle to this 
so we are getting the paper work started today. 

Segards and good wishes, 


Sincerely, 


Walter P, McConavghy 


CA:RNClough/ikb 
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FROM JOHNSON 


TWO HOUR TEN MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING. WANG OPENED WITH 
LONG PREPARED STATEMENT "REVIEWING GROUND" AT BEGINNING 
FIFTEENTH MONTH GOING OVER FAMILIAR GROUND RENEWING CHARGE 

US ATTEMPTING OBTAIN PRC ABANDONMENT TERRITORY AND SOVEREIGNTY 
AND AS RESULT US INTRANSIGENCE "TALKS HAVE BECOME DEADLOCKED," 
"US PURPOSEFULLY PROCRASTINATING MEETINGS." IT 1S UP TO 

US STOP USING FORCE AND THREAT OF FORCE AGAINST PRC. 

CHARGE OF SEPTEMBER 24 STATEMENT PRC HOLDING AMERICANS 
POLITICAL HOSTAGES IS "SLANDER." PRC LIST OF 55, 52 CHINCSE 
NOT YET RETURNED, AND OF US LIST OF 103, 26 NOT YET RETURNED. 
US STILL HOLDING CHINESE IN PRISON AND SHOULD "ADOPT MEASURES 
ON OWN INITIATIVE IN SAME MANNER AS PRC ENABLE THEM 

EXERCISE RIGHT TO RETURN." US USING CHARGES ON CIVILIANS 

AS PRETEXT TO COVER UP PROCRASTINATION IN MEETINGS. IN 

ORDFR BREAK DEADLOCK PRC HAD MADE EMBARGO AND CULTURAL EX- 
CHANGE PROPOSALS. FAILURE MAKE PROGRESS ON MAIN ISSUE 
RENUNC|AT!ON SHOULD NOT STOP EFFORT MAKE .PROGRESS ON MINOR 
ISSUES. IN VIEW PRESIDENT EISENHOWER'S GENEVA PROPOSAL ON 1 


CULTURAL EXCHANGE AND CONTACTS, NO REASON FOR US REFUSE PRC 
PROPOSAL THIS FIELD. 


of the United States 





“hit, 
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| MADE LONG EXTEMPORANEOUS STATEMEN, REPLY INCORPORATING 
FIRST THREE PARAS DEFTE: 374 ,AS | HAD PREVIOUSLY SENT HIM 
COPY SEPTEMBER 24 STATEMENT AND HE REFERRED TO IT IN OPENING 





Id TYITNICTINODs! 








ras STATEMENT, | DID NOT READ OUT FULL TEXT AS MEETING BUT a 
“> WOVE IN 
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WOVE IN SUBSTANT!VE LANGUAGE AT APPROPRIATE POINTS). 

CHARGED THEM WITH PROCRAST!INATING ON RENUNCIATION POINTING 
OUT THAT WHENEVER AGREEMENT SEEMED NEAR THEY RETREATED TO 
PLEAS OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS SOVERIGNTY, ETC. MADE LONG CHARGE 

ON MISTREATMENT AMERICANS IN CHINA INCLUDING NUMBERS OF THOSE 
IMPRISONED. NUMBERS THOSE WHO DIED, ETC., LEADING UP TO CHARGE 
THAT PRC !S ONE WHO HAD CUT OFF CULTURAL AND HUMAN CONTACTS, 
AND COMING BACK TO FUNDAMENTAL IMPORTANCE IMPLEMENTATION 
SEPTEMBER 'O ANNOUNCEMENT. DURING COURSE THIS STATEMENT | 


MADE IT ENTIRELY CiLLAR NO DISCUSSION TRADE OR CULTURAL 
EXCHANGE UNTIL RENUNCIATION FORCE AND RELEASE OF AMERICANS 
ACHIEVED. 


IN REPLY WANG CHARGED ME WITH TRYING TO "POISON" OUR 
NEGOTIATIONS AND DURING COURSE REBUTTAL REFERRED TO THREE 

is OUPS AMERICANS IN CHINA: THOSE WHO CONTINUE RESIDE FREELY; 
i‘HOSE WHO OPPOSED CHINESE PEOPLE; AND THOSE "DROPPED FROM 

AIR CARRYING POISON, PISTOLS AND BOMBS." DID | EXPECT THEM 
TREAT LATTER AS DISTINGUISHED GUESTS? CiTED LONG LIST 
ALLEGED US WRONGS AGAINST "CHINESE PEOPLE” BOMBINGS, 
OCCUPATION TERRITORY. ETC., ETC.; AND FOR FIRST TIME IN 

rALKS MNTIONED UN MEMBERSHIP, ALLEGING US PRESSURE ON OTHERS 
DENY PRC LEGITIMATE RIGHTS IN INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS INCLUDING 
REPRESENTATION UN. PRC ATTEMPTING BY EVERY MEANS IMPROVE 
RELATIONS. IF US INTENDS USE TALKS POISON RELATIONS "WHAT 

IS GOOD OF CONTINUING SUCH TALKS." PRC EFFORTS SHOWN BY 
SUCCESS! VE DRAFT PROPOSALS. WITH RESPECT CULTURAL RELATIONS 
AMLRICANS ARE PROTESTING AGAINST OWN GOVERNMENT'S DENIAL 
PERMISSION JOURNAL!S'S VISIT CHINA AND APPEARS AMERICAN 
GOVERNMENT HAS LOST CONFIDENCE IN OWN PEOPLE AS WELL AS SYSTEM. 
PRC MAD CU! TURAL UXCHANGE PROPOSAL "IN FRIENDLY SPIRIT." 
FAILURE US G.Vi > AYORABLE CONSIDERATION TH!S PROPOSAL WOULD 
REQUIRE FRO CONS TORR GIVING PUBLICITY THERETO. 


MOET ING CLOSED WHili My RENEWING CHARGE PRC PROCRASTINATING 


ON ACCEPTING SIMP'E AND FUNDAMENTAL RENUNCIATION FORCE PRO- 
POSAL AS 
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PROPOSAL AS WELL AS ON CARRYING OUT AGREEMENT ALREADY REACHED 
ON RELEASE AMERICAN. | REFUTED HIS LACK CONFIDENCE CHARGE 


AND WHILE REGRETTING THEIR THREAT AGAIN GO TO PUBLIC, EXPRESSED 
CONFIDENCE WOULD COULD JUDGE. 


NEXT MEETING THURSDAY, OCTOBER 18. DEPARTING PRAGUE 
TOMORROW MORNING. 


GOWEN 
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FROM JOHNSON Name of Ofticgn _ 
COMMENTS TODAY!S MEETING: Direction to DC/R 


WANG TOOK EXPECTED LINE WHICH FITS IN WITH PREVIOUS _ |; 
PATTERN AND REAFFIRMS MY BELIEF THEY ARE ATTEMPTING PUT 
SELVES IN POSITION CARRY OUT BREAK OR INDEFINITE RECESS 
WITHIN NEXT FEW MEETINGS, 


H!S STATEMENT ON PUBLIC RELEASE CULTURAL EXCHANGE 

PROPOSAL WAS SOMEWHAT MORE TENTATIVE THAN PREVIOUS SIMILAR 
STATEMENTS BUT NEVERTHELESS CONSIDER ODDS ARE THEY WILL MAKE 
RELEASE BEFORE NEXT MEETING, STATEMENT WILL PROBABLY FOLLOW 
LINES HIS OPENING STATMENT THIS MORNING AND CAN ESPECIALLY ~s 
BE EXPECTED WILL ATTEMPT CAPITALIZE ON GENEVA SUMMIT CON. . 
FERENCE EXCHANGE PROPOSALS, IF STATEMENT ISSUED PLAN 3% 
MAKE NO COMMENT HERE UNLESS IT CONTAINS NEW AND GROSS MIS~- = 
STATEMENTS FACT WHICH REQUIRE IMMEDIATE CORRECTION AND [ AM 
IN GENEVA AT TIME, 


of the United States 
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FROM JOHNSON 


1. WANG OPENED 59TH WITH PREPARED STATEMENT SAYING AS 
TALKS ENTERED FIFTEENTH MONTH WOULD NOT BE WITHOUT PURPOSE 
TO REVIEW GROUND CONVERED SINCE LAST AUGUST SO AS TO OBTAIN 
BETTER APPRECIATION POSITION WHERE WE FOUND SELVES AT MOMENT, 
| WHEN DISCUSSIONS FIRST ITEM ENDED IN AGREEMENT AND TALKS 
{ SHIFTED TO SECOND ITEM, MY SIDE INTRODUCED RENUNCIATION FORCE 
XY SUBJECT FOR DISCUSSION, IN INTERESTS MAKING PROGRESS AND 
WITH DESIRE REACH PRACTICAL FEASIBLE AGREEMENT THIS, THEIR 
SIDE SUCCESSIVELY MADE IMPORTANT EFFORTS IN FORM THREE DRAFTS, 
WHEREAS MY SIDE ALL ALONG BEEN HOLDING ON UNJUSTIFIABLE POS- 


ITION OF INTERFERING IN INTERNAL AFFAIRS AND ENCROACHING ON 
SOVEREIGNTY OF CHINA, 


of the United States 
Ltg 


9SP-O1/S6° 


2. WANG CONTINUED AFTER MY ORIGINAL PORPOSAL BEEN TURNED DOWN 
MY SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS HAD INVARIABLY RETAINED 

SAME ESSENCE, AS PER CHINESE SAYING, WATER !N POT MIGHT 

BE RENEWED BUT POT REMAINED SAME, US WAS FOND OF SAYING IT 
DID NOT REQUIRE THEIR SIDE ABANDON ITS POSITION, YET IN 

: PRACTICE MY SIDE INVARIABLY DEMANDED THEY ABANDON TERRITORIAL 
- INTEGRITY AND SOVEREIGNTY WHILE HOLDING ON TO OUR OWN UNE 
REASONABLE POSITION, MY SIDE ALSO VERY FOND OF SAYING WE ~~ 
ACCEPTED DECEMBER 1 DRAFT WITH ONLY WHAT WE CALLED MINIMUM - ~ 
CHANGES, YET SO-CALLED MINIMUM CHANGES ALWAYS TURNED OUT TO 

BE MAXIMUM CHANGES IN SUBSTANCE OF THEIR PROPOSALS, 
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3. WANG SAID AS RESULT INTRANSIGENCE MY SIDE IN ITS 
. DEMANDS INTERFERING CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS, ENCROACHING 
SOVEREIGNTY HIS COUNTRY, OUR TALKS HAD COME TO DEADLOCK, 
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JUST WHERE BLAME FOR FAILURE THUS FAR REACH AGREEMENT SHOULD 
LIE QUITE CLEAR, HOWEVER, MY SIDE REPEATEDLY BEEN TRYING 
WITHIN AND WITHOUT CONFERENCE TO DISTORT TRUE PICTURE EVENTS, 
IN ATTEMPT SHIRK RESPONSIBILITY, HE PARTICULARLY REFERRED 

TO STATEMENT ISSUED BY MY GOVERNMENT CHARGING THEIR SIDE 

WITH CONTINUING REFUSE RENOUNCE FORCE TAIWAN AREA, IT MIGHT!T MIGHT 
WELL BE ASKED, AFTER ALL, WHO WAS USING FORCE AGAINST WHOM 

IN TAIWAN AREA? OBVIOUSLY THERE DID NOT EXIST AT PRESENT ANY 
SITUATION IN WHICH CHINA FOUND USING FORCE AGAINST AMERICAN 
TERRITORY, IT ENTIRELY MATTER OF CHINA'S INTERNAL AFFAIRS 

AS TO BY WHAT MEANS CHINA WOULD LIBERATE OWN SOVERE! GN 
TERRITORY, CRUX OF WHOLE MATTER WAS RATHER FOR US GOVERNMENT 
STOP INTERFERENCE CHiNAtS INTERNAL AFFAIRS AND RENOUNCE USE 
FORCE IN TAIWAN AREA, COULD NOT BE ANYTHING OTHER THAN THIS, 


4, WANG SAID SEPTEMBER 24 STATEMENT OF US ONCE AGAIN 
DISTORTED FACTS BY SLANDERING THEIR SIDE WITH CHARGE OF 
HOLDING AMERICANS AS POL!TICAL HOSTAGES, TEN AMERICANS STILL 
HELD WERE PERSONS LAWFULLY SENTENCED FOR BREAKING CHINAtS 
LAWS, INSOFAR AS LAW-ABIDING AMERICANS HIS COUNTRY CONCERNED, 
THEY ALWAYS FREE CHOOSE WHETHER TO RETURN OR RESIDE CHINA 
SUBSEQUENT TO AGREEMENT SEPTEMBER 10, WANG:S GOVERNMENT 

HAD TAKEN FURTHER MEASURES OF LENIENCY IN GRANTING RELEASE 

OF GREATER PART AMERICANS, COULD THUS BE SEEN IT H!S GOVERN- 
MENT WHICH BEEN FAITHFULLY CARRYING OUT AGREEMENT, IN CON- 
TRAST, MY GOVERNMENT STILL FAILED FULLY CARRY OUT AGREEMENT, 
US STILL FAILED GIVE THEM COMPLETE LIST CHINESE US, OF 55 
PERSONS WHOSE NAMES HE HAD GIVEN ME, 52 STILL NOT RETURNED, 
AND MY SIDE STILL FAILED ACCOUNT THEM, OF 103 PERSONS ON 
LIST | GAVE HIM, 26 STILL NOT RETURNED AND WE STILL FAILED 
GIVE ACCOUNTING THEM, US STILL HELD MANY CHINESE IN PRISON, 
HOWEVER THEIR SIDE NOT MAKING CHARGE WE HOLDING THEM AS 


POL!T!ICAL 
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POLITICAL HOSTAGES, THEIR SIDE ONLY REQUESTED US ON OWN 
INITIATIVE ADOPT MEASURES SIMILAR TO WHAT THEY HAD DONE TQ 
ENABLE THESE PERSONS EXERCISE RIGHT RETURN, DISTORTIONS AND 
SLANDER FREELY RESORTED TO BY MY SIDE ON QUESTION CIVILIANS 
WERE NO MORE THAN ATTEMPT TO COVER UP PROCRASTINATION OF 
TALKS WITHOUT INTENT OF SEEKING SOLUTION OF PROBLEMS, HOW- 
EVER, FACTS COULD NOT BE SO EASILY COVERED UP, 


5. WANG CONTINUED AS RESULT INTRANSIGENCE MY SIDE IN 
UNREASONABLE POSITION, TALKS HAD COME TO PROLONGED DEADLOCK, 
SO THAT NO POSSIBLE MEANS FOR SOLUTION OF CONTROVERS!AL 
ISSUES BETWEEN CHINA-AMERICA WOULD SLIP THROUGH FINGERS, 
THEIR SIDE HAD INTRODUCED PRACTICAL FEASIBLE PROPOSAL FROM 
REMOVING EMBARGO, AS WANG HAD SAID, IF WE COULD REACH 
AGREEMENT THIS PROBLEM IT WOULD NOT ONLY RESOLVE THAT 

C ISSUE BUT WOULD ALSO EXERT FAVORABLE !NFLUENCE ON SETTLEMENT 
OTHER ISSUES, THUS FAR, HOWEVER, US HAD NOT SHOWN WILLINGNESS 
GIVE EARNEST CONSIDERATION THIS FAIR AND REASONABLE PRO- 
POSAL, POSITION MY SIDE ON THIS WAS UNTENABLE, 
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“FROM JOHNSON 


6, WANG SAID MY SIDE HAD ON ONE HAND CONTINUED PERSIST 

IN DEMAND ENCROACHING ON SOVEREIGNTY AND INTERFERRING INTERNAL 
AFFAIRS CHINA, SO THAT BOTH SIDES COULD NOT ARRIVE AT AGREE 
MENT ON RENUNCIATION FORCE, YET ON OTHER HAND MY SIDE HAD MADE 
AGREEMENT ON THIS PREREQUISITE FOR DISCUSSION OF EMBARGO, 

THUS MY SIDE HAD ONCE MORE BLOCKED WAY TO PROGRESS IN TALKS, 


IN SPITE THIS ATTITUDE MY SIDE CONTINUED OLD IN THESE TALKS, 
WHICH DID NOT IN ANY WAY CONTRIBUTE TO PROGRESS, NEVERTHELESS, 
THEIR SIDE STILL, INSPIRED BY SPIRIT OF DESIRE FOR PROGRESS, 
MADE YET ANOTHER PROPOSAL TO PROMOTE HUMAN CONTACTS AND 
CULTURAL EXCHANGE BETWEEN TWO PEOPLES, FAR AS HIS COUNTRY 
CONCERNED I!T CONSISTENT POLICY HIS GOVERNMENT ENCOURAGE 

AND PROMOTE FRIENDLY EXCHANGES BETWEEN PEOPLE HIS COUNTRY AND 
OTHER COUNTRIES OF WORLD, THAT BECAUSE THEY BE- 

LIEVED PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE AND CULTURAL EXCHANGES BETWEEN 
PEOPLE OF WORLD WOULD CONTRIBUTE TO THEIR MUTUAL UNDERSTAND. 
ING AND REMOVE DOUBTS, 


7~ WANG SAID THEY HAD NOT CHANGED THEIR POLICY BECAUSE 

US GOVERNMENT CONSISTENTLY CARRYING ON POLICY OF HOSTILITY 

AGAINST WANGt*S COUNTRY, ON CONTRARY THEY CONSIDERED THERE 

DID EXIST LONG HISTORY FRIENDSHIP AND CONTACT BETWEEN CHINESE 

AND AMERICAN PEOPLES, EARLIER THEY HAD TAKEN INITIATIVE IN 

ADOPTING MEASURES FACILITATE AMERICAN JOURNALISTS MAKING NEWS 

COVERAGE IN CHINA, PROPOSAL THEY HAD MADE WOULD SERVE 

TO RE-~ESTABLISH CONTACT, FOR WHOSE RUPTURE THEIR SIDE BORE NO 
RESPONSIBILITY 
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RESPONSIBILITY, IT THEIR BELIEF THAT BOTH CHINESE AND AMERICAN 
PEOPLE CHERISHED STRONG DESIRE THIS REGARD, . IT ALSO THEIR 
UNDERSTANDING THAT DURING CONFERENCE HEADS STATE HELD HERE , 
LAST YEAR PRESIDENT EISENHOWER MADE PROPOSALS FOR EXCHANGE 

OF IDF4S AND CONTACT BETWEEN PEOPLES, IN ITS OFFICIAL STATE 
MENTS MY GOVERNMENT HAD ALSO ON MANY OCCASIONS DECLARED ITSELF 
IN SUPPORT THIS IDEA, !T COULD THEREFORE BE ASSUMED THERE 
WOULD BE NO DIFFICULTY IN REACHING AGREEMENT ON SUCH MATTER, 
WHERE WE FOUND SUCH IDENTiTY BETWEEN VIEWS TWO GOVERNMENTS, 


8, WANG CONTINUED WE NOW FOUND SELVES IN FIFTEENTH 

MONTH OUR NEGOTIATIONS, IF WE STILL FAIL ACHIEVE SOMETHING 
AT THIS JUNCTURE, WE GREATLY DISAPPOINT PEOPLE OF WORLD AND 
OF OWN COUNTRIES, IT SEEMED TO HIM IF WE REALLY DESIRED MAKE 
PROGRESS IN SOLVING PROBLEMS WE SHOULD CONDUCT EARNEST 
NEGOTIATIONS; FOR TO INTRODUCE PREREQUISITES WOULD NOT PRO- 
DUCE ANY RESULTS, HE CONTINUED HOPE THAT THIS MORNING | 
WOULD BE ABLE GIVE FAVORABLE VIEWS ON PROPOSALS THEIR SIDE 
HAD MADE FOR LIFTING EMBARGO AND FOR CULTURAL EXCHANGE RE- 
SPECTIVELY, 


9, | REPLIED HIS VIEW OF NEGOTIATION STILL APPEARS BE 
ALL TAKE AND NO GIVE, ! REGRETTED THIS APPEARS STILL BE 
CASE AS HARD SEE HOW PROGRESS CAN BE ACHIEVED UNDER THOSE 
CIRCUMSTANCES, | AGREED IT IMPORTANT WE BE CLEAR IN MINDS 
WHY WE AT STAGE WE ARE AFTER FOURTEEN MONTHS DISCUSSION, 
THERE WERE TWO SIMPLE STRAIGHTFORWARD, REASONABLE AND MUTUALLY 
ADVANTAGEOUS OBJECTIVES WHICH HAVE BEEN SOUGHT BY MY GOVERN. 
MENT AT THIS STAGE, FIRST THESE WAS THAT OF RELEASE AMERICAN 
CITIZENS HELD IN HIS COUNTRY, WHOSE RESPONSIBILITY WAS IT 
THAT AFTER FOURTEEN MONTHS THIS OBJECTIVE STILL NOT ACHIEVED; 
IT CERTAINLY NOT RESPONSIBILITY MY GOVERNMENT, WHO HAD FAILED 
RELEASE THESE PEOPLE IN SPITE OUR CLEAR AGREEMENT ON SUBJECT, 
IT HIS GOVERNMENT WHICH AFTER 14 MONTHS CONTINUED HOLD THESE 
PEOPLE 
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PEOPLE; | HAD POINTED OUT AT VERY OUTSET THESE TALKS GREAT 
IMPORTANCE THIS SUBJECT AS FAR AS FUTURE OUR RELATIONS 
CONCERNED, HE FREELY ENTERED INTO AGREEMENT WITH ME WHICH 
CLEARLY COVERED, AND | HAD THOUGHT DISPOSED OF, THIS QUESTION, 
FAILURE CARRY OUT THIS AGREEMENT CCULD NOW BE EXCUSCD BY RE- 
TREATING INTO PLEA THIS INVOLVED INTERNATIONAL MATTERS AND DOM. 
ESTIC AFFFAIRS, EVERY INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENT TO GREATER OR 
LESSER EXTENT INVOLVED SOVEREIGN AND INTERNAL AFFAIRS, IF 
AFTER ENTERING INTO SUCK AGREEMENT GOVERNMENT SHOULD PLEAD 
THAT IT COULD NOT PERFORM THEM BECAUSE INVOLVED SOVEREIGN 

AND INTERNAL AFFAIRS, INTERNATIONAL NAGREEMENT WOULD HAVE 
LITTLE MEANING, IN FACT INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS WOULD 
DETERIORATE INTO CHAOS, THIS FIRST AGREEMENT BETWEEN US 

HAD TREMENDOUS IMPORTANCE AND POTENTIALITIES FOR FUTURE OUR 
RELATIONS, | HAD ENTERED INTO IT WITH MUCH HOPE AND OPTIMISM, 
FAILURE CARRY IT OUT KAD SORELY TRIED THAT HOPE AND OPTIMISM 
AS WELL AS PATIENCE, | DID NOT UNDERSTAND HOW HE COULD TERM 
OUR POINTING OUT CLEAR FACT OF FAILURE CARRY OUT THIS AGREE} 
MENT AS DISTORTION AND SLANDER, PROCRASTINATION ENTIRELY 

PART HIS AUTHORITIES, THEY WERE ONES THAT HAVE IT IN THEIR 
POWER STOP THEIR PROCRASTINATION IN CARRYING OUT THIS AGREEMENT, 
DID NO GOOD TRY CONFUSE AND OBSCURE THIS ISSUE BY TALKING A- 
BOUT LISTS CHINESE IN US, BOTH OF US KNEW PERFECTLY WELL 
UNDER TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT NO OBL!IGATION ON PART US TO 
FURNISH ANY LIST CHINESE IN US, BOTH OF US KNEW PERFECTLY 
WELL SUCH LISTS HAVE NO RELATION TO ABILITY CHINESE IN US 
RETURN HIS COUNTRY IF DESIRE DO SO, THERE ONLY ONE QUESTION; 
ARE THEY ABLE RETURN IF DESIRE DO SO? BOTH OF US KNEW PER- 
FECTLY WELL NOT BEEN SINGLE CASE ANY OBSTRUCTION TO THEIR 
RETURN ALLEGED THROUGH MECHANISM ESTABLISHED THAT PURPOSE, 
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10, |§ CONTINUED OTHER IMMEDIATE OBJECTIVE SOUGHT BY 

MY’ GOVERNMENT WAS RENUNCIATION FORCE WHICH WOULD SPECIFICALLY 
APPLY TO MOST SERIOUS DISPUTE BETWEEN US, THAT OBJECTIVE 

ALSO NOT BEEN ACHIEVED, WHENEVER APPEARED WE CLOSE TO ACHIEV- 
NG iT HIS SIDE HAD RETREATED ‘NTO PLEAS OF DOMESTIC AF. 

FAIRS, INTCRNAL AFFAIRS, SOVEREIGNTY, OTHER SUCH TERMS, 

USE OF SUCK TERMS DID NOT OBSCURE FACT THAT HIS GOVERNNMENT 

STILL REFUSED MAKE CLEAR-CUT UNQUALIFIED ENUNCIALION FORCE, 

HERE AGAIN PROCRASTINATION ENTIRELY ON HIS SIDE, | HAD 

TRIED THROUGHOUT DISCUSSSION OF THIS TO POINT OUT FIRST AND 
IMMEDIATE QUESTION NOT WHETHER THIS INTERNAL AFFAIR OR 
INTERNATIONAL AFFAIR OR ANY OTHER KIND AFFAIR OR OTHERWISE 

TO GET INTC MERITS OF THIS WHOLE COMPLICATED ISSUE, 


lle | CONTINUED OVLILWET“LM!INGLY MOST IMPORTANT AND 

FIRST ASPECT OF IT WA WiZTIICR WE GOING TO PERMIT OUR DIF. 
FERENCES@eAND CERTAINL. [HERE ARE DIFFRERENCES--TO PLUNGE 
OUR TWO PEOPLES INTO CATACLYSM OF WAR, THIS TRANSCENDENTAL 
ISSUE AND CANNOT BE CONCEALED BY DISTORTING PROPOSALS | MADE 
BY MAKING THEM APPEAR SAY THINGS DID NOT SAY OR BY MAKING 
OTHER PROPOSALS WHICH AVOID ISSUE, HE SIMPLY COULD NOT GET 
ARGUND FACT MY PROPOSALS BEEN S!MPLE AND STRAIGHTFORWARD, 
WITHOUT PREJUDICING HIS POSITION IN ANY WAYeeIN FACT | HAD 
SPECIFICALLY SAID SO IN MY PROPOSALS-.WE SIMPLY MAKE IT 
CLEAR THAT RENUNCIATION FORCE DID SPECIFICALLY APPLY TO 
TAIWAN, HE SIMPLY COULD NOT GET AROUND FACT IT HIS SIDE 
WHICK CONTINUES THREATEN USE FORCE THAT AREA iF COULD NOT 
OTHERWISE ATTAIN ENDS, HE COULD NOT GET AROUND FACT IT 

HdS SIDE WHICH THUS FAR PROCRASTINATED AND REFUSED RENOUNCE 
USE THREAT FORCE THAT AREA, 


12. | CONTINUED HAD HOPE HE WOULD GIVE UP INSISTANCE 
WE DIGRESS FROM THIS FUNDAMENTAL ISSUE TO SUBORDIMATE MATTERS, 
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UNTIL THIS FUNDAMENTAL ISSUE RESOLVED, HARD SEE HOW SUBORD- 
INATE MATTERS COULD BE RESOLVED, IN TREATING PATIENT ONE 
DEALS WI.H SOURCE AND CAUSE OF DISEASE RATHER THAN WITH 
SYMPTOMS. AS HAD POINTED OUT TO HIM HERE AND AS POINTED OUT 
Is’ DEPARTMENT*S STATEMENT SEPTEMBER 24 TO WHICH ..E REFERRED, 
|T HARDLY REASONABLE EXPECT US DISCUSS RELAXATION ITS TRADE 
RESTRICTIONS WHEN TRADE THAT WOULD SFOU.T FROM SUCH RELAXA. 
TION WOULD STRENGTHEN REGIME WHICH REFUSES RENOUNCE USE FORCE 
AGAINST US, AS THAT RELEASE ALSO POINTED OUT AND | PO!NTED 
OUT TO H'M PREVIOUSLY HERE, MY GOVERNMENT ALSC NOT PREPARED 
ENTER INTO SUCH DISCUSSIONS AT 7IME WHEN AMERICAN CITIZENS 
CONTINUE BE HELD AS POLITICAL HOSTAGES DESPITE PLEDGE OF 
SEPTEMBER 10 LAST YEAR TO PERMIT THEM EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE 
THEIR RIGHT RETURN, THAT RELEASE USES TERM POL ~' !. ‘"OSTAGES 
AND | USED TERM HERE ADVISEDLY, | DONE THIS wU CAUSE HIS 
STATEMFNIS HERE. ASWELL AS PUBL: C STATEMENT HIS GUVERNMENT 
MADF iy aLL TOO CLFAR IT HOLDS THESE PEOPLE IN HOPE EXTRACT. 
ING FUR 4ER POLIT ITA. CONCESSS!ONS FROM MY GOVERNMENF, THIS 
iS TYPE TRADING WHICH | HAVE AND WILL CONTINUE REFUSE 
ENTER INTO, | FIND 17 HARD UNDERSTAND WHY HIS AUTHORITIES 
ALSO AFPCAR NOW BELIEVE My GOVERNMENT COULD CONSIDER ENTERING 
INTC AN’? UNDERSTANDING WITH RESPECT CULTURAL EXCHANGES AS 
LONG AS THESE CIRCUMSTANCES CONTINUE, A COUNTRY DOES NOT 
ENTER INTO SUCK RELATIONSHIPS WHILE ITS CITIZENS CONTINUE 
BSE UNJUSTLY IMPRISONED IN VIOLATION OF SOLEMN COMMITMENTS 
THAT THEY WILL BE RELEASED, WSO WHILE i ENTIRELY AGREE 
CULTURAL RELATIONS BCTWEEN PEOPLES ARE IMPORTANT, DESIRABLE 
AND CAN DQ MUCK REMOVE MISUNDERSTANDING, !7 HARDLY CORKS I oi} 
ENT TO PROPISE 2JC1 RELATIONS WITH PEOPLE WHILE MA!NTA:NING 
CLEAR THREAT USE ARMED FORCE AGAINST SAME PEOPLE, 


13. | CONTINUED WANG HAD SPOKEN AGAIN THIS MORNING 

OF LONG HISTORY CULTURAL EXCHANGE AND CONTACT BETWEEN OUR TWO 
PEOPLES, HE HAD ALSO SPOKEN OF STRONG DESIRE CHER! SHED BY 
BOTH OUR PEOPLE IN THIS REGARD, CUTTING OFF THIS CONTACT 

WAS ENTIRELY AT INITIATIVE HIS GOVERNMENT AND HIS GOVERNMENT 
UST BEAR ENTIRE RESPONSIBILITY FOR IT, BECAUSE OF STRONG 
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DESIRE AMERICAN PEOPLE MAINTAIN THIS CONTACT, HUNDREDS OF 
AMERICANS REMAINED IN TERRITORY WHICH WAS BROUGHT UNDER THEIR 
CONTROL, THESE WERE AMERICANS WHO HAD LONG AND DISTINGUISHED 
HISTORY OF HIGHAMINDED UNSELFISH CULTURAL RELATIONS WITH 
CHINESE PEOPLE, THEY WERE AMERICANS WHO DESIRED MAINTAIN 
THESE CONTACTS, THEY WERE AMERICANS WHO COULD HAVE CONTRIBUTED 
MUCH TO UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN OUR TWO PEOPLES, WHAT WAS 
HISTORY OF THIS EFFORT, THIS IND!ViDUAL EFFORT, ON PART 

THESE AMERICANS? ORGANIZED DEMONSTRATIONS WERE FORMFNTED 
AGAINST THEM: CVERYTH!NG POSSIBLE DONE TO FORMENT HOSTILITY 

OF POPULATION TGWARDS THEM, MONEY WAS EXTORTED FROM THEM, 
CHINESE WHO HAD ANY CONTACT WITH THEM WERE PLACED IN JEOPARDY, 
THEY WERE EXPELLED FROM COUNTRY, ABOVE ALL, QUT OF THIS 

SMALL GROUP OF PEOPLE a fiw OFT LEAST 155 WHO WERE ARRESTED 
RY HIS AUTHORITIES, STORIES OF EFFORTS BY HIS AUTHORITIES 

TO EXTORT CONFESSIONS OF ALL SORTS FANTASTIC CRIMES FROM THEM 
HAVEN'T DONE MUCH TO ENCOURAGE AMERICAN GOVERNMENT OR PEOPLE 
10 ATTEMPT REESTABLISH CULTURAL CONTACTS BETWEEN US, IT 

NOT DONE MUCH TO ENCOURAGE US TO KNOW THAT IN ADDITION THOSE 
WHO WERE BROKEN IN BODY AND MIND WHEN THEY FINALLY LEFT HIS 
COUNTRY, AT LEAST FiVE-DTtED WHILE IN PRISON OR IMMEDIATELY 
FOLLOW!NG RELEASE FROM PRISON, THIS RECORD NOT PRETTY NOR 
PLEASANT, REGRETTED NECESS!7Y BRINGING IT UP HERE, HOWEVER 
MEMORIES OF THOSE OF US WHO ASSOCIATED WITH PROBLEM, MEMORIES 
OF FRICNDS AND RELATIVES THESE PEOPLE STILL VERY FRESH, 
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14, | CONTINUED AS SAID AT LAST MEETING, HAD HOPED 
THIS COULD ALL BE MADE MATTER OF PAST. HAD HOPED BITTERNESS 
IN OUR HEARTS COULD DISAPPEAR. HAD HOPED THIS ENTIRE PRO- 
BLEM COULD BE LIQUIDATED. HAD HOPE THIS COULD BE DONE BY 
- RELEASE THOSE THAT REMAINED IN PRISON SO WE COULD LOOK FOR- 
C) WARD TO FRESH START. HAD HOPED THIS WITH ALL MY HEART BOTH 
PERSONALLY AND OFFICIALLY. MY GOVERNMENT HAD HOPED FOR THIS 
SAME THING. | FOUND IT INEXPLICABLE THAT HIS AUTHORITIES 
NOT APPRECIATED IMPORTANCE THIS. PERHAPS | IN SOME WAY BEEN 
DEFICIENT IN NOT BEING ABLE SUFFICIENTLY CLEARLY EXPLAIN 
THIS TO HIM. IF SO | REGRETTED IT BUT ASSURED HIM IT NOT 
BEEN THROUGH ANY LACK TRYING. IF HIS AUTHORITIES REALLY 
DESIROUS IMPROVING RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES AND REALLY 
DESIROUS OBTAINING PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OTHER OUTSTANDING 
PROBLEMS, THEY CONTINUE HAVE IT IN POWER DO SO. | ASSURED 
HIM MY GOVERNMENT CONTINUED HOPE THEY WILL DO SO. 
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15. WANG REPLIED IT WITH REGRET DISAPPOINTMENT HE 

LISTENED MY REMARKS THIS MORNING AS DIDN'T FIND ANYTHING 
CONTRIBUTE ADVANCE THESE TALKS, BUT RATHER CONTRARY. IN 
THESE REMARKS | HAD MADE MANY UNREASONABLE CHARGES AGAINST 
CHINESE PEOPLE WHICH HE COULD NOT ACCEPT. IF WE DISCUSSED 
PROBLEM DETERIORATION S!INO-AMERICAN RELATIONS, WE INEVITABLLY 
ARRIVED AT CONCLUSION IT AMERICANS DONE MUCH WRONG TO CHINESE 
PEOPLE AND NOT CHINESE WHO WRONGED AMERICAN PEOPLE. IF ANY- 
ONE TO MAKE AC’ USATION WITH REGARD RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA 
AMERICA IT EVICLNTLY CHINA WHICH IN RIGHT POSITION MAKE 

SUCH ACCUSATION, INSTEAD OF AMERICAN GOVERNMENT. 
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16. WANG CONTINUED FACT WAS AMERICAN AIRCRAFT AND BOM- 
BERS THROWING BOMBS ON CHINESE TERRITORY KILLING CHINESE 
PEOPLE. NO ONE COULD EVER CHARGE CHINESE AIRCRAFT SENT TO 
AMERICAN TERRITORY CARRYING OUT SUCH INHUMAN DESTRUCTIVE 
— MISSION. FACT WAS AMERICAN GROUND, SEA AND AIR FORCES 
OCCUPIED PART CHINESE TERRITORY. COULD | EVER CHARGE CHINESE 
FORCES EVER OCCUPIED AT ANY TIME AMERICAN TERRITORY. IT US 
WHICH UNREASONABLY CARRIED OUT DETENTION OF CHINESE BY 
PUBLIC GOVERNMENT ORDERS AND AMERICAN GOVERNMENT WHICH PER- 
SECUTED AND IMPRISONED CHINESE IN US AND AS RESULT THIS 
PERSECUTION MANY VICTIMS SUFFERED MENTAL BREAKDOWN. 1! COULD 
NOT CHARGE CHINESE GOVERNMENT PUBLISHED DECREE TO DETAIN 
AMERICAN RESIDENT IN CHINA. IT US WHICH CARRIED OUT POLICY 
EMBARGO AGAINST CHINA NOT VICE VERSA. IT US WHICH TRIED 
BY EVERY MEANS TO DEPRIVE CHINA OF LEGITIMATE RIGHTS IN 
INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS. INCLUDING EFFORTS ON PART US TRY DE- 
PRIVE CHINA OF LEGITIMATE REPRESENTATION IN UN. AND IN 
DOING SO US HAS PRESSURED OTHER COUNTRIES TO FOLLOW LEAD. 
THESE AGGRESSIVE AND UNFRIENDLY RECORDS OF US AGAINST CHINA 
NOT ONLY ROUSED INDIGNATION ALL SERIOUS-MiNDED PEOPLE HIS 
COUNTRY BUT ALSO AROUSED ALL SERIOUS-MINDED PEOPLE OF WORLD 
TO OPPOSE SUCH POLICY. 
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17. WANG CONTINUED CHINA NEVER ADOPTED ANY BLANKET 

POLICY AGAINST AMERICAN CITIZENS IN CHINA. THERE STILL MANY 
AMERICAN CITIZENS WHO CONTINUE AFTER LONG YEARS RESIDENCE 

TO RESIDE IN HIS COUNTRY FREELY. THESE PEOPLE SO FAR HAVE 
NOT INDICATED ANY DESIRE RETURN US. THERE ANOTHER GROUP 
AMERICANS WHO OPPOSED CHINESE PEOPLE. THERE YET ANOTHER 
GROUP AMERICANS WHO SENT BY AMERICAN GOVERNMENT AND PURPOSELY 
AIR DROPPED INTO CHINESE TERRITORY. SUCH PEOPLE DID NOT 

COME TO CHINA OUT OF ANY HIGH=MINDED IDEA, BUT WENT TO 

CHINA WITH POISON, PISTOLS AND BOMBS. COULD ANYONE EXPECT 
CHINESE GOVERNMENT TREAT THESE PEOPLE AS DISTINGUISHED GUESTS. 
DESPITE THESE UNFRIENDLY ACTIVITIES CONSISTENTLY CARRIED OUT 
SY US. IN SPITE THIS RECORD, THEIR SIDE HAD BEEN PATIENTLY 
SITTING HERE AND HAD CONTINUED TO DESIRE NEGOTIATE WITH AMERICA. 
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18. WANG CONTINUED | HAD REMARKED THAT THEY ONLY WANTED 
TAKE NOT GIVE. THEY SIMPLY WANTED TAKE THOSE THINGS WHICH 
ORIGINALLY BELONGED THEM. WHAT GIFT DID WE EXPECT OF THEM? 
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IN PRESENT CIRCUMSTANCES AMERICA ALREADY OCCUPYING CHINESE 
TERRITORY TAIWAN. DID US EXPECT CHINA GIVE MORE TERRITORY? 
PRESENT DIFFICULTY iS US MERELY THOUGHT OF OWN INTEREST 
WITHOUT CONSIDERING iNTEREST OF OTHERS. THIS CASE OF PURSUING 
ONLY ONES SELFISH INTEREST. iN THAT MANNER HOW COULD 
PROBLEMS BETWEEN US BE SOLVED. WE SITTING HERE ENGAGING IN 
DISCUSSION AND OUR OBJECTIVE SHOULD BE RESOLVE ISSUES. IF 
WE COULD NOT NOW RESOLVE BIG ISSUES, WE COULD STILL RE- 
SOLVE SMALL ISSUES. THIS WOULD STILL HELP A LOT AND IT BETTER 
TO SOLVE THESE SMALL ISSUES THAN NOT SOLVE ANY AT ALL. 

AS WE SITTING HERE IN NEGOTIATIONS WE SHOULD SEEK MEANS 

FOR IMPROVING RELATIONS INSTEAD POISONING THEM. IF ONE HAS 
INTENTION POISONING RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES INSTEAD 
OF TRYING SOLVE OUSTANDING ISSUES, THEN WHAT 1S GOOD OF 
CONTINUING THESE TALKS? RECORD OF THESE TALKS CLEARLY SHOWED 
THEY CONSISTENTLY WORKING TO RESOLVE ISSUES BETWEEN US. 

THEIR RECORD EVIDENCED BY SUCCESSIVE DRAFTS INTRODUCED ON 
AGREEMENT MAKING RENUNCIATION FORCE DECLARATION AS WELL AS 

BY PROPOSALS THEY MADE DESIGNED REMOVE EMBARGO AGAINST 

CHINA AND DESIGNED PROMOTE HUMAN CONTACTS CULTURAL EXCHANGES 
BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES. 
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19. WANG CONTINUED AMERICAN PRESS ALWAYS BEEN FOND 
OF MAKING CHARGES AGAINST CHINA ALLEGING IT NOT FREE COUNTRY 
AND EXISTENCE IRON OR BAMBOO CURTAIN AND ALLEGING HIS GOVERN- 
MENT DID NOT OFFER FREEDOM OF TRAVEL FOR FOREIGNERS, PRES- 
ENT FACT IS AMCRICANS DESIRE VISIT CHINA, AMERICAN PEOPLE 
INTERESTED IN CHINA, DEEDS AND WORDS OF AMERICAN GOVERNMENT 
ARE QUITE INCONSISTENT, PROPOSALS CHINESE GOVERNMENT INTRO-~ 
DUCED ON QUESTION CONTACTS PERSONS AND CULTURAL EXCHANGE 
§ CAPABLE OF SATISFYING DESIRE OF AMERICAN PEOPLE, PRESENT 

J ACTION OF US GOVERNMENT RUNS COUNTER TO SUCH DESIRE OF AMERICAN 
PEOPLE, THIS EVIDENCED BY FACT AMERICAN PCOPLE NOT MAKING 
PROTEST AGAINST CHINESE GOVERNMENT BUT RATHER AGAINST AMERICAN 
GOVERNMENT ON QUESTION CONTACTS OF PEOPLE AND CULTURAL 
EXCHANGE, POLICY PURSUED BY AMERICAN GOVERNMENT ON QUESTION 
OF CONTACTS OF PEOPLES ANC CULTURAL EXCHANGE CAN SHOW WHETHER 
THIS GOVERNMENT HAS ANY CONFIDENCE IN OWN SYSTEM, REFUSAL 
ON PART US GOVERNMENT TO PROPOSAL OF CULTURAL EXCHANGE AND 
CONTACT OF PEOPLES SHOWS AMERICAN GOVERNMENT HAS LOST CONFI - 
DENCE IN OWN PEOPLE AS WELL AS ITS OWN SYSTEM, IT OUT OF 
FRIENDLY SPIRIT HIS SIDE PROPOSED CONTACT OF PEOPLE AND 
CULTURAL EXCHANGE, REFUSAL OF US GOVERNMENT TO GIVE FAVORABLE 
CONSIDERATION THIS PROPOSAL WOULD MAKE THEM CONSIDER IT NEC- 
ESSARY MAKE PUBLIC THLCIR PROPOSAL SO PUBLIC COULD JUDGE, 
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20. | REPLIED AS HE HAD ONCE WELL SAID HERE, THESE NEGO- 
TIATIONS NOT FOOTBALL GAME, THEY COULD NOT BE JUDGED, NEITHER 
WOULD WORLD JUDGE THEM ON BASIS OF NUMBER BALLS TOSSED OUT 

ON FIELD, COULD ONLY BE JUDGED, AND WORLD WOULD JUDGE ON 
BASIS SUBSTANTIVE POSITIONS EACH SIDE HAD TAKEN, IT US WHICH 
PROPOSED UNCONDI TIONALLY WE MAKE I7 CLEAR OUR DIFFERENCES BE 
SETTLED ONLY BY PEACEFUL MEANS, NO AMOUNT PROPOSALS OR WORDS 
COULD OBSCURE FACT HIS SIDE STILL REJECTS THAT SIMPLE 
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: PROPOS!TION, NO AMOUNT PROPOSALS OR WORDS COULD OBSCURE 
FACT HiS SIDE STILL PROCRASTINATED !N ACCEPTING THAT 
FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE, NO AMOUNT WORDS CAN OBSCURE FACT 

HiS GOVERNMENT STILL FAiLING CARRY OUT !TS UNDERTAKING PERM!T 
AMERICANS RETURN, 1! REGRETTED THAT INSTEAD FACING UP TO 
RESOLVING THESE BASIC MATTERS HiS GOVERNMENT INTENDED AGAIN 
RESORT TO FORUM PUBLIC STATEMENTS, HOWEVER | CONTINUED BE 
ENTIRELY WiLLING LET WORLD JUDGE iSSUES, I ENTIRELY WILLING 
LET WORLD JUDGE WHETHER IT AND AMERICAN PEOPLE HAD FAITH 

IN OUR SYSTEM WHICH HAD ENDURED FOR ALMOST TWO CENTURIES 

AND BROUGHT TO OUR PEOPLE AND WORLD STANDARDS OF MATERIAL 
AND SPIRITUAL WELL-BEING AND FREEDOM UNPARALLELED iN WORLD*S 
HISTORY, 
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21. WANG SAID HE HAD PRESENTED HIS VIEWS THIS MORNING 
AND HAD NO MORE TO ADD, HE SURE PEOPLE ABLE JUDGE WHO TRY- 
ING SOLVE ISSUES AND WHO OBSTRUCTING, 


22. | HAD NO MORE AND SUGGESTED THURSDAY, OCTOBER 18 
FOR NEXT MEETING, HE AGREED, 
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Letter No. 6 





Dear Walter: 


I have little to add to my telegram on today's 
meeting. As you will see I still think they are work- 
ing toward a position which they estimate will enable 
them to bring about at least an indefinite recess, 
most likely sometime efter the elections and before 


the new year, I may well be wrong and you all may 


of the United States 


well be right, but I do not think it can be assumed 


ST’ G ZL 30T 


because they have continued talking up to now they 


will continue to do so indefinitely. During past 
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months I have been able to do a certain amount of 
stringing them along and dangling a certain amount 
of "pie in the sky", but I have now largely run out 
of that as I have never been in a position where I 


could say if you do so and so we will do so and so. 


Walter P, McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 
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SECRET -2 


I full well realize the reasons it has never been 
possible to enable me to take any such positions, but 

I know also that you realize the extremely narrow 

limits in which this has required I operate. As I did 
full well realize this at my last meeting I threw re- 
nunciation in the cultural exchange package and strength- 
ened it today. My only point is that with the material 
now at hand, I do not feel confident that I will be able 
to keep things going much longer, Perhaps I feel low 
this afternoon after the verbal exercise of this morn- 
ing and perhaps I am unduly pessimistic, 

I had planned to make only a short speech this 
morning but he threw up so many balls I felt I had to 
field, that it turned out to be rather long. I could 
well have fielded some more but I thought I caught the 
most important ones, 

At the moment I haven't got the slightest notion 
of what to say at the next meeting. However, I hope 
that by then the three prisoners will be on their way 
so I can make a little mileage out of that, 


Regards to all, 


Sincerely, 








Gp e& 
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Dear Alex: rong) f 


The -rincival event since your last meeting has been the Chinese 









































Communist last-moment refusal to allow Addis, the Sritish Counselor 
from Peipins, to cee Father McCarthy in Ward Zoad Jail in Shanghai om 
October 5, after all arrangements had been made and after Addis arrived 
at the crison. Addis vas met with the bland statement from the 


officials that FcCerthy nad chanced his mind and did not want to see 
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Addis. The officials added that they could not force “cCarthy to have 
; the interview. Addis was naturally taken aback, but did what he could by vay 


of remonstrance. The “ritish are cf course as aware as ve are that 
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MeCarthy did not voluntarily change his mind. The Communist claim was 





¥ either an outright lie, or else they had broken iicCarthy. We suspect 
ee that they want to cemonstrate to the British that they are wasting 

: their time in tryinr to see the orisoners. The Commmist decision may 
have been made after they allowed Father lecCarthy's letter to O'Ueill to 
be delivered. We are enclosing acopy of the full text of this letter, 


which shows that Father McCarthy was alert and resolute when he wrote 


no ; The Honorable 

a U. Alexis Johnson, 
ve American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
r American Consulate Gmeral, 


— Geneva. 
& Lo SECRET 
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the letter. Ye have it from other socrces that he rrodably is the 
most resourcefctl end crrable of the remaining Shanghai ocriooners, 

which mikes it all the more milikely that he would have voluntarily 
given up the firht.° Since this represents e callous aod corrietely 
irdefensitle hardorming of the Crinese Comnmist position, ir. 2cbertsan 
believes thet ve should attack Wang very vigorously on it at the 
October 1° neeting. Yor will cet fll instructions on it in your 
gcuidarce telerram. The Sritish are awaiting ecidance fre= us on hoy 
they should react in Peiping. “oe will counsel 1 strong reaction there 
teo althourh cur main reliance will be cn you at Ceneva. 

26 ... & Chinese mental case at Logansport, Incitane 
still demands to return to the Coraumist mainland but according to the 
foreio student adviser epresrs to be incacpetent to take the initiative 
to cet in tevch with the <otian Eobassy. Consequently we are considering 
asking the inmigraticn Service to deport him. The longer ne remains 
the more clumce there is that the Chinese Cormummists will exploit 
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the case ic their proparanda. jon eben +r <2 emma _ 
3. Cne of the two Ghinese convicts at the U. S. Fealth Servico 
Jospital at Lexingten, Ken*uc':y, who opted for raturm to the China 
vainland has row informed the carole officer that he has che:ced his sind, 
Ile claims that since he was formerly in tho Uationalist amy he sill be 
persecuted by the Cermmists should he go back, We are asking that 
commutation of sentence preceedings in his case be halted... Fortunately 
we bad rot told the Indians ‘or the Chinese Corramists of tho results 


of ovr survey so that if this Cevelopcent can be kept corfidential no 


harm will have been done. 


SHCTaT 
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We have thouzht @ food deal about how we should renew our pressure 
on the Comaunists to account for our missing military personnel. This is 
a subject which the relatives of the missinc persons keep very much alive 
here and numerous letters are written each month by the Department of State, 
the Department of Uefense and USUN in iiew York in response to pleas from 
these relatives. Our official replies contain the assurance that the United 
States Goverment is leavin> no stone unturned to try to obtain the frocts 
from the Communists. «6 feel very keenly the need to take some action. 
However, we share the views expressed both by you and by General Suard, 
tae Senior U.S. representative on UNCMAC, that we are unlikely to obtain 
any satisfactory accounting from the Communists either in Pannunjoa or ‘Jeneva. 
After weichine the pros and cons, we wonder if it would not be prefer- 
able for you t reopen the subject at Geneva. <nclosure A contains a 
Summary of our reasons. These were orisinally prepared for inclusion in 
& memoramiun recommending reintroduction of this subject at Geneva, but 
we wantec first to set your reaction. 4 further reason ror selecting the 
Geneva forus, which, for obvious reasons, is mentioned neitner in the 
enclosure nor in Col. Monroe's memorandum on his talks with the U.S. 
clement of the HAC, is Col. Monrce’s feeling that the personnel -resently 
assizned to UNCHAC or those who might be assircned there in the future, 
have neither the experience nor the specialized skill required to negotiate 
effectively on this subject with the Communists. 
Jur tentative thinkine is that you micht introduce this itom again, 
using as your sprincboard the statement by the Ccmounist spokesman in the 


MAC that they had no responsibility for imiividuals held outside Korea. 


You 
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You could then proceed on a case by case basis to sesk information fron 


wang. Presusably he would, at least in the becinninz, refuse to discuss 


my 
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this issue anc try to shift the responsibility back to the MAC. This 
would not de so easy for him to eccomplish this tine, in view of the 
statement made by the Corusunist spokesman in that body. “ven if we fail 
to obtain in; information from the Communists, we nicht at least succeed 
in throwine them o:f balance for a time, particularly if we should decide 
to exploit the issue publicl;. 

We should like to heave your candid views as to the advanté-es and 
cisacvanta-es of reintroducinz this subject at this tine, and also your 


estimate of the kina of support you wuld require from Lefense snould 


of the United States 


7 , ~ou undertake this task. Defense's capabilities to supply the kind of 


information you would want is, of course, limited. The enclosed copy of 





& memorancum from jJeneral irekine to the Secretary of Jefense indicates 
what Defense is undertakinzs to do to supply some of the deficicncies pointed 
out in Dave's letter of Auzust 23. 


S. Our feeling here based rore on our appraisal of the general 


ao . a ~ ae ~..- Br... * 


attitude of the Chinese Communists than the .tactical situation in the 
Ceneva talxs is that the Communists are probably not moving toward a 


recess or break-off cf the talks at least not imtil after the elections 


i’ 


and the cpenins of the (IGA. It appears to usa they have nore to cain by 


holding on than by breaking off. the latter move seems contrary to their 
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general posture in intermational affairs. ‘Se are concerned at the 
acverse effects that the contimation cf these talks are reported to be 
having in some parts of the Far Zast. We are considering asking key posts 
for tp to date reports on this ratter. 

6. You vill be interested in the latest Chinese Corzmunist canbits 
in the evlteral field. A nwmber of Arerican publisners have received crders 
for American newsnapers and racazines. ‘he official Chinese Communist 
book and periodical arency the Gnozi Shudian has sent letters to a large 
mumber cf Arerican publishers requesting the contribution or sale at 
discount of larre selections of scientific and technical books fcr a 
preposed exhibit in Feiping early in 1957. ‘The Chinese Commmists nave 
also announced on the China Mainland that a wide range of An-erican 
publications includin;; Mre and Life can now be subscribed too. Teaching 
of =nplish is baing introduced in the midfle schools te the cxtent that 
teacners are available. 

7e dy -ay of ~eneral corment, don't expect any new nck to be 
authorized cre on either of the two big issues. The erphatic conclusion 
here is that ovr position is inassailable on both questions and that any 
attemot renunciation 
ayougoasdax to look for new vording on/xemmpccttion otherwise show any "<ive" 
would only weaken our position, both from a tactical stancpoint and fron 
the stancpoint ef evr public position when the eventual public showdown 
comes. “e are somewhat more skeptical than vou apparently a the 
likelineod of a C:inese Communist euspension of the talks or other major 
move within the next few weeks. The C inese Communists are exploiting the 


talks in various ways, as ve have seen in connection with the ith Party 


Congress, and in their talks with visiting delegations, such as the 
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Malayan Chinese, and the Indonesian delegation headed by Sukarno. 
Their present tactics isieb) seem to envisase a continuation of the talks 
and further nisrepresentation and exploitation of the fact that the talks 





are private and are conti-uing. We are making a new study in FB of the 

whole question of the influence of the talks on Asian attiivdes toxard 
toward 

Corpunist Chira and/our china policy. As a sidelisht on the above, you 


will want to know Aat Mr. Robertson thinks that it is preferable for 





n 
| 
o 
~ 
Ls) 
@ 
= 
c 
mo 
® 
So 
3 you to refrain from indicating any regret or disappointment at Chinese 
-wW) * 
cy Commmis:t publication, or threatened pudlication, of statements cn the 
- + 
z= talks. ‘Naturally, you will not encourage publicity by then, but xe 
35 do not soy like the connotations of deplorine publicity or indicating 
7 that we fear it or find it distasteful. 
= &F 
3 *. We were clad to ret your letter No. Lo of Senterber 22. We have 
- | 
= FE/=X working on your request that ‘elenka be placed on . daily contractural 
w | 
Ss basis. 
& the 
ie Nepards and/est to each of you, 


Sincerely, 


Walter PF, UcConaushy 


Enclosures: 


~~ er 


1. Copy of letter from Father McCarthy 
to Charre at Peipine, dated Sent. 1, 1956. 
2. Memorandum on Missing Personnel 
3. Cist of a teleg-am from Foreim Office 
comrenting on O'Neill's telerram of Oct. 5. 


d Memo from General Erskine to Secretary of Defense dated Sct, & 


P.S. Apologies for the overlap between 5 and 7. You know how rushed we are. 
I had Ralph work with me on this, and we crossed our Sienals a bit 
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LIMIT LISTRIBUTICN : 


Guidance for October 18 meeting. 





l. Najor portion your presentation should be devoted to attacking 





Communist tailure carry out pledge made in Agreed Announcement. Lead 
off witia licCarthy case as typical example of Communist disregard of pledged 
word, First point out McCarthy and other nine Americans should have been 


a 





released ‘ong ago if clear language of Agreed Announcement had any me 
Now one of nine belatedly permitted write British Charge stating he is 


Wei" 


unjustly prevented from leaving and requesting representations his behalf, 


When Charye endeavored investigate case as provided in Agreed Announcement 


of the United States 


his representative prevented from seeing McCarthy, after Communists had 


y 


authorized interview and made appointment. Statement by prison official 


a 
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that NcCarthy did net wish interview is not credible. Note written e bi 
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that McCarthy wanted interview and ask why prison official refused paxpti 
_— representative verify McCarthy's wishes, | 
rt 
— At 7 In course of your presentation also press Communists for reply which avd 
ae “tliey promised some time ago to British Charge's letter August 23 reque 





yes o- war visit all American prisoners. Communists have no valid reason 
: | 
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refuse this, In connection with Chou En-lai's statement to British Charge | 
December 9 that Communists could not permit visits all Americans because US would not 
permit Indians visit Chinese prisoners this country, point out US has offered 

permit Indians interview any Chinese prisoner this country, which Indians 

declined to do upon instructions from Peiping. 





State that US Government has been extremely patient in face of inexplicable 
refusal Cowmnists carry ovt their commitment release all Americans. U.S. 
Government seriously concerned at this latest attempt to evade obligations of 
Agreed Announcement, and is considering making public statement. 


FYI We believe Communists can be put on defensive both in Geneva meetings 





ami publicly by using McCarthy case to dramatize Communist violation public 
pledges. Their plea for closer cultural contacts with the US can be made to 
lock ridiculous in light of their behavior in McCarthy case. We are requesting . 


British Charge to (1) make representations requesting immediate release McCarthy 


on basis his letter stating he being unjustly prevented from leaving; (2) 0 - 
write liclarthy explaining circumstances last attempted interview ami offering . oA 
arrange another interview; (3) write Communist Foreign Office asking reply to Px 
his letter of Aueust 23 requesting permission interview all jailed Americans. & 


END FYI 


2. Reject attempts to drgw you into discussion of Communist cultural 


~ 


exchance or trate proporcals, stressing resentment American goverrment and people 


~e 


at continued detention /merican citizens ami inability rely on public commitments 


wade by Communists. Ccewnist refusal agree to meaningful renunciation of force 
to 
should also be cited. FYI In view Wang's statement last meeting we agree it ia fe 
— 
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would be consistent Chinese Communist previous practice for them to issue 
, statement on cultural exchange shortly before October 18 meeting. In this 


/ event we concur course proposed last sentence your 362, Department prepared 
make reply if deemed desirable. END FY: 


3. In any discussion of renunciation of force hold to established 


Var 





position. 
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Latest Chinese Communist statenent on Geneva ialks seems to 
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have fallen flat. Not carried so far by any newspaper or wire 


service seen here. We plan ce ignore statement if press continues 





to do SO. 
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Letter No. 47 





Dear Walter: 


1. I am starting this on Wednesday and will finish it 
tomorrow after the meeting. 

2 i certainly have no objection to again bringing up 
the POW question here, but as Monro@said after his trip 
to Korea, I think the decision revolves around whether 
we believe there is any chance whatever of obtaining any 


more information and, if not, whether we then intend to 


Stitt’ d Zi 30'l 


use the issue further publicly to indict the Chicoms, 
If it is solely the latter I believe Geneva to be the 
best forum. I do not agree with the statement in the 
draft memo enclosed with your letter (No. 56) that Geneva 
offers a slightly better chance than Panmunjon for ob- 
taining an accounting for at least a few of the 450, I 
can build up a good public record on the subject here 
and can probably embarrass Wang to a certain degree, but 
Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire 

Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 

Bureau of Far Eastern Affirs, 


Departmert of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 
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he is never going to give me any accounting for individuals 
here, and we should not raise the subject here on the ase 
sumption that there is any possibility he will do so. He 
has frequently and strongly taken the position that the 
lists he gave me at the outset of the talks accounted for 
€@l11 Americans in China and it cannot be expected he will 
reverse that position. 

3, As a minor point with respect to numbered para (2) of 
the draft memo, I did in fact allude to the POW question 
at our 56th meeting (para 16 mytel 173) and drew a response 
from him on it, 

y, With regard to the less likelihood of their counter- 
ing with our failure to account for communist prisoners 
if the subject is raised here, you will recall that when I 
first raised the suject here he fortunately countered only 
with the 14,000 sent to Taiwan which was not hard to handle, 
but he may now be better prepared to counter with others 
and I will have to be prepared immediately to reply if he 
does so, Of course, by raising the subject here we will 
probably avoid the more difficult subject of the Koreans 
released by Rhee, 

S, In this connection it is my recollection that their 
list may be wholly or primarily based on the lists of 
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notification of capture that we transmitted through the 
ICRC. It is also my recollection that a large discrepancy 
in these lists arose from the fact that a capture form 
would be made out at the time the man was taken with a 
copy to the ICRC. On arrival at Kojedo the man's tag 
would be missing and another would be made out with an- 
other copy to the ICRC. Because of the language problem, 
difficulties of transliteration, and sometimes through the 
POW giving a different name, the name would not appear as 
identical with the first report. Thus ICRC would receive 
and transmit to the Communists two names covering the 
capture of only one man, I do not recall whether this ap- 
pears anywhere in the records, but I know it was explained 
to me when I made my "POW trip" to Korea with General Hull, 
6, Also pertinent to all of this was an exchange of 
numbers of persons held in the early days of the armistice 
negotiations. My memory on this is dim but I believe we 
gave the ommunists some definite numbers on those we held, 
% I do not recall what the circumstances are and when 
the communist list of missing personnel mentioned in the 
last sentence of the first para of the draft memo was pre- 
sented or of what it consisted, My only point is that be- 
fore terming it “in large part fictitious" I would want 
to be sure that it is not in fact based upon names originat- 


ing with the UNC, 
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8, My memory on our exchanges of lists of names of POWs 
with the Communists is also very hazy. Not that it is 
likely to come in any detail here, but to avoid possible 
mistakes I would appreciate a skort summery of the facts 
in this Pagans. I have a feeling we gave them some list 
early in the armistice negotiations, and that they gave 
us one but I am just not sure whether this is correct or 
of what they consisted. Were there also not lists given 
the NNRC which were passed on to the Communists? I do 
not want anyone to go to any great trouble on this but 
perhaps there is a pertinent summary already made up. Per- 
haps HD would have it available or could readily make it up. 

9, Whether the subject is raised here or Panmunjon it 
will be important that the information with respect to in- 
dividuals reflect the "accounting" set forth in CINCUNC's 
message of March 2, 1956. That is, in our best documented 
cases of their at one time being alive in Communist hands, 
the March accounting attempted to dispose of them by say- 
ing they had "escaped". “Thus in these "escaped" cases the 
issue is no longer whether they were at one time alive in 
Communist hands, by saying they “escaped” they have admit- 
ted this, but rather being able to demonstrate that such 
an accounting is false. This is very well set forth in 


detail in the memo enclosed with Dave's letter of August 23, 
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My reason for mentioning it is that while the Memo to the 
Service Secretaries enclosed with your letter encloses what 
I presume is the substance of Dave's memo, the attached 
"Suggestions" do not appear to take account of this import- 
ant point of which I would have to take account before 
again raising individual cases here, For our purposes here 
I would not need any large number of cases, a half dozen 
or so would probably serve my purposes, although, of course, 
the more I have in my pocket the better. My suggestion 
would be to have Ralph and Col. Monroe pick out a few of 
the most promising cases and exhaustively run them down 
with the services rather than spreading the effort too thin. 
10,My 362 did not imply that I had changed my estimate 
that they are most likely to make a major move shortly after 
the elections and the opening of the UNGA. With two weeks 
between meetings, the "next few meetings" mentioned in my 
362 brings us up to that point. What I have been and con- 
tinue to say is that they are very obviously putting them- 
Ssleves in a position to carry out such a move at about that 
time, Whether they do so, of course, remains to be seen, 
I simply want to be sure that the Department understands 
and is prepared for the contingency and does not desire to 


take any further action to forestall it. Incidentally, 
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while our position through the Suez crisis has been very 
consistent with the position on renunciation of force I 
have taken here, the statements of the French and British 
have certainly not given too much support to the "universally 
accepted" nature of the principle. 

ll, I was very interested in your account of the Chinese 


Communist initiative in the publications field. Do our 





Treasury “a7 ions operat 


so as tg preven} any. > 
i A 
shipments? 44% ic Bis fone ) 
12,1 had been deploring pgblicity ungey my previous fn- 
structions but had also tried to make it clear we did not 
fear it. I entirely agree with Walter's views and will 
act accordingly in the future, 
13 The guidance for tomorrow has just come in, It is very 
complete and I certainly agree we are on a strong wicket 
in the disgraceful McCarthy affair. I just can't under- 


stand why they have done it, 
Thursday 


) Back from the meeting and have just sent off my sum- 
mary to you. I do not think there can longer be much doubt 
as to the course of action they have laid out for themselves, 
The only question now is the timing -- that is will they 
carry out their move at the next meeting just before the 
elections and the UNGA or will they wait until the following 


meeting just after the elections and the UNGA. In any event, 
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there will in ail probability be a public statement fol- 
lowing the next meeting, which will make the threat to 
break, with the break carried out at the following meeting. 
One can never dismiss the possibility of a bland reversal 
but I just do not think it is likely as they have now gone 
almost out to the end of this limb. I hope that the 
Secretary will have time carefully to consider the situa- 
tion and that my guidance will be as explicit as possible. 
15 1 deliberately did not try further today to develop 
the threat implicit in the last sentence of his prepared 
statement, leeaving that for next time when I will want to 
make a very carefully considered and comprehensive state- 
ment in reply to his of today. I would nope that my 
guidance will also cover whether it is desired I try to 
steer things in the direction of an indifinite recess or 
a clean break, if the next meeting goes in that direction. 
14 I should think it would be nice to get outferarenent 
on implementation out before the next meeting. I think 
it would place us in a much better position to meet their 
next move. (Incidentally, I hope you will get it to us 
here well oefore release time so that we know what has been 
said and I can get a@ copy over to Wang at approximately 
its release time.) I should aiso think that at our mext 
meeting I should be prepared to say something on the mis- 
sing POWs without getting into any aetails, 


SECRET 





ofa 
17. I am enclosing for comment a draft break state- 
ment which I would plan to issue immediately foliowing an, 
meeting at which a break would occur. It might, of course, 
= y be necessary somewhat to modify it to meet the exact situa- 
E tion but I would plan to stick fairly close to its general 
line. As this would ostensibly ce an extemporaneous state- 
ment as I left the meeting room it must be short and simple. 
18. In the quite likely event he does not break at 
our next meeting but very shortly thereafter and issues a 
statement along the lines of his vrepared statement today 
I would propose to promptly comment along the lines of 
para 2,3, and 4 of the enclosed break statement with: such 


changes as the circumstances require. 


of the United States 


Regards to all, 


Sincerely, 
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U. Alewis Johnson 
Americ Ambassador 


Encl. Draft Press Statement 


P.S. Just an afterthought. If they are planning something 
timed to our elections I might throw them off step and some- 
what spike their guns by asking for a postponement of the 
next meeting to Monday November 5. I am in a good position 
to ask for it as I have never cashed in on the times I have 
agreed to hisryequests for postponement. I would, of course, 
do it at the last minute, that is on Wednesday or Thursday 
before the meeting and all I would have to do is send him 
word that it was "impossible" for me to meet until, Now. 5. 
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I regret to announce that at today's meeting 
Ambassador Wang refused to agree to any date for our next 
meeting. (or refused to meet further with me). 


In effect, he refuses to meet further unless the U.S. 
capitulates to their demand for a Foreign Ministers con- 
ference under the continued threat that the Chinese Com- 
munists will resort to force if they cannot otherwise 
achieve their ambitions in the Taiwan area, Ambassador 
Wang has also demanded that the U.S. remove its existing 
controls over trade and travel between the U.S. and 
China. 


I have told Ambassador Wang that I hope he will re- 
consider this peremptory attitude and for my part I stand 
ready again to meet at any time to resume with him in a 
genuine negotiating spirit search for agreement on an 
unconditional d-claration which would remove the existing 
threat of the Chinese Communists to resort to force in 
the Taiwan area and agree that our differences will be 
settled by peaceful means only. 


The U.S. continues to expect the Chinese Communists 
to carry out their commitment of Septemoer 10, 1955 and 
promptly to release the 10 unfortunate Americans still 
held in their prisons in violation of that agreement. 


I have informed Ambassador Wang that any communica- 
tions can be transmitted through our respective consular 
offices here in Geneva. 





SF 
llr awe Department of State 
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TWO HOUR TWENTY MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING, | OPENED { 


WITH STATEMENT ALONG LINES PARA ONE DEPTEL 440 EXCEPT THA 

ONLY STATED PRISON AUTHORITIES REFUSED PERMIT UK CHARGE 
REPRESENTATIVE SEE MCCARTHY, NOT MENTIONING PRISON 

OFF {CIAL ALLEGATION MCCARTHY DID NOT WISH INTERVIEW, (MY 
THOUGHT WAS IF WANG BRIEFED ON SUBJECT AND MADE THIS 

STATEMENT WOULD USE IT AS POINT FOR COUNTERATTACK, HOW- x 
EVER DURING DISCUSSILON IT WAS OBVIOUS HE NOT BRIEFED ON ANY 
DETAILS MCCARTHY CASE), HE MADE NO RESPONSE MY NOTIFICATION 
WE WFRE CONSIDERING PUBLIC STATEMENT AND AFTER EXTEMPORANEOUS 
REBUTTAL MY OPENING STATEMENT ALONG FAMILAR LINES, MADE . 
PREPARED STATEMENT OPENING WITH SENTENCE "TALKS HAVE NOW 

COME TO STAGE WHERE NO PROGRESS CAN BE MADE", REVIEWED 
NEGOTIATIONS ALONG FAMILJAR LINES AND THEN ALLEGED US HAS 


————— 
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of the United States 
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| REVEALED "IT DELIBERATELY BLOCKING PROGRESS IN AMBASSADORIAL () 

"TALKS AND IS FEARFUL OF ANY IMPORVEMENT IN SINO=AMERICAN 

RELATIONS", PRC HAS EXERTED "GREATEST EFFORTS" WHICH HAVE =, v 
NOT BEEN REWARDED AND CONSIDERS SUCH "FUTILE S§TUATION iz] > 


SHOULD NOT CONTINUE ANY LONGER", PRC THEREFORE FORMALLY PROPOSES 
THE HOLDING OF A FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE 


ote 


"TO DISCUSS THE QUESTIONS OF RELAXING AND ELIMINATING a 
TENSIONS TAIWAN AREA, AS WELL AS QUESTIONS MUTUAL RENUNCIATION j—} 
FORCE BY CHINA AND US, LIFTING EMBARGO, PEOPLES CONTACTS AND 4!+4 
CULTURAL EXCHANGE, ETC,.", "WHAT IS AT STAKE IS THE FUTURE 
» OF SINO-AMERICAN RELATIONS AND INDEED PEACE OF FAR EAST AND ny 
WORLD", 7, 

IN REPLY t 
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IN REPLY | REVIEWED HISTORY THEIR BAD FAITH IMPLEMENTING 
FIRST AGREEMENT AND THEIR REFUSAL ASANDON USE FORCE TAIWAN 
AREA AS SHOWING FUTILITY DISCUSSION AT ANY OTHER LEVEL, IF 
THEY DESIRED RESOLVE THESE PROBLEMS COULD BE DONE BETWEEN 

US AS AMBASSADORS, IF THEY DID NOT DESIRE RESOLVE THEM CHANG- 
ING LEVEL WOULD MAKE NO DIFFERENCE, US WOULD NOT NEGOTIATE 
UNDER THREAT OF FORCE, 


DURING SUBSEQUENT GIVEN AND TAKE HE DID NOT ATTEMPT 

FORCE ANY MORE SPECIFIC REPLY, OBVIOUSLY CONTENT LET MATTER ~ 
REST HERE UNTIL NEXT MEETING, AND SUBSEQUENT DISCUSSION 
CENTERED AROUND IMPLEMENTATION WITH MY CONTINUING COME BACK 

TO MCCARTHY CASE, PRC REFUSAL PERMIT THIRD PARTY ARRANGEMENT 
OPERATE ABSENCE REPRESENTATIONS INDIAN EMBASSY ETC, WANG 
CONSISTENTLY TOOK REFUGE IN TAIWAN ENTRY PERMIT CHARGE, 


NEXT MEETING FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 
TOMORROW, 


RETURNING PRAGUE 
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é COMMENTS TODAYtS MEETING: 
5 WANG CLEARLY PLOTTED THEIR FUTURE COURSE AT TODAY!S 
3 MEETING AND BARRING UNFORESEEN REVERSAL ONLY QUESTION |S Oo 
=a TIMING, BELIEVE MOST LIKELY COURSE IS RELEASE SHORTLY AFTER _ 
- NEXT MEETING OF PUBLIC STATEMENT ALONG LINES HIS TODAY#S - 
< PREPARED STATEMENT, IN THIS EVENT OR IN EVENT BREAK NEXT ; 
“ MEETING PROPOSE IMMEDIATELY ISSUE HERE PUBLIC STATEMENT ~ 
= ACCORDANCE DRAFT BEING TRANSMITTED BY LETTER, = 
; math 
. PROPOSE AT NEXT MEETING MAKE CAREFUL REVIEW OUR O 
POSITION NOTING IMPLIED THREAT LAST SENTENCE HIS » 5 
TODAY'S PREPARED STATEMENT AND ALSO AGAIN MAKING MENTION oO 
3 MISSING POW ISSUE, WHILE WILL NOT GO INTO DETAILS LATTER cn 
ISSUE THIS MEETING WILL APPRECIATE MOST RECENT STATISTICAL 0) 
SUMMARY THAT SITUATION, SUGGEST RELEASE OUR IMPLEMENTAT! ON: + 
STATEMENT BEFORE NEXT MEETING, i= 
onan * 3 
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FROM JOHNSON 





+. | OPENED 60TH WITH PREPARED STATEMENT: ‘ 


A, DURING RECENT MEETINGS, ‘AND IN YOUR GOVT'S CURRENT SERIES 
B|-WEEKLY PRESS STATEMENTS. RECURRENT THEME HAS BEEN/ATTEMPT -- 
CREATE FALSE IMPRESSION’ RESPONSIBILITY FOR OUR FAILURE’ MAKE 
FURTHER PROGRESS THESE TALKS AND SPECIFICALLY "FAILURE THUS FAR *> 
NREACH AGREEMENT ON FUNDAMENTAL QUESTIONS RENUNCIATION TFORCE 

RISTS WITH MY SIDE. EMPHASIS YOUR SIDE PLACES ON THESE 
UNSUPPORTED ALLEGATIONS DEMONSTRATES. UNEASY, AWARENESS OF “(+ 
GLARING WEAKNESS \1T POSITION, THAT IS, IN FINAL ANALYSIS, 

IT COMES DOWN TO" QUESTION OF! COMPARATIVE GOOD FAITH OF TWO 
SIDES IN CARRYING OUT PRESENTLY EXISTING OR PROPOSED _ 
AGREEMENTS, FORTUNATELY, PEOPLE OF WORLD WHO BEING CALLED 

UPON” FORM OPINION ON THIS SUBJECT HAVE“ENTIRELY CONCRETE 
SET'FACTS BY WHICH THEY CAN JUDGE THIS MATTER FOR“SELVES, 7& 
WORLD WELL, KNOWS OFCOMMITMENT YOUR SIDE MADE, E SEPT 10 1955, v1 F: 
RESPECT RETURN-AMERICANS,! WORLD WELL KNOWS" IN SPITE OF THAT == 7} 


of the United States 
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CLEAR COMMITMENT TEN) AMERICANS STILL LANGUISH IN YOUR cy . 

PRISONS. LET US TAKE AS EXAMPLE, CASE, JUST ONE, THESE AMERICANS, 7g: © 
FR, (MCCARTHY, f. é 
Th rae 

Vip} - hr y 

B. ON JUNE 15 1953, FR. MCCARTHY! LONG DEVOTION TO 1 a 


CHINESE PEOPLE AND DESIRE'’PROMOTE UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN OUR O 

TWO PEOPLES WAS REWARDED BY SUDDEN ARREST, WITHOUT RESPECT Pr 

FOR ‘LEGAL NORMS OF ANY SOCIAL OR POLITICAL SYSTEM HE WAS ? 

KEPT IN PRISON FOR MONTH AFTER MONTH" “YEAR AFTER | YEAR WITHOUT bi 

Eo TRIAL, WITHOUT CHARGES BEING PREFERRED, WI THOUT” OPPORTUNITY 3 
v OBTAIN DEFENSE COUNSEL, , WITHOUT, OPPORTUNITY, DEFEND HIMSELF, 

UNLESS "UNCLASSIF/‘0" 
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WITHOUT OPPORTUNITY ‘HAVE HIS GUILT OR INNOCENCE DETERMINED BY 4— 
IMPARTIAL TRIBUNAL, FINALLY ON SEPT 18 1955 FR, /MCCARTHY) IS 
SHOWN BY YOUR AUTHORITIES COPY OF “AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH 
YOU AND |!’ ISSUED HERE EIGHT DAYS PREVIOUSLY, AS WOULD ANY 
REASONABLE MAN, FR. MCCARTHY. BELIEVEDTHIS SOLEMN COMMITMENT 
APPLIED HIM AS WELL AS ALL OTHER IMPRISONED AMERICANS, HE 
COULD ONLY HAVE ANTICIPATED HIS EXPEDITIOUS RELEASE, RETURN ¢» 
HIS COUNTRY. ACCORDANCE WITH THAT ANNOUNCEMENT, 

yer 
C, HOWEVER, WHAT HAPPENS? INSTEAD OF PROMISED RELEASE, ON 


OCTOBER 22 1955 HEF | NALLY GIVEN SO-CALLED TRIAL AND SENTENCED i 
SPEND MORE YEARS IN PRISON, 


a ee 
D. IN MEANWHILE FR, MCCARTHY. RECEIVES LETTER FROM UK CHARGE 
WRITTEN AND DELIVERED WITHIN’ ‘CONTEXT OF ANNOUNCEMENT AND 
TRANSMITTING COPY THEREOF TO HIM, AGAIN HE MUST HAVE DARED t= 
HOPE, ON DECEMBER 10 1955 HE IS PERMITTED’ SEND LETTER TO Fx 

UK CHARGE PROPERLY POINTING OUT HE WAS BEING PREVENTED FROM 
RETURNING TOUS. !(UK CHARGE, AGAIN IN ABSOLUTE CONFORMITY 

WITH AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. MADE REPRESENTATIONS TO YOUR GOVT 

ON BEHALF’ FR, MCCARTHY. WHAT 1S’ RESULT? IN UTTER DISREGARD OF he 
FREELY ENTERED INTO COMMITMENT AND.. PROV S| ONS ort ‘ANNOUNCEMENT, 

YOUR GOVT CURTLY ASSERTED IT WAS ENTIRELY MATTERS. ITS 

SOVEREIGNTY AS TO HOW IT TREATED IMPRISONED AMERICANS AND 

REFUSED ACT ON’ UK CHARGE'S REPRESENTATIONS, THUS IN THIS 

ONE EXAMPLE THERE 1S LAID OUT EXTRAORDINARILY COMPLETE RECORD 

OF NOT ONLY FAILURE YOUR AUTHORITIES "RELEASE AMER | CANS re 
ACCORDANCE WITH THEIR COMMITMENT SEPT 10 BUT EVEN PERMIT ¢& 


OPERATION OF THIRD PARTY ARRANGEMENT WHICH WAS ESTABLISHED 
BY THAT ANNOUNCEMENT, ype Sei 


1. { 

cE. HOWEVER, EVEN THIS 1S NOT END OF RECORD IN THIS CASE, 

ON SEPT | THIS YEAR FR. -MCCARTHY-PERMITTED AGAIN WRITE UK 
CHARGE REQUESTING INTERVIEW WITH HIM, AGAIN WITHIN CONTEXT 
ANNOUNCEMENT. YOUR AUTHORITIES AGREED PERMIT INTERVIEW AND 
TIME WAS SET FOR IT. ACTING IN GOOD FAITH REPRESENTATIVE 

UK CHARGE MAKES LONG JOURNEY TO SHANOHAI, PRESENTS HIMSELF AT 
PRISON AT APPOINTED TIME, THEN, PRISON AUTHORITIES REFUSE 
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PERMIT REPRESENTATIVE UK CHARGE EVEN SEE MR, MCCARTHY, 
HE REFUSED EVEN MEAGER PRIVILEGE OF INTERVIEW, HE RE- 
FUSED VERY EXPLICIT AUTHORITY SET FORTH IN ANNOUNCEMENT 
INVESTIGATE FACTS IN ANY SUCH CASE, THERE CANNOT BE ANY 
CLEARER EVIDENCE OF DELIBERATE REFUSAL CARRY OUT EVERY 
SUBSTANTIVE PROVISION OF ANNOUNCEMENT, 
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F, IT SHOULD NOT EVEN HAVE BEEN NECESSARY FOR FR, MCCARTHY 
WRITE ASKING FOR INTERVIEW, FOR UK CHARGE SHOULD LONG AGO 

HAVE BEEN ENABLED BY YOUR AUTHORITIES SEE ALL AMERICANS 

WHO CONTINUE BE HELD IN PRISON, AS LONG AGO AS LAST DECEMBER 
YOUR PRIME MINISTER TOLD UK CHARGE THAT HE WAS NOT PERMITTED 
VISIT AMERICAN PRISONERS ON GROUNDS THAT INDIAN EMBASSY IN US 
NOT PERMITTED VISIT CHINESE PRISONERS MY COUNTRY, ALTHOUGH 
THIS MATTER HAD NOT BEEN RAISED DURING OUR DISCUSS!ON ANNOUNCEMENT 
ON MAY 31 1956 AT 4QTH MEETING, | FORMALLY INFORMED YOU HERE, 
AND INDIAN EMBASSY IN US WAS INFORMED, THAT ITS REPRE} 
SENTATIVES COULD INTERVIEW ANY CHINESE PRISONER IN US WHETHER 
IN FEDERAL OR STATE INSTITUTIONS, IT SOLELY BECAUSE OF IN. 
EXPLICABLE OBJECTIONS YOUR GOVT THAT THIS WAS NOT DONE, 

ON AUG 23 THIS YEAR UK CHARGE AGAIN FORMALLY REQUESTED PER- 
MISSION VISIT ALL AMERICAN PRISONERS, ALTHOUGH THERE NO LONGER 
(VEN SLIGHTEST BASIS FOR YOUR AUTHORITIES REFUSE THIS MODEST 
REASONABLE REQUEST, YOUR GOVT HAS NOT EVEN YET REPLIED HIS 
LETTER, 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
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G, MY GOVT HAS BEEN EXTREMELY PATIENT IN FACE THIS |INEXPLICABLE 
CONTINUED REFUSAL OF YOUR AUTHORITIES CARRY OUT ITS CLEAR 
COMMITMENT RELEASE ALL AMERICANS, IT IS ALSO SERIOUSLY CONCERNED 
AT ATTEMPT OF YOUR AUTHORITIES, AS EXEMPLIFIED IN CASE FR, 
MCCARTHY, EVADE THEIR OBLIGAT!ONS UNDER ANNOUNCEMENT WITH 

RESPECT THIRD PARTY FUNCTIONS, THESE UNDISPUTABLE FACTS WITH 
REGARD PUBI | AGREEMENT BETWEEN US AND MY GOVT IS CONSIDERING 
MAKING PUBI.|C STATEMENT WITH REGARD TO THESE FACTS, 


H, IT 1S ‘N LIGHT OF THESE FACTS AS WELL AS CONTINUED 
UNWILLINGNESS OF YOUR GOVT ENTER INTO MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION 
“oe FORCF THAT WORLD WILL JUDGE WHICH SIDE IS WILLING CARRY OUT ITS 
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PUBL|C COMMITMENTS, WHICH SIDE IS WILLING UNCOND!I TIONALLY 
RENOUNCE RECOURSE TQ USE OF FORCE IN SETTLING OUR DISPUTES, 
AND THUS, WHICH SIDE 1S TRULY DEMONSTRATING ITS GOOD FAITH 
IN ATTEMPTING IMPROVE RELATIONS BETWEEN US, 


2, WANG REPLIED, 1N MY STATEMENT | REFERRED TO ISSUE 
CIVILIANS AS WELL AS RENUNCIATION FORCE DECLARATION, HE 
COULD ONLY SAY | HAD ONLY REPEATED OLD ARGUMENTS IN THIS 
RESPECT AND IN DOING SO REVERSED FACTS, IN DISCUSSING QUESTION 
CIVILIANS HAD NEVER MADE ANY CLEAR ACCOUNTING IN CASES 

52 PEOPLE OF 55 NAMES HE HAD GIVEN ME AND ALSO FAILED GIVE 
ACCOUNTING WITH REGARD 26 PERSONS WHOSE CASES BROUGHT UP 
PREVIOUSLY AND WHOSE NAMES | HAD GIVEN HIM, | HAD NOT REFERRED 
TO ANY IMPROVEMENT IN ABILITY CHINESE IN US RETURN THEIR 
FATHERLAND, | HAD NOT SPOKEN OF ANY ACTION TAKEN BY MY 
AUTHORITIES ELIMINATE OBSTRUCTION OFFERED CHINESE RETURNING 
THEIR COUNTRY, THUS IT WAS THEIR SIDE WHICH ACTUALLY 
DISSATISFIED WITH PRESENT SITUATION ON CIVILIANS, DESPITE 
REPEATED REPRESENTATION OF THEIR SIDE, SITUATION HAD NOT YET 
IMPROVED, | HAD MADE REFERENCE TO AMERICAN NATIONALS IN 
CHINA BUT NOT ABLE STATE ANY CASE OF ORDINARY AMERICAN RESIDENT 
IN CHINA HINDERED OR PREVENTED FROM LEAVING, THIS FULLY PROVED 
iT PRECISELY CHINESE SIDE WHICH CARRYING OUT AGREEMENT 

BETWEEN US, POLICY HIS GOVT ANY ALIENS RESIDING HIS COUNTRY 
WITHOUT RESPECT NATIONALITY, WHO ARE FRIENDLY TO PEOPLE 

AND ABIDE BY THEIR LAW, WILL BE TREATED WITH EVEN MORE 
FRIENDLINESS AND PROTECTED, TO TREAT FOREIGN FRIENDS AS 
CRIMINALS 1S NOT PRACTICE OF CHINA AND WILL NEVER OCCUR CHINA, 
SUCH 1S ONLY PRACTICE OF AMERICAN AUTHORITIES WITH RESPECT 
INNOCENT CHINESE RESIDENTS IN AMERICA, HOWEVER, ANY ALIENS 


RESIDING CHINA WHO CARED GO AGAINST CHINESE LAW WOULD CERTAINLY 
BE PUNISHED ACCORDING TO LAW, 


3. WANG CONTINUED, WITH REGARD CONCRET EXAMPLE | HAD GIVEN 


ENGAGED IN INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES AGAINST CHINA AND HAD NOT 
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CARRIED OUT SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES AGAINST CHINA GOVT, HE 
WOULD NEVER BEEN PUNISHED BY LAW, FR, MCCARTHY HAD HIMSELF 
MADE CONFESSION REGARD THESE CRIMINAL ACTIVITIES, IN CASE 
ANY FOREIGN NATIONALS ENGAGED IN SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES 
AGAINST CHINESE GOVT, COULD ANYONE EXPECT CHINESE STAND IDLY 
BY WITHOUT DOING ANYTHING AGAINST HIM, SUPPOSING SUCH CASE 
OCCURED IN US, HE PRESUMED MY GOVT WOULD ALSO TAKE SIMILAR 
MEASURES AGAINST HIM, THIS 1S ONLY NATURAL, 
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4, WANG CONTINUED FROM PREPARED STATEMENT, AT TODAY'S 
MEETING HE WOULD LIKE POINT OUT TALKS HAVE NOW COME TO STAGE 
WHERE NO PROGRESS CAN BE MADE, THIS COULD NOT BUT GREATLY 
DISAPPOINT THEM, AT LAST MEETING MY SIDE USED ENTIRELY 
UNJUSTIFIED PRETEXT ANB ONCE AGAIN REJECTED LAST PROPOSAL 
MUTUAL CONTACT AND CULTURAL RELATIONS BETWEEN PEOPLES, 

THIS COULD NOT BUT LEAD ONE TO CONCLUSION PRESENT TALKS AT 
AMBASSADORIAL LEVEL COULD NOT SOLVE OTHER PRACTICAL MATTERS 
AT |SSUE BETWEEN CHINA AND US AS STIPULATED IN AGENDA, 

AT VERY BEGINNING OUR DISCUSSIONS ON SECOND POINT AGENDA MY 
SIDE DELIBERATELY AND WITHOUT ANY REASON HAGGLED PROCRASTINATED 
FIRST POINT AGENDA, THEN SO-CALLED RENUNCIATION FORCE ITEM 
INTRODUCED, HOWEVER THROUGHOUT FULL YEAR NEGOTIATIONS ON 
THIS, MY SIDE PERSISTED IN UNJUSTIFIABLE POSITION ENCROACHING 
SOVEREIGNTY INTERFERING INTERNAL AFFAIRS, MY SIDE NEVER TRIED 
CONCEAL THIS INTENTION ENCROACH SOVEREIGNTY AND INTERFERENCE 
INTERNAL AFFAIRS UNDER RENUNCIATION FORCE PROPOSITION, IN 
THIS RESPECT MY REMARKS AT LAST MEETING ON RELATIONS BETWEEN 
INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENT AND SOVERIGN AND INTERNAL AFFAIRS 
WERE STARTLING. ACCORDING MY LOGIC IT SEEMS ANY COUNTRY 
WHIC4 HAPPENS HAVE DEALING WITH US MUST ACCEPT ENCROACHMENT 
SOVEREIGNTY AND INTERFERENCE INTERNAL AFFAIRS. ENTIRELY 
CONTRARY THIS ATTITUDE OF MY SIDE, THEIR SIDE ADOPTED SPIRIT 
CONCILIATION WITH VIEW RESOLVING SINO-AMERICAN DISPUTES AND 
MADE THREE SUCCESSIVE REASONABLE PROPOSALS THIS RESPECT. IT 
ONLY DUE PERSISTENCE MY SIDE IN UNREASONABLE DEMANDS, WE THUS 
FAR HAVE NOT SUCCEEDED AND TALKS DEVELOPED INTO DEADLOCK, 

*% EVIDENTLY UNTIL MY SIDE ABANDONS ATTEMPT ENCROACHMENT 


SOVERIEGNTY AND “NTE. ERENCE INTERNAL AFFAIRS NO PROGRESS 
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COULD BE EXPECTED THIS QUESTION, IN SPITE ALL THIS, HIS SIDE 
HAD CONTINUED MAKE IMPORTANT EFFORTS WITH VIEW BREAKING DEAD- 
LOCK, THEIR SIDE HAD INTRODUCED TWO PROPOSALS FOR LIFTING 
EMBARGO AND PEOPLES CONTACT AND CULTURAL RELATIONS. IN MAKING 
THESE PROPOSALS THEIR SIDE BELIEVED AGREEMENT THESE MATTERS 
WHICH EASILY RESOLVED WOULD NOT ONLY DISPOSE THESE TWO 
OUTSTANDING QUESTIONS SINO-AMERICAN RELATIONS, BUT ALSO 
DEFINITELY FACILITATE IMPROVEMENT ATMOSPHERE THESE TALKS, THUS 
CONTRIBUTING TO SOLUTION OTHER CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES, HOWEVER 
MY SIDE HAD REJECTED BOTH THESE REASONABLE PROPOSITIONS, 

1T SHOULD BE POINTED OUT MY SIDE EVEN REFUSED CONDUCT 
DISCUSSION THESE PROPOSALS, IN ADDITION TO MAKING ACCEPTANCE 
OF OUR TERMS ON RENUNCIATION FORCE ISSUE, PRECONDITION ALSO 
INTRODUCED PRETEXT OF HANDFUL AMERICANS WHO OFFENDED LAW IN 
CHINA AND SERVING SENTENCES IN CHINA, THESE PRETEXTS ALL BEEN 
REFUTED LONG AGO--WE OURSELVES WELL AWARE SUCH PRETEXTS 
UNTENABLE, EVERYBODY KNOWS PRETEXTS MY SIDE COULD IN NO 
SENSE JUSTIFY OBSTRUCTION LIFTING EMBARGO AND DEVELOPMENT 
PERSONAL CONTACTS AND CULTURAL EXCHANGE, 


5. WANG CONTINUED, IN TAKING SUCH POSITION MY SIDE ONLY 
REVEALS SELF AS DELIBERATELY BLOCKING ANY PROGRESS IN AM- 
BASSADORIAL TALKS AND FEARFUL ANY IMPROVEMENT SINO-AMERI CAN 
RELATIONS, TALKS BETWEEN US AT AMBASSADORIAL LEVEL HAD TAKEN 
SUCH LONG TIME, DURING WHICH SO MANY TRIALS MADE, DESPITE 
FACT THEIR SIDE HAD MADE SUCH EFFORTS, THESE EFFORTS NOT 
REWARDED AS DESERVED, THEY CONSIDER NOW SUCH FUTILE SITUATION 
SHOULD NOT CONTINUE ANY LONGER, THEY CONSIDER IT IS TIME 
FOREIGN MINISTERS OUR COUNTRIES MEET FOR DIRECT TALKS, HENCE 
HE NOW FORMALLY PROPOSED FOREIGN MINISTERS CONFERENCE 

BETWEEN CHINA AND US BE HELD TO DISCUSS QUESTION RELAXING AND 
ELIMINATING TENSION TAIWAN AREA AS WELL AS QUESTIONS MUTUAL 
RENUNCIATION FORCE BY CHINA AND AMERICA, LIFTING EMBARGO, 
PERSONAL CONTACT AND CULTURAL EXCHANGE, ETC. IN MAKING THIS 
PROPOSAL THEIR SIDE WAS FULLY CONSCIOUS DUTY TO PEOPLE, 

WHAT 1S AT STAKE 1S FUTURE SINO-AMERICAN RELATIONS AND INDEED 
PEACE IN FAR EAST AND WORLD, THEREFORE IT HIS EARNEST HOPE 
MY GOVT WOULD GIVE CAREFUL CONSIDERATION TO THIS PROPOSAL. 
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6. | REPLIED WHEN MY GOVT MADE PROPOSAL FOR THESE TALKS 
HE WOULD WELL RECALL THAT {IT PUT AS FIRST ITEM IN TERMS 
REFERENCE QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS, HIS GOVT AGREED HERE THIS 
WAS FIRST ITEM ON AGENDA, HIS GOVT WELL AWARE WHAT WE 
REFERRING TO WHEN USED TERM RETURN CIVILIANS, THERE HAD BEEN 
VARIOUS INDIRECT EXCHANGES BETWEEN OUR GOVTS ON SUBJECT AND 
IN 1954 HE AND | HERE DIRECTLY DISCUSSED MATTER, HAD BEEN 
DISCUSSION OF SUBJECT HERE BETWEEN OUR RESPECTIVE CONSULATES 
AND WHEN HE AND | FIRST MET HERE AUGUST LAST YEAR, | HAD GIVEN 
HIM LIST OF PEOPLE WITH WHOM WE CONCERNED IN DISCUSSION OF 
SUBJECT, THESC WERE PEOPLE WHO DENIED EXIT PERMITS FROM 
HIS COUNTRY AND PEOPLE IN PRISON, OUR DISCUSSIONS HERE PRIOR 
ISSUANCE ANNOUNCEMENT SEPT 10 LAST YEAR, SO FAR AS AMERICANS 
CONCERNED, CENTERED ENTIRELY AROUND THESE PEOPLE, SEPT 6 
LAST YEAR HE INFORMED ME CASES THOSE REFUSED EXIT PERMITS 
HAD BEEN RESOLVED AND THEY BEING GIVEN SUCH PERMITS, THUS 
WHEN Wi. MADE ANNOUNCEMENT SEPT 10 ONLY CASES REMAINING WERE 
THOSE IN PRISON, HE WOULD WELL RECALL OUR LONG DISCUSSIONS 
THIS SUBJECT AND WOULD WELL RECALL HISTORY OF EACH OF 
WORDS APPEARING IN THAT ANNOUNCEMENT, PARTICULARLY WORD 
"EXPEDITIOUSLY," QUITE CLEAR INTENT MY GOVT THIS SUBJECT 
FROM VERY BEGINNING NOT ISSUANCE SOME VAGUE PUBLIC STATEMENT 
WHICH RESOLVED NOTHING, BUT IN RESOLUTION PROBLEM ITSELF, 





7~ | CONTINUED, WE GIVEN THAT PROBLEM TO RESOLVE AND WAS ON 
VERY CLEAR UNDERSTANDING MY PART ISSUANCE OF THAT 

STATEMENT WOULD RESOLVE PROBLEM THAT | HAD AGREED TO ITS 
ISSUANCE, | WILLING AGREE TO WORDING THEREIN, WHICH NOT AS 
EXPLICIT AS WOULD HAVE LIKED TO SEE, IN DEFERENCE TO HIS 

VIEWS AND ON UNDERSTANDING IT COVERED PROBLEM WE GIVEN TO 
RESOLVE, | STILL CONSIDERED THAT AGREEMENT DID COVER PROBLEM, 
AS SAID AT TIME WE REACHED THAT AGREEMENT, HOWEVER, AGREEMENT 
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AS SUCH DID NOT RESOLVE PROBLEM, ONLY CARRYING OUT AGREEMENT 
COULD RESOLVE PROBLEM, THIS WAS FIRST AGREEMENT REACHED 
BETWEEN US, ITS PROMPT FAITHFUL EXECUTION COULD HAVE HAD GREAT 
POTENTIALITIES FOR FUTURE OUR RELATIONS, | AND MY GOVT HAD 
MOST EARNESTLY HOPED IT WOULD BE PROMPTLY FAITHFULLY CARRIED 
OUT, DURING PAST MONTHS HERE | HAD OVER AND OVER AGAIN POINTED 
OUT IT NOT BEING CARRIED OUT, THIS MORNING | POINTED OUT 

FACT REGARD JUST ONE CASE IN WHICH NOT CARRIED OUT, NOT 

ONLY RESPECT COMMITMENT RELEASE PERSON INVOLVED BUT ALSO 

WITH WHAT WE MIGHT TERM MORE MINOR MATTER OF THIRD PARTY 
FUNCTIONS, THUS THIS NOT MATTER OF ANY PRETEXT INVOLVING ANY 
FEW AMERICAN CITIZENS, IMPORTANT THOUGH EACH THEM WERE, IT 
TRANSCENDED EVEN THEIR IMPORTANCE, IT MATTER GOOD FAITH 
CARRYING OUT AGREEMENT HE AND |, AS AMBASSADORS REPRESENTING 
OUR TWO GOVTS, HAD SOLEMNLY ENTERED INTO, IF NOT GOOD FAITH 
CARRYING OUT AGREEMENTS REACHED BETWEEN US AS AMBASSADORS, IT 
CERTAINLY FUTILE CONSIDER NEGOTIATIONS AT ANOTHER LEVEL, 

THUS, PROGRESS BLOCKED NOT BY REFUSAL MY SIDE ENGAGE IN DIS- 
CUSSIONS OTHER AGREEMENTS, PROGRESS BLOCKED BY FAILURE HIS 
SIDE CARRY OUT AGREEMENT ALREADY REACHED, PROGRESS MEASURED 
NOT BY NUMBER PAPER AGREEMENTS WE POUR OUT TO PRESS OF WORLD 
BUT BY WHAT WE ACTUALLY DO IN SOLVING PROBLEMS, 1 BEEN TRYING 
MY BEST URGE, IN EVERY WAY | CAPABLE, ON HIS GOVT THAT IT MAKE 
PROGRESS IN RESOLVING THIS FIRST PROBLEM BETWEEN US, HIS GOVT, 
AND ONLY HIS GOVT, HAD IT IN ITS POWER PERMIT US MAKE PROGRESS 


THIS REGARD, ENTIRELY CHOICE HIS GOVT AS TO WHETHER OR NOT 
PROGRESS WOULD BE MADE, 
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8, | CONTINUED, WE NEXT BOTH AGREED MOST URGENT PROBLEM 
FACING US WAS THAT EXISTING TAIWAN AREA, | THOUGHT WE BOTH 
ACCEPTED OBVIOUS FACT SITUA” ION VERY COMPLEX AND DID NOT LEND 
ITSELF TO ANY READY AND EASY SOLUTION, WE DISAGREED VERY 
STRONGLY ABOUT ORIGINS, CAUSES, POSSIBLE SOLUTIONS AND OTHER 
ASPECTS THAT SITUATION, HOWEVER, THAT DID NOT MEAN WE HAD TO 
GO TO WAR ABOUT IT, WE COULD BOTH AGREE ONLY PEACEFUL METHODS 
BE USED IN PURSUING OUR POLICIES, AND RESOLVING THAT PROBLEM, 
THAT HAD BEEN MY PROPOSITION AND VERY SIMPLE PROPOSITION FROM 
VERY BEGINNING, ON OTHER HAND FROM VERY BEGINNING IT HAD 
BEEN THEIR POSITION THEY FREE USE FORCE AND THREAT FORCE IN 
ATTEMPT RESOLVE THAT SITUATON, MAKING SUCH CHARGES AS AN 
ATTEMPT BEING MADE INTERFERE IN INTERNAL AFFIARS, SOVER- 
EIGNTY, OTHER SUCH MATTERS DID NOT OBSCURE FACT HE HAD NOT 
YET ACCEPTED SIMPLE PROPOSITION | HAD MADE THAT FORCE WOULD 
NOT BE USED RESOLVE THAT SITUATION, 


oy _«£ 
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9. | CONTINUED, WHEN HIS GOVT REACHED DECISION IT WILLING 
SAY WOULD NOT EMPLOY FORCE IN THAT AREA OR ANY OTHER AREAS 

IN WHICH WE FOUND POLICIES IN CONFLICT, AGREEMENT ON RE-~ 
NUNCIATION FORCE READILY POSSIBLE BETWEEN US, IF IT HAD NOT 
REACHED THAT DECISION AND WILLING STATE IT IN SIMPLE 
STRAIGHTFORWARD TERMS, NO AMOUNT DISCUSSION THIS OR ANY OTHER 
LEVEL COULD HOPE REACH AGREEMENT THAT SUBJECT, | HAD MADE 

1T CLEAR MY GOVT NOT WILLING ENTER INTO ANY STATEMENT, 
PART!ICULARLY FOLLOWING OUR EXPERIENCE ON STATEMENT FIRST ITEM 
AGENDA, WHICH MEANS ONE THING TO ONE SIDE AND OTHER THING TO 
OTHER SIDE AND GIVES APPEARANCE TO WORLD AGREEMENT RENUNCIATON 
FORCE HAS BEEN REACHED WHEN SUCH AGREEMENT DOES NOT ep 
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EXIST, My GOVT AND NO SELF-RESPECTING GOVT WILLING NEGOTIATE 
UNDER THREAT FORCE, !HAT THREAT USE FORCE IN TAIWAN STILL PUBLICLY 
BEING STATED BY HIGH OFFICIALS HIS GOVT, WHEN THAT THREAT 
REMOVED Wr. COULD DISCUSS WAYS AND MEANS WHEREBY OTHER 

EXISTING PROBLEMS BETWEEN US COULD BE RESOLVED, | HAD CONTINUE 
HOPE HE WOULD ENTER INTO AGREEMENT WITH ME WHICH WOULD RE- 
NOUNCE THREAT FORCE, THUS OPEN UP WAY SETTLEMENT OTHER 
PROBLEMS, US WAS ONE WHO MADE THIS PROPOSAL--EXPRESED 
WILLINGNESS UNCONDITIONALLY RENOUNCE USE THREAT FORCE IN 
SETTLEMENT THAT DISPUTE, | STILL HOPED HIS GOVT COULD PERCEIVE 
THAT ACCEPTANCE THAT SIMPLE AND STRAIGHTFORWARD PROPOSITON 

AS WELL AS CARRYING OUT FIRST AGREEMENT BETWEEN US WAS IN 

ITS OWN INTEREST AS WELL AS IN INTEREST PEACE IN FAR EAST 

AND WORLD, IF THERE WAS GOOD FAITH THIS WAS SOMETHING ENTIRELY 
CAPABLE RESOLUTON BETWEEN US HERE, IF NOT GOOD FAITH CERTAINLY 
COULD NOT BE RESOLVED AT OTHER LEVEL DISCUSSION, 
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10, WANG REPLIED HE NOT GOING MAKE MORE COMMENTS ON COURSE 
OUR TALKS HERE AS RECORD OF MORE THAN YEAR PAST HAS FULLY 
PROVED TREMENDOUS EFFORTS PUT IN THESE TALKS BY THEIR SIDE, 
HE RECALLED OCCASION ON WHICH | HAD INDICATED TALKS ON THIS 
AMBASSADORIAL LEVEL CAPABLE RESOLVING ISSUES BETWEEN OUR 

TWO COUNTRIES, AT THAT TIME HE HAD SAID DISAGREED WITH THAT 
VIEW BUT ADDED IF US GENUINELY DES!ROUS DO SO, OF COURSE HE 
GLAD GO ALONG, | HAD STATED THAT FOR OUR TALKS TO GO AHEAD 
DEPENDS O'% RESOLUTION PRACTICAL PROBLEMS, TO THIS HE 
READILY AGREED, HOWEVER RECORD OF PAST YEAR DEMONSTRATED US 


GOVT NOT PRODUCED AUTHORITY FOR SETTLING ISSUES AND HAD NOT 
SHOWN WILLINGNESS DO SO, 
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11. WANG CONTINUED, | HAD JUST MADE STATEMENT COVERING 
QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS AS WELL AS WHAT | CALLED EXISTENCE 
THREAT USE FORCE TAIWAN, BOTH THESE QUESTIONS DEMONSTRATED 
FUNDAMENTALLY ERRONEOUS APPROACH MY SIDE TO’ THESE QUESTIONS, 
WE MUST RECOGNIZE PRINCIPLE OF MUTUAL BENEFIT MUST BE 
OBSERVED IN ANY NFGOTILATIONS TO RESOLVE CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES, 











. IN MY STATEMENT | HAD REPEATEDLY SAID | EXPECTED HIS GOVT 
DO THUS AND SO, THIS APPROACH TO TALKS ENTIRELY REVEALS 
STANTPPOIHT MY SIDE; THAT IS MY SIDE ONLY TAKES ACCOUNT OF OWN 
INTERESTS, ON QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS, IF US NOT WILLING 
TAKE ANY ACTION OR MAKE GESTURES TO IMPROVE SITUATON OF 
7 ) CHINESE 
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CHINESE IN US DESIRING RETURN CHINA AND IF US ONLY MADE 
CHARGES AGAINST HIS GOVT, HOW COULD SUCH APPROACH FACILITATE 
OUR RESOLVING THE QUESTION, WITH REFERENCE CASES CHINESE 
RES|DENTS IN US WHO LONG EXPRESSED DESIRE RETURN HOMELAND AND 
NOT ABLE DO SO, CAN THIS SITUATION INDICATE GOOD FAITH ON PART 
US TO CARRY OUR AGREEMENT? US AUTHORITIES BEEN TRYING COERCE 
CHINESE RESIDENTS WHO DESIRE RETURN HIS COUNTRY TO APPLY FOR 
SOjCALLFD TAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS OR EVEN CAUSE THEM PROCEED 
TAIWAN ITSELF AND US AUTHORITIES TRYING COERCE CHINESE OBTAIN 
PERMANENT RESIDENCE US, COULD ALL THESE CASES BE PESCRIBED 
AS RECORD AMERICAN GOOD FAITH, IF WE WERE TO TALK ABOUT GOOD 
FAITH QUESTON INVOLVED US ALONE, 
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12. WANG CONTINUED, NEXT, ON QUESTION EXISTENCE THREAT 

FORCE TAIWANe IS IT NOT SITUATION US POSING THREAT FORCE 
AGAINST CHINA? HOW CAN ANYONE SAY THAT IN TAIWAN IT CHINA 
POSING THREAT FORCE AGAINST US? WAS IT NOT FACT PRECISELY 
CHINA WHICH FIRST PROPOSED CHINA AND US SHOULD ENTER INTO 
NEGOTIATIONS SETTLE CONTROVERS/AL ISSUES TAIWAN AREA. WAS IT 
NOT FACT CHINESE MADE UNTIRING EFFORTS THESE TALKS AND 
REPEATEDLY PUT FORTH PROPOSALS WITH VIEW IMPROVING RELATIONS 
BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES? WAS IT NOT FACT US REPEATEDLY 
REFUSED ANY IMPROVEMENT IN RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES? 
TO SUM UP FACTS VERY CLEAR. PROBLEM FACING US NOT FOR 

CHINA DO THUS AND SO BUT PROBLEM WAS FOR US TO |MPROVE 
NEGOTIATIONS AND CONTRIBUTE TO SOLUTION OF PROBLEMS. THEY ON 
THEIR PART ALWAYS DESIRED AND ALWAYS MADE EFFORTS OVERCOME 
DIFFICULTIES SO THAT PROBLEMS MIGHT BE RESOLVED. THEY HAD MADE . 
MANY EFFORTS THIS DIRECTION. NOW THAT IN THESE TALKS WHOLE — 
SERIES OF QUESTION AND EVEN SOME MINOR ONES HAD NOT BEEN RE- 
SOLVED, SPITE ALL THEIR EFFORTS, WAS IT NOT TIME CONSIDER 
HOLDING FMC RPT FMC TO RESOLVE ALL THESE QUESTIONS? COULD 

1T BE THAT US GOVT DETERMINED CONTINUE PRESENT S| TUATION 


THESE TALKS WITHOUT SETTLING ANY ISSUES AND ON OTHER HAND 
REFUSED TO RAISE LEVEL OF NEGOTIATIONS? THEY HOPED THAT IN 
INTEREST IMPROVED RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND US AND IN 
INTEREST PEACE, US WILL NOT TAKE THAT COURSE OF ACTION. HOPED 
US GOVT WOULD GIVE CAREFUL AND FAVORABLE CONSIDERATION TO 


PROPOSAL HE HAD MADE THIS MORNING CONCERNING HOLDING FMC. 


13. | REPLIED, HE HAD SPOKEN OF MUTUAL BENEFIT IN NEGOT- 


IATIONS. |! CERTAINLY AGREED. WE ENTERED INTO THIS AGREEMENT 
ON CIVILIANS ON UNDERSTANDING IT WAS TO BE OF MUTUAL BENEFIT. 
FORTUNATELY THERE WAS WAY OF UNDISPUTABLE DEMONSTRATING TO 


> WHOSE BENEFIT !T HAD OPERATED. THERE WERE FACTS WITH REGARD 
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TO IT THAT DID NOI KEST ON UNSUPPORTED ASSERTIONS. FACTS WERE 
THAT UNDER THIRD PARTY ARRANGEMENT WITH WHICH WE AGREED, 

MY GOVT HAD NOT RECE!VED SINGLE ALLEGATION ANY OBSTRUCTION 
OFFERED TO ANY OF TENS THOUSANDS CHINESE IN MY COUNTRY. FACTS 
WERE AS | CITED THIS MORNING THAT IN ADDITION TO 

AMERICANS COVERED BY AGREEMENT STILL REMAINING IN PRISON HIS 
GOVT HAD REJECTED REPRESENTATION OF THIRD PARTY MADE IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THAT AGREEMENT AND HAD PREVENTED THIRD PARTY 
FROM OPERATING EVEN LIMITED WAY SET FORTH THAT AGREEMENT. 

1'D HOPE Al OUR NEXT MEETING HE WOULD BE IN POSITION ASSURE 
ME THIS SITUATION BEEN CORRECTED. 


14. WANG REPLIED, ALSO WANTED POINT OUT FACT MANY CHINESE 
IMPRISONED IN AMERICA. THEY HAD NOT SEEN ANY INITIATIVE TAKEN 
BY US IMPROVE THEIR SITUATION. AS HE HAD MENTIONED PREVIOUSLY 
CHINESE IN US STILL SUBJECT SO MANY UNREASONABLE RESTRICTIONS. 


HOPED US WOULD IMPROVE LOT. HE MEANT SUCH RESTRICTIONS AS 
SO-CALLED TAIWAN ENTRY PERMIT. 


15. | REPLIED, NO CHINESE IN US EVER FORCED GO TAIWAN AGAINST 
HIS WILL. NO CHINESE WHO DESIRED RETURN HIS COUNTRY HAD IN 
ANY WAY BEEN OBSTRUCTED DOING SO« ONLY ACTION OF HIS GOVT 
PREVENTED THIRD PARTY FROM DETERMINING IN IMPARTIAL MANNER 
DESIRES OF CHINESE WHO IMPRISONED FOR COMMON CRIMES. MIGHT 
MENTION THAT SINCE LAST INFORMED HIM, TO OUR KNOWLEDGE, 

e22 CHINESE HAVE RETURNED HIS COUNTRY SINCE AUG 1 LAST 


YEAR. CHINESE CONTINUE FREELY DEPART FOR HIS COUNTRY AT ANY 
TIME THEY DESIRE. 


16. WANG SAID WOULD BE VERY HAP Y TO TAKE MY WORD REGARDING 
CHINESE IN US, BUT EVEN HAPPIER SEE FACTS ACTUALLY SO. 


17+ | SAID FORTUNATELY HE HAD INDIAN EMBASSY THERE WHICH 
COULD ASSURE HIM OF FACTS. 


“| 4 YN 
1S. WANG SAID BUT INDIAN EMBASSY NOT INFORMED THEM US HAS 
ALREADY RESCINDED SO-CALLED REQUIREMENT FORCING CHINESE 


OBTAIN TAIWAN ENTRY PERMIT.» VERY MUCH HOPED SUCH PROOF COULD 
BE GIVEN THEM. : 
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19. | SAID THAT NOT ISSUE, ISSUE IS DOES ANY CHINESE IN US 
FEEL HE BEING OBSTRUCTED FROM RETURNING? ESTABLISHED THIRD 
PARTY ARRANGEMENT TO TAKE CARE OF THAT, HAD INDIAN EMBASSY 
INFORMED HIM OF EVEN SINGLE CASE CHINESE WHO ALLEGED HE BEING 
OBSTRUCTED? | HAD ASSURED HIM WE BEEN AND CONTINUE WILLING 
TAKE ACTION IMMEDIATELY ANY CASE BROUGHT OUR ATTENTION BY 
INDIAN EMBASSY, THIS SHARPLY CONTRASTED WITH ATTITUDE TAKEN. 
BY HIS GOVT WITH RESPECT REPRESENTATIONS ALREADY MADE TO HIS 


GOVT BY UK CHARGE, HARDLY ANY MUTUAL BENEFIT OR RECIPROCITY 
IN SITUATION FROM US STANDPOINT, . 


of the United States 


20. WANG SAID FACT INDIAN EMBASSY HAS NOT MADE REPRESENTATION 
DID NOT MEAN CASES DO NOT EXIST, PAST EXPERIENCE OF CHINESE 
IN US STILL HAUNTING THEM, UNLESS US GOVT GOING TO TAKE 


POSITIVE EFFECT MEASURES TO IMPROVE THEIR SITUATION, SUCH INFLUENCE 
COULD NOT BE EASILY REMOVED, 
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21. |! SAID CERTAINLY DID NOT SEEM PREVENT CHINESE DEPARTING 
US WHENEVER DESIRE. US HAD AND WOULD CONTINUE FAITHFULLY 
CARRY OUT AGREEMENT INTO WHICH WE ENTERED, IN SPITE FACT HIS 
AUTHORITIES NOT ONLY NOT CARRIED OUT AGREEMENT IN BROAD 


ASPECTS BUT EVEN IN DETAILS. | KNEW OF NO WAY IN WHICH WE 
COULD BETTER SHOW C GOOD FAITH, 


22. WANG COULD ONL* 35AY THESE REMARKS SOUNDED VERY NICE 
" BUT COEF 1ON SUCH AS REQUIREMENT SECURE TAIWAN ENTRY PERMIT 


oy STILL EXiSTED, HE HOPED | WOULD GIVE CAREFUL CONSIDERATION 
TO PROPOSAL HE MADE THIS MORNING, 
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23. NEITECR OF US HAVING ANY MORE TO SAY, | ASKED IF NOV ] 
AGREEABLE. HE SUGGESTED FRIDAY, NOV 2, | AGREED, 
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LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 


1. You should inform Wang on October 31 that for administrative reasons tas 
ea 


2e In view your assessment that Chinese Commnists may move toward / a — 






you request postponement next meeting from November 2 to Thursday, November 8. 





suspension or termination of talks next meeting Osborn should urgently update 


* 


historical review of talks and forward to Department, if possible prior next 


meeting, as it might be required on short notice, Also have Osborn prepare = ' mare. 
condensed summary of talks suitable for publishing in three or four pages Y ms 
= 

eC 


Current Foreign Relations. 


QO, 
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| ay Again P 

A hoewn fee — i fy ¢¥ " 
Dear Walters aa 

From your note on the slip transmitting Fr. McCarthy's 
latest letter, I got the impression there may have been 
some misunderstanding back there about the nature of the 

proposed statement mentioned in the Ambassador's last com- 
ment telegram. As will have been made clear by the Amb- 

assador's letter lio. 47, this statement is proposed for re- 
lease only in case Wang breaks or comes close to it, and 
was not intended as a recommended draft of the statement 

on implementation. I hope no delay has been occasioned in 

the release of the Department's statement. 





As to why the Chinese Communists allowed the McCarthy 
incident to happen, it seems only to make sense ( and even 
then not good sense) if it is remembered that the Chicoms 
have their own interpretation of the Agreed Announcement, 
which differs from ours -- or from any rational man's, In 
the light of their distorted interpretation, the McCarthy 
correspondence documents, gmm@ not a case of infraction of 
the Announcement, but a case of fulfillment of its terms. 
They maintain that the Announcement applies to imprisoned 
Americans, so far as the right to contact the UK Charge is 
concerned; however, they say the Americans' right of ex- 
peditious return can only be exercised after their cases 
have been “settled”. Accordingly, the Chicoms maintain 
that there can be no question of “obstruction” until after 
settlement of a case. Further, they insist that neither 
the Announcement nor the third power arrangement has any 


relation to the sentences or the treatment of imprisoned 
Americans, 


Another element in the picture is the fact that Wang 
was so obviously not briefed on the details of the McCarthy 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Officie of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 
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incident. If the whole thing had been carefully planned, 
Wang would surely have been briefed. Accordingly it seems 
reasonable to suppose the inci‘lent reflects neither a cal- 
culated maneuver nor a significant change of policy. It 
probably occurred as an unforeseen development in the 
carrying out of existing policies. 


I would guess at a sequence of events something like 
this: 


1. The Chicoms allowed McCarthy to send his September 1 
¥ letter because they did not want to have McCarthy, after 
his eventual release, charging them with having denied him 
this elementary right under the Agreed Announcement, a right 
which they have acknowledged, even under their strained in- 
terpretation of the Announcement. 


2. The Chicoms permitted McCarthy to request an 
interview with the UK Charge, and they 0.K.'d the UK 
arrangements for the interview, because they wanted to pro- 
vide an illustration of Chicom compliance with the Agreed 
Announcement -- as they interpret it. 


“«“~, 


3. In the meantime, spunky, outspoken Fr. McCarthy 
precipitates the contradicitions inherent in the Chicom 
interpretation of the Announcement by telling his jailers 
what he plans to say to Addis. He makes it clear he is 
going to tell Addis just how unjust his imprisonment has 
been, and is going to ask that the UK Charge make represent- 
ations, not merely asking for his, McCarthy's release, but 
also setting forth in full detail the injustice of the 
"obstruction" that has been offered in his case. The jail- 
ers pass these remarks on to Peiping and request instructions. 
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4. Peiping cannot accept McCarthy's right to request 
this kind of representation without by implication acknow- 
ledging: (a) that imprisonment constitutes obstruction, 
and (b) that the justice/injustice of charges, treatment 
of prisoners, etc., are legitimate subjects of concern under 
the Agreed Announcement. Therefore Peiping advises the 
Shanghai jailers that McCarthy has no right to ask for the 
kind of representations he wants. When this word is given 


to McCarthy, he takes everybody completely by surprise with 
his refusal to see Addis. 
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5S. Given the above background, and the Chicom iner- 
pretation of the Agreed Announcement, their decision to 
let McCarthy's October 6 letter pass is not surprising. 
They realize how suspicious this affair has looked to Addis 
and will look to the world; they welcome this confirmation 
that McCarthy had indeed refused to see Addis. To the 
Chicoms, in the light of their interpretation of the Announce- 
ment, McCarthy's October 6 letter illustrates, not their in- 
fraction of the terms of the Announcement, but their con- 


sistency in abiding by these terms, as they have been construed 
in Peiping. 


‘All this is mere guesswork, of course, but it seems to 
me the most probable explanation of what haslappened. The 
one encouraging thing about the affair, to my mind, is that 
Peiping still feels constrained to maintain the pretense of 
compliance with the Announcement, and there is thus still 
some hope for further releases in the not-too-distant future. 





Please excuse the hasty drafting, necessitated by the 
fact our weekly pouch is closing in about half an hour. 


Hope to see you all one of these days. Regards to all, 
‘ from the both of us 


of the United States 


Sincerely, 


— 1 aS | Oem 


David L. Osborn 
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P.S. I appreciated the September monthly notes very much. 
Hope to receive October's also. Thanks, Irene and Doug. 
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Letter No. 48 





Dear Walter: 





Just a very brief note late tonight in the hope 
that I will have a reply from Wang early tomorrow morning 
on the postponement of the meeting. (I have just drafted 
a telegram letting you know the status as of tonight.) 
I felt November 15 was as far as I could safely shoot 
for and it is evident that even this date has thrown 


them into something of a spin as I still have no reply. 


St? G @i 30T 


I take it that it is not the intent of the Department 
that 1 build this up into too big an issue, and, if he 
doesn't agree will nave to play it by ear. 


I had thought of trying to handle the whole matter 


of postponement from Prague, but as I was very anxious 


to go over the summary and history of the talks decided 
that I must come down here to do that if they were to 


be gotten off to you in this week's pouch which leaves 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 
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tomorrow. I was and still am confident nothing dramatic 
is imménent there, 


We have had to work very hurriedly on these today in 





the expectation I will be able to leave for Prague early 
tomorrow, and to connect with tomorrow's pouch. It was 
physically impossible to recopy ail of the White Paver in 
its revised form in time for tomorrow's pouch. I am there- 
fore enclosing with this letter only the major revisions 
with an indication as to where tney are inserted and the 
full revised copy will be sent in Sunday's pouch, 

I think that with a few minor changes it would be 
possidle to use the article we have done for Current For- 
éign Relations as a substitute for the original summary 
section of the Wnite Paper. Of course, this somewhat de- 
pends on the audience to whom we are primarily directing 
the White Paper. You will note that in our Foreign Re- 
lations article we have struck the note that in spite of 
their failures, the talks did accomplish something and 
it was therefore a good iaea to hold them. This may be 
very good for some audiences but it inevitably tends to 
give the Chinese Communivts something on the credit side 
of their ledger. One could make the approach that the 
talks were a complete failure because of Chinese Communist 
intransigence, but it seems to me this tends to impugn 


the wisdom of holding them. I have tried to preserve a 
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balance between extremes here, but undoudtecly Walter 

and the Secretary will want carefully to consider parti- 

cularly the note struck in the opening paragraphs. In 

any event I know ail of you back there will also have many 

suggestions for improvements. I think it would be well 

for you to have someone not too familiar with the talks 

to read the White Paper draft to test reactions. I re- 

alize that time may well not permit, but if possible I 

would appreciate an opportunity to comment on any major 

substantive changes. I will have a copy with me in Prague. 
Thursday morning, 





No word yet this morning. In order to give credence 
to necessity my being in Prague tomorrow am leaving this 
morning. Am returning by car as in any event would be 
impossible obtain plane until tomorrow morning. 

Regards to ail, 

Sincerely, 


s Johnson 
ican Ambassador 


Encl. Major revisions of draft 
White traper on Talks. 
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Control: 208 





"E FROM: GENEVA 5:51 AM 


»™S 10: Secretary of State 


NO: 453, NOVEMBER 1, 10 AM 


PRIORITY 

LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 

FROM JOHNSON 

NO REPEAT NO REPLY YET FROM WANG, AM DEPARTING FOR PRAUGE 
THIS MORNING, HAVE ARANGED TO KEEP IN TOUCH EN ROUTE 

WITH OSBORN WHO WILL KEEP DEPARTMENT INFORMED 


DRAFTS REQUESTED PAPERS GOING FORWARD TODAY'S POUCH, 


of the United States 


GOWEN 


TJl 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


3 





DIES TUNCLASTT EDe 
SECRET COPY 1$ PROHIBITED. 


RECORD COPY . This copy must be returned to RM/R central files with notation of action take~ 








PERMANENT 


Rec'd: NOVEMBER 1, 1956 


M® = OF:~«DEVELOPMENTS, c 


othe 
oN 








WY Oy 0% 
ewns0g sity. 


SOjl4 ua dt ites 


PeUINeYy aq ysnw yu 


119 


9cl-11/2£6° 


> 


4 
’ 


ms 
a 
— 


‘Il 

















TELEGRAM =©Department of State 


TH 








235 CONFIDENTIAL x = 
tion Control: 518 So 
Rec'd: November 1, 1956 $8 
t FROM: Geneva 12:11 p.m. » 3 
wi to =2 
10; Secretary of State 2 
NO; 456, November 1, 3 p.m. 3 . 
wn 3 2 
c 3 
s PRIORITY g 
sS 
@ LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 
& FROM OSBORN 
i+) 
So Wang agreed next meeting November 15. Usual announcement 
-8 press, postponement "for administrative reasons”. 
-—- Ww 0) 
So GOWEN outs 
2 = _ 
Ss JLN/6 e 
52 © 
33 WN 
al ~ 
ta - 
o 1 
= — 
n je Oo 
ict . - 0) 
F ction Asstenoa to (AZO a 
Tetj r ’ > - 
r=) 10n Taken . z t 
~~ S 
a c 
qa 





yes ; ? | br 
<4 - 
iFIED" 


UNLESS “UN 
PERMANENT . CONFIDENTIAL REPRODUCTIO THIS? 
RECORD COPY This copy must-be-returnetto-RM/R CeMral Miles with notatis be Acta riis 

















ene 
===... 
-_ * : _ 
‘ ; —- oo Oe or ; . = 
AY ~~ o> aS Re ee te. _ 





= “2 —— f Bb , 


; a? . > | 
- t: * — 9, 1956 iF 
: ; 
1 TE. , 
SECRET DEPARTMENT OF STA ; 


Letter No. 58 















Official - Infornal 





C Downgrade tr 
J Dear Alex: (_} Beview Ages 


arCvicwe. is 4 on U te 
The world sh t all fungary 


crowded out our Geneva operation. 








LE 


1d Beyot have indeed 


It is just as well that we were 


able to take a back seat at this time. 


sail sienna 


@ You sendled thd postponement of last week's meeting precisely 
© 
a ' Tricht. We arsree that a two week pestoonement was all that could 
ao) 
my 

8 justifiably be requested in the circumstances. The confluence of 2 
= Oud - 
| the crises in eastern Europe. Ge Suez cempboumemis., with the pre- ND 
a 
“4 H C occunationfof the pre-election week undoubtedly rade the reasons for . 
oF a 

postponement quite understandable, ur 


ELR is no deubt less wneasy about your leaving your vost for 
the next meeting. They were quite apprehensive last week, Sut your 
Lark 
assessrent that no, eruption in Czechoslovakia should be anticirated, 
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should remove any strone objection to your absence from Pra-we rext 


week, Uowever, EUR from a lonver range standpoint is not nappy with 


the double duty arranrement. 


There has been no meeting yet on your instructiors for the next 








session. “With the Secretary in the hospital and with Herman Fhleger 
a The Honorable 
a U. Alexis Johnson, 
Se Arerican Ambassador now at Gmeva, 
aay American Consulate Gmeral, 
A a Geneva. 
7 . \. 4 | SECRET 
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of the United States 





desply engrossed in the two major crises, the meeting will be larrely 

a FE proposition. I do not anticipate anything nev. We will consider 

the. pros and cons of taking um the missing military personr=1 issue at 

Geneva again at the next meeting, but I would not be surprised if we 

postroned it for et least one more meeting. | 
The British still have no reply from the Chinese Commnists, either 

to the Father McCarthy representation or te the gmeral request of last 

Augest for permission to visit all American prisoners. Relations between Coc 

British Hission in Peiping and the Chinese Commmist Foreign Office 

are more strained than they have been since the Korean Amistice, With 

the Egyptian crises added to the Hong Kong border violation“énd ‘the od 

nasty attitude the Chinese Commumists have taken on the Hong Eong riots, 
In rezeding over your letter of September 2<, requesting a chance 

in the method of payment for ilelenka Osborn, we find your request somewhat 


ambiguous -<-°. 
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of the United States 


o.++ We would appreciate your clarifying 


your propesal in your next letter and we will do the best ve can to 
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= , satisfy your nseds. 


We are enclosing a copy of a doctzent spelling out Chinese Ccuandet 
adherence *o certain provisions of the Geneva Conventions of 19,9, 

Walter Robertson is to leave Washington November 22 for Wellington, 
where he will head the U, S, Delegation at the Colombo Plan Meeting 


; December }\~8. After that, he will visit Djakarta, Manila, Hong Kong 





and Tokyo from Dec. 11 to Dec, 18, arriving back in Washington about 





vo December 20, Mrs. Robertson and doward Jones will accompany hiz. 
ais We were clad to get your letters lo. 7 and 8 an October 29 
ae , L 
wet ‘ 








‘- 


and Sevember 5 respectively. Yorn end Sawe indead did 2 good fob am the 
gumsary and history cf the talxs. It is mcd te heve this on hand, 





whether tiang makes any sasor move at the next meeting or not. 


4 Sincerely, 

$8 

3% 

= ‘ Walter =. heConacghy 

oS 

» 2 

co” 

= = 

oy 

= / Znelos:res? 

5a / : 
s Xv 

-—  — . : 

oF le Clipring from FRIS- Nov. 6, "“PC Committee Acrreves Geneva accords”. 
' 2. Clipring from / biS-iov.e 7, "Ci Satifies Tour Veneva Vonvebtions’. 
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Ww i 
6 : Guidance for November 15 meeting. 
» 
< 1. Press further your attack of last meeting on Communist failure : 
co 
S carry out Agreed Announcement. Using McCarthy case as illustration, | 
& ” point out how Communists have not only failed carry out basic commitment ; | 
u + 4 | 
cs release Americans expeditiously, but are balking at supplementary | 
oo provisions of Agreed Announcement extending rights to third power, . . ! 
~ p . a 
8 5 | FYI We consider McCarthy case represents major weakness in Communist Oo 
ee & = 
Se position which you should exploit to maximum. O'Neill could not get = 
e | ° 
° a ' appointment with Peiping Vice Minister Foreign Affairs and therefore (© 
, N 
; 
o ; embodied in letter delivered last week points made our Aide Memoire ~s 
Ge -— 
v | Desired October 22, with exception last sentence numbered subparagraph 2 which 7+ 
© (Offices 
i’ ae .. he is holding for later use. a need not restrict your presentation to ™ 
& eo 2 latter point abso if N 
| C oy points made by O'Neill and /ghand include/sgayxetxpeiknkaexdaciktigotensinre 4 
~) } 
36 ~ <4 you consider desirable. We have withheld for time being public stetement 
aa a “be McCarthy case because developments in Egypt and Eastern Europe would 
world 
_ ~dause such statement receive little attention from/press. END FYI 6 
\ 
2. If Wang should press you on question Chinese prisoners in US, rf > 
“aN 
= pe +. ¥ 
Drefied by: ~ L1/13/56 Telegraphic transmission ond io) P| 
FE:CA:RN Bolneughe EMM  _—| casstication approved by: Walter S. Robertson AG 
» 1 } 
‘\ 
L _ Phleger (in draf “=~ 
FE - Mr. Sebald (in S/S-CR REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
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Sy you may inform him of Red Cross survey and fact that James Lew, only Chinese . 
Convict choosing go to Communist China, sailed October 29. Do not mention 
unless Wang presses. FYI We do not contemplate public statement on prisoner 
survey until issue of 2 prisoners desiring deportation to Taiwan (Deptel 407 


repeated Geneva 529) 
to Taipei/ is resolved, unless developments should make earlier statement 


desirable. END FYI 

3. Reject Communist demand for Foreign Ministers Conference in same | 
manner as last meeting, emphasizing Communist responsibility for failure 
make progress present talks. Hold to previous positions on renunciation of 


force, trade and cultural exchange. 


4. Reserve missing military personnel item for presentation later 


meeting. 


of the United States 


5. Contingency statement transmitted with your letter October 17 
has been revised in Department. It is being telegraphed separately for 
your use in event Wang refuses meet again. Separate statement would be 


issued here, 
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2 \\ ie 
= LIMIT DISTRIBUTION y’ 
” Re DEPTEL 531 _, Paragraph 5, following is approved text for your 
e) 
s use if Wang should suspend talks, Cy aa 3 
& QUOTE At today's meeting Ambassador Wang advised me that the Chis f en : 
= 2 < 
Lp) ~ 
° ‘ Commmists were suspending further ambassadorial meetings. s 
18) 
c > In effect, he refused to meet further wless the US capitulates to 
c+ 
-—- W 
ev the Commmist demand for a Foreign Ministers conference, At the same time ¢, 
ow 
— — 
ss Wang made clear that the Communists would not agree to renounce the use = 
» ° s 
=? of force in the Taiwan area, He also demanded that the U.S, remove its (9 { 
s+ : ; 1 
ra 4 N 
co existing controls over trade and travel between the US and China. be: ~~ : 
° = 
rae Ch 
y I have told Ambassador Wang that for my part I stand ready to made = = ! 
pd i 
a — with him in an attempt to reach agreement on an wnconditional declaration J, 
“ De sired 
,) N 
& =~ which would remove the existing threat of the Chinese Communists to resort (yp 
~ : } 
7 QO) 
= } to force in the Taiwan area and would assure that our differences will be 
74 settled by peaceful means only. 
I am certain my government will not accept the unilateral breakoff 
+ u-4-- of these talks as a pretext for the continued violation by the Chinese 
— O 
Communists of the terms of the agreed announcement of September 10, 19°55. dug 
» \ xX 
Drefied by: Telegraphic transmission and _ 
FE:CA:WPticConau CG cestication approved by» = Walter S, Pobertson_ = 
Clearances: 
I-Vr. Phleger (cleared in substance) E/P-Nr. Henderson (cleared in draft.) yet 
FE-Mr. Sebald (cleared in draft) REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
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: 
As a result of this violation ten wifortunate Americans are still held in =a 
a Chinese Commmist prisons. 


I have informed Ambassador Wang that any communications can be 


transmitted through our respective consular offices here in Geneva END QUOTE 


ACTING 
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Date of A . 
LIMIT DISTRIBUTION TOO scsi 


Action O? fice Symbo} 
FROM JOHNSON Name of oe. Pee 


feor __ i 
ONE HOUR FIFTY-FIVE MINUTE MEETING TODAY, “7PAOE tORie | Ho -_ 
ING STATEMENT POINTING OUT PROGRESS THWARTED BY PRC UNWILL- | 4 
INGNESS AGREE DISPUTES WOULD BE SETTLED BY PEACEFUL MEANS 
ONLY AND PRC FAILURE CARRY OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, LEADING 
INTO MCCARTHY CASE INCLUDING CHARGE UK HAS NOT EVEN BEEN 
PERMITTED CARRY OUT CLEARLY SPECIFIED FUNCTION INVESTIGATION 
FACTS, AND NOTING NO REPLY UK CHARGE'S AUGUST 23 LETTER RE-~ 
QUESTING INTERVIEW OTHER PRISONERS, 


of the United States 
i WV 


WANG REPLIED WITH SOMEWHAT PERFUNCTORY RESTATEMENT 
THEIR POSITION LAST MEETING ON FUTILITY TALKS, DEADLOCK AND 
NECESSITY FOR FMC THEN SHIFTING OVER TO IMPLEMENTATION, 
ADDITIONAL EXAMPLE US OBSTRUCTION WAS FBI INVESTIGATION 
INTO CHINESE STUDENTS? CORRESPONDENCE WITH FAMILIES 
WHICH "FRESH THREAT AGAINST THOSE WISHING TO RETURN AND 
VIOLATION AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT", ON MCCARTHY STATED HIS 
SENTENCE EXPIRES JUNE 1957, FAMILIAR RESTATEMENT QUESTION 
RIGHT RETURN DOES NOT ARISE PRIOR TO RELEASE, UK PERMITTED 
INTERVIEW ACCORDANCE PRISON REGULATIONS BUT MCCARTHY REFUSED, 
REFERRING US PROPOSAL INDIANS INTERVIEW PRISONERS IN US) ? - 
SAID THIS ONLY "SCREENING IN DISGUISE” AND LIST PRISONERS a 
GIVEN INDIANS IMCOMPLETE, "IF US WANTS UK CHARGE BE ABLE CONTACT 
US PRISONERS ON OWN ITITIAT(VE US SHOULD GIVE INDIANS LIST 4 
OF ALL CHINESE IN US CONCERNING ALL THOSE IN PRISON AND AGREE 
r INDIAN EMBASSY CAN CONTACT CHINESE IN US ON OWN INITIATIVE IN Fy 
te: 
UNLESS "UNCLASOTE I ED" 
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UNRESTRICTED MANNER“, NEVERTHELESS IF UK CHARGE RECEIVES 

REQUEST FROM US PRISONER IN PRC INTERVIEW WILL BE PERMITTED 

IF IT TAKES PLACE CONFORMITY REGULATIONS, DURING COURSE SUBSEQUENT 
DISCUSSION ALSO REFERRED "WALTER ROBERTSON'S AIDE MEMOIRE" 

JUNE 1 TO INDIAN EMBASSY STATING CHINESE PRISONERS IN US 

NOT COVERED BY AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, TRUS US POSITION HAS 

BEEN SELF-CONTRADICTORY, 


THERE WAS EXTENDED GIVE AND TAKE ON IMPLEMENTATION 


‘DURING WHICH | VIGOROUSLY ATTACKED ALL ASPECTS THEIR POSI- 


TION ON AMERICANS IN PRISON, HE WAS CLEARLY ON DEVENSIVE 
DURING COURSE HIS DEFENSE HE CHARGED NOT SINGLE CHINESE 
PRISONER HAD RETURNED FROM US, OURING COURSE REPLY | 
STATED "WAS NOW IN POSITION ASSURE HiM THAT NOT SINGLE 
ALIEN CHINESE DESIRING RETURN REMAINS IN US PRISONS", 

HE REJECTED THIS AS FACT BUT DID NOT PRESS ME FOR DETAILS 
AND | NOT AMPLIFY, 


AT CLOSE MEETING WHEN HE MADE PRO FORMA STATEMENT 

HOPING US GOVERNMENT WOULD HAVE SOMETHING SAY NEXT MEETING 
ON FMC PROPOSAL, | SAID HAD ALREADY MADE OUR POSITION CLEAR 
AND WHEN HE REPLIED THEY "DIDN'T FEEL IT WAS SATISFACTORY" 

| SHARPLY RETORTED THAT | NOT SATISFIED WITH RESPONSES 

HIS GOVERNMENT AND WOULD LIKE TO SEE SOME EFFORTS THEIR 

PART CARRY OUT AGREEMENT ALREADY REACHED, ALSO ADDED THAT 
IN VIEW RETROGRESSION SITUATION AMERICANS IN CHINA" IT WOULD HAVE BEEN 
BETTER IF WE HAD NEVER MADE AGREEMENT", MEETING ENDED ON 
THIS SHARP NOTE, 1 PROPOSED NEXT MEETINGS THURSDAY, NOVEM- 
BER 29 BUT AGREED HIS PRGOPUSAL FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 30. DEPART- 
ING PRAGUE TOMORROW, 
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COMMENTS TODAY'S MEETING: -ctttn to DOR 4 
/ 


WHATEVER REASON MAY BE WANG'S PERFORMANCE TODA 
MEETING WAS CLEARLY MARKING TIME OPERATION. ALTHOUGH | 
PRESSED HIM HARD AND SHARPLY ON IMPLEMENTATION, PARTICULARLY 
AT END OF MEETING, HIS RESPONSES WERE DEFENSIVE AND RELA- 
TIVELY MILD. WHILE CONSIDERABLY LESS EMPHASIS THAN LAST 
MEETING ON BREAK ASPECTS THERE WAS NO SHIFT HIS SUBSTANTIVE 
POSITION AND THEY CONTINUE IN POSITION OF HAVING LAID 

GROUND FOR BREAK AT TIME THEIR CHOOSING. 


9GGI-!tl/S6°ltlg 


FROM OBSERVATION PAPERS FROM WHICH HE TALKED, ETC., HAD "fs 
IMPRESSION THAT PORTION HIS OPENING STATEMENT ON MCCARTHY 

AND IMPLEMENTATION WAS MADE UP FROM DRAFT PUBLIC STATEMENT -- 
THEY HAD PREPARED FOR REBUTTAL OF PUBLIC STATEMENT THEY a 
ANTICIPATED FROM US ON SUBJECT. 


AD 
| UTILIZED POINT LAST SENTENCE SUB-PARA 2 OCTOBER 22 = 
AIDE MEMO!IRE TO BRITISH ON THEORY TUAT WHATEVER TECHNICA! = 
ASPECTS UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT PREVIOUS BRITISH REQUEST: 
O'NEIL'S LETTER LAST WEEK CONSTITUTZC FORMAL REQUES: "> - v 4 
VESTIGATE FACTS WHICH CHICOMS HAVE NOT YET GRANTED. o # 
t= 
GOWEN 0) 
CAE 5 
J 
he 
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FROM JOHNSON q to DeIR FE 
1. | OPENED 61ST MEETING WITH PREPARED STATEMENT: 


A. "AT LAST MEETING | AGAIN POINTED OUT AS CLEARLY AS 
KNOW HOW PROGRESS IN RESOLVING OUR DISPUTES CONTINUES BE 
THWARTED BY UNWILLINGNESS YOUR GOVERNMENT AGREE TO FUNDA- 
MENTAL PROPOSITION DISPUTES WILL BE SETTLED BY PEACEFUL 
MEANS ONLY, AS WELL AS BY FAILURE YOUR GOVERNMENT CARRY OUT 
SIMPLE TERMS OF FIRST AGREEMENT BETWEEN US. 


LL9 


of the United States 


B. PARTICULARLY REITERATED MY HOPE SITUATION WITH 

REGARD IMPLEMENTATION OF THAT FIRST AGREEMENT WOULD BE 
CORRECTED SO BASIS OF CONFIDENCE COULD BE ESTABLISHED. 

AM ENORMOUSLY DISAPPOINTED DURING PERIOD SINCE LAST MEETING 
NOT EVEN SINGLE STEP BEEN TAKEN IN THAT DIRECTION. 
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) : F ed 
(Ce AT’ LAST MEETING’PARTICULARLY SPOKE oF Lise %uee ie 
MCCARTHY, WHICH EXEMPLIFIED NOT ONLY#FAILURE 2YOUR ATUTHORITIES 2 
,CARRY OUT THEIR BASIC COMMITMENT EXPEDITIOUSLY”RELEASE : AM- 
ERICANS, BUT, THEIR FAILUREPHONOR EVEN!SUPPLEMENTARY PRO- = == C) 
‘VISIONS OF 'AGREEMENT{SEPTEMBER 104LAST YEAR WHICH EXTENDED 37 
VERY SPECIFIC RIGHTS TO’THIRD PARTIES’DESIGNATED THEREIN. ,° e 
| | v os 
[De IN SPITE OF "RENEWED REPRESENTATIONS oF UK CHARGE & 
WITH RESPECT‘r FR.» MCCARTHY, HE HAS NOT ONLY NOT YET BEEN Pri 
RELEASED BUT'UK CHARGE HAS NOT EVEN BEEN PERMITTED|CARRY a 
: OUT HIS CLEARLY SPECIFIED FUNCTION OF INVESTIGATING FACTS ***? 
oe / IN CASE» NEITHER HAS'UK CHARGE BEEN GIVEN EVEN‘REPLY JO b4 
HIS LETTER OF ALMOST THREE MONTHS AGO RENEWINGP REQUEST! NTERI— 
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oO IVIEW OTHER AMERICANS STILL IMPRISONED, NOR HAVE i 
PERSONS BEEN RELEASED RETURN WS. 


E. IF YOUR GOVERNMENT IS SINCERELY DESIROUS CONTRIBUTE 

TO PEACE IN FAR EAST AND WORLD, IT WOULD REMOVE ITS THREAT 
RESORT TO FORCE SETTLE DISPUTES. IF YOUR GOVERNMENT SINCERELY 
DESIROUS HAVE IMPROVED RELATIONS, !T WOULD TAKE PROMPT STEPS, 


CORRECT ITS RECORD OF PERFORMANCE WITH RESPECT THIS FIRST 
AGREEMENT. 


2. WANG SAID | HAD JUST MADE REFERENCE TO FAILURE 

TALKS ACHIEVE PROGRESS SO FAR; TO THIS HE AGREED. HOWEVER 
HE COULD NOT AGREE TO WHAT | SAID WAS CAUSE OF LACK PROGRESS 
OUR TALKS. PRESENT STATE OF AFFAIRS OUR TALKS VERY UNSATIS- 
FACTORY SO FAR AS HIS SIDE CONCERNED; THEY DISAPPOINTED WITH 
ATTITUDE ADOPTED BY MY SIDE WHICH DOES NOT CONTRIBUTE PROGRESS. 
IT COULD NOT BUT CREATE DOUBTS IN THEIR MINDS AS TO WHETHER 
US STILL HAS SINCERE DESIRE ARRIVE ANY AGREEMENT ON THIS 
SECOND ITEM AGENDA. IN COURSE OF PREVIOUS DISCUSSION AL- 
THOUGH THEIR SIDE ON THREE OCCASIONS PUT FORWARD REASONABLE 
PROPOSALS FOR MAKING RENUNCIATION FORCE DECLARATION, YET AS 
RESULT MY SIDE'S INSISTENCE UNREASONABLE DEMANDS, NO PRO- 
GRESS MADE AND TALKS COME TO DEADLOCK. 1! WOULD CLEARLY RE- 
CALL THAT TO BREAK DEADLOCK, HIS SIDE THEN TURNED TO MATTERS 
WHICH THEY SUPPOSED WOULD YIELD MORE EASILY TO SOLUTION 

AND MADE TWO PROPOSALS FOR RAISING EMBARGO AND PROMOTING 
PEOPLES CONTACTS AND CULTURAL EXCHANGES. AGAIN MY SIDE 
DIDN'T ENTER GENUINE DISCUSSION THESE SUBJECTS. IN THESE 
CIRCUMSTANCES HOW COULD ANYONE FEEL THERE WERE STILL HOPES 
FOR PROGRESS IN TALS. THAT WHY THEY SAID AT 60TH MEETING 
IT HIGH TIME RESPECTIVE FOREIGN MINISTERS MET IN DIRECT CON- 
VERSATIONS. IT THEIR FIRM CONVICTION ONLY BY HOLDING FMC 
CAN ANY PROGRESS BE MADE ON SUBJECTS RELAXATION ELIMINA- 
TION TENSIONS IN TAIWAN AREA, MUTUAL RENUNCIATION FORCE BE- 
TWEEN CHINA AND US, LIFTING EMBARGO, PROMOTING PEOPLES CON- 
TACTS AND CULTURAL EXCHANGES AND SO FORTH. UNLESS MY SIDE 
PROMPTLY ABANDONED UNREASONABLE DEMANDS AND CHANGED ITS 
ATTITUDE IN DISCUSSIONS WHICH LANC SENSE EARNESTNESS, HE 

SAW NO PROSPECTS FOR PROGRESS AT PRESENT LEVEL DISCUSSIONS . 
AND IT FUTILE CONTINUE OUR DISCUSSIONS AT THIS LEVEL. IN 
COMPLEXITY PRESENT INTERNATIONAL SITUATION BOTH CHINESE 


OY . . AND 
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AND AMERICAN PEOPLE EARNESTLY WISH IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS 
BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES.e THEY AGAIN ASKED THAT MY GOVERNMENT 
SERIOUSLY AND CAREFULLY CONSIDER PROPOSAL HIS SIDE PUT FOR- 
WARD FOR HOLDING FMC. IN THIS CONNECTION HE REGRETTED NOTE 
| NOT YET GIVEN REPLY IN STATEMENT THIS MORNING. | HAD 
SPOKEN ABOUT PEACEFUL DESIRE$ SUCH PEACEFUL DESIRE SHOULD 


ONLY BE DEMONSTRATED IN CONCRETE REPLY FROM US GOVT ON THIS - 


PROPOSAL OF HIS SIDE. 
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3. WANG CONTINUED WITH RESPECT IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS 
HE COULD ONLY POINT OUT, THIS ALSO DEPENDS, ON EFFORTS BOTH 
SIDES, ON "QUESTION CIVILIANS FHE¥ ALSO*NOT SATISFIED WITH we 
ATTITUDE ADOPTED BY" US GOVERNMENT#TH IS, a, iN“BREV IOUS 
| MEETINGS HE HAD REPEATEDLY PO|NTED TO "OBSTRUCT | VE MEASURES 
| TAKEN BY'US GOVT, ,WITH REGARD "RETURN {CH NESE NATIONALS, HE 

HAD POINTED OUT/SUCH MEASURESMTAKEN BY'US WERE IN VIOLATION 
OUR AGREEMENT, SO FAR HE NOT SEEN - YMOVES TAKEN BY”US 
GOVT, TO CORRECT THIS UNSAT | SF ACT ORY SITUATION, MOREOVER, 
THEIR INFORMATION INDICATED “us, FBI i, ly MAK ING? (NVEST |GAT ION 
INTO "CHINESE STUDENT CORRESPONDENCE WITH FAMILIES, “OBY | OUS 
ATTEMPT “OBSTRUCT F REEDOM°COMMUN | CAT |ONS, "PREVENT THEM‘ REX 


TURNING AND’FRESH THREAT AGAINST THOSE“ WISHING RETURN. 


4 


; Jot 
THIS 1S’ INSTANCE “FURTHER VIOLATION’ AGREEMENT, HE ASKED 


THAT US GOVT, PROMPTLY STOP THIS THREATENING ACTION WHICH VIO 
LATES OUR AGREEMENT, 


Ye ‘WANG CONTINUED, REGARDING” ‘sed MCAT HY WHICH | 4 / 

MADE’ REPEATED REFERENCE, HE_WISHEDYMAKE FOLLOWING STATEMENT 
MCCARTHY ‘LAWFULLY SenTencen'y YEARS, IMPRISONMENT*OCTOVER 22, 
1955 FOR, OFFENSES AGAINSTHGH INESE LAW, dISENTENCE TAKES EFFECT 
FROM DAY 'TAKEN INTO CUSTODY AND WILL, EXPIRE“JUNE 1957, 

PRIOR EXPIRATIONISENTENCE OR BEFORE*CHINESE AUTHORITIES DECIDE & 
GRANT HIM*EXPEDIT |OUS' RELEASE, “THERE DOES NOT ARISE¥QUESTION °/ 
HIS RETURN, “ANY DEMAND-HIS IMMEDIATE RELEASE GOES BEYONDim / 
SCOPE {AGREEMENT ANDDUNACCEPTABLEDANY _SELF~RESPECT ING COUNTRY, 








or 


5 WANG CONTINUED AS‘ eqarosPQUEST 10N/ Aen PARTY 
INTERVIEWING PRISONERS, MY SIDE ASKED*REPRESENTAT IVE .BRIT ISH 


CHARGEN'BE PERMITTED” INTERVIEW AMERICANS IN CHINA ON®” No 
ITIATIVE WHILE" US WOULD PREVENTH EPRESENTATIVE INDIAN EMBASSY 
DO SAME 
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* 
DO SAME “ESP cv GHINESE IMPRISONED IN IN ASKING REP-. 

2 Aenea ee «al EMBASSY INTERV | EW De cia CHINESE IT reeclel 

AIM“MY SIDEPMERELY CARRY 2 THSCREENING IN DISGUISE, THEIR 

SIDE LONG AGO MADE CLEAR YWOULD! NOT AGREE TO THIS, BES IDES <a the 
LIST G!VEN/YNDIAN EMBASSY BY MY Agee ONLY L!S%PART OFFEHINESE Dhl an pre 
IMPRISONED AND DID NOT — ALCCHINESE IN PRISON’US , NOT . 
TO SPEAK OF ALL CHINESE INtUS ets WANTED@ARITISH CHARGE’ 
ON HIS OWN {NITIAT! ye! BE ABLE CONTACT AMER} ICAN PRISONERS iN 


CHINA THEN! ‘US SHOULD IN'’FIRST PLACE FURNISH?INDIAN EMBASSY 





| 
| A 
| 


ma ALL CHINESE IN “4, INGEUDING AL rigge IN PRISON, MY,, 
SIDE SHOULD ALSQ AGREE" IND JAN EMBASSY JON" OWN INITIAT LVE!MAY 
CONTACB!CHINFSE IN‘US IN*UNRESTRICTED MANNER, NEVERTHELESS 
INBRIT ISH SHARD? HEC 'VEDPPERRONAL REQUEST FROM*AMER! CAN, 
PRISONER TO THIS EFFECT, AND CHARGE’ REQUESTED! INTERVIEW, “CHINA 
HAD ALWAYS GPA NTED SUCH@INTERV | EW PROVIDEN#FOOK PLACE IN 
ACCORDANCEF RELEVANT PRISON REGULATIONS, 





6, "WANG CONTINUED, IN THIS CONNECTION hh -LEGATION | MADE ar hy 
LAST MEETING THEIR FRISON AUTHORITIES REFUSED@PERMIT REPRESENT. 
ATIVE BRITIS! CHARGEW SIT FR, MCCARTHY !N ACCORDANCE WITH 2% 
PREVIOUS APRANGEME HTS GAS NOT_IN ACCORDANCE WITH FACTS, 


GOVERNING SUCH INTERV! EWS ANGPHAD VOLUNTARILY WITHORAWNRE.. 

QUEST INTERVSFW.ZF ACT WAS*MCCARTHY ON THAT DAY Rervaco "VrER. 
VIEW, IN PROOFATHIS THEPE 1S HIS SIGNED STATEMENT, YET 

HAD ALI. FOEDWTHAIP PRISON AUTHORITIES YRPEUsED vccad Hepes tout 
HAVES INTERVIEW, THIS “OBV OUSLY DELIBERATE: DISTOR: 1ON4 FAC 

THE CONSIDERED iT NECECOARYCLLARICY TH! ‘ POIN%2TH!S MORNING. 

7o | REPLIFD') tHovourJMPATEMENTS HE“vUST MADE aBOurzé 

PRISONERS, PARTICULARLY REGARD TR, MCCARTHY EXEMPLIF'Y AND 
ILLUSTRATE BETTER [ican anyTHING! “NOW PPARENTS CONT INUED 


pees aes poe TIESPEVEN CARRY OUMAGREFMENTS WE eel 
ALREADY REACHED, |. Wi L ILLUSTRATED WHAT | HAD SAID IN Ze 
PAST ABOUIM FACT. if Pt rOHO DESIRE ONSRARTIHIS GOVERNMENT 2 
RESOLVE! iseurs ANDHiare. cUTNGREEMENTS Weide We MIGHT 
REACH AT THIS LEVEL UL CERTAINLYWFUTILERCONS IDER NEGOTIATION: 
ANY CTHER 
COMP IDENT LAL 
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Kray OTHER LEVEL, AS*POINTED OUT"LAST MEETING AND MANY TIMES _ 

| PREVIOUSLY HE PERFECTLY WELL REALIZE D S GOVERNMENT ¢ 


PERFECTLY WELL, REALIZED WHAT AMERICANS WEMTALKING ABOUT WHEN 
WE SUGGES! EDIFHESE TALKSy@iAKEWUP AS THEIR FIRST MATTER OF 


US INESS,4THE RETURN OFfICIVILIANS AHE AND HIS oy PERFECTLY 
WELL KNEW THAT ATHY ImMeYWE ENTERED INTO*KGREEMENTWRE.. 
GARDICTVILIANS*THESE WERE ONLY. WER CAS THAT Wap equBJecT 

OF DISCUSSION, WHAT HE NOW APPEARED@SAY ING WAS*#ALLLOUR 
DISCUSSION ANDVALAIN WORDSYOUR AGREEMENTPWYITH REGARDETHESE 

AMER | CANSs*UTTERLY WITHOUT Any MEANING OR SUBSTANCE, IT 42 
UTTERLY BEYOND MY COMPREHENSION HOW HE COULD SERIOUSLY MAKE THIS 
ASSERTAT.ION AT, THIS TIME, CERTAINLY NO MISUNDERSTANDING hag garnet’ 
BETWEEN Ys ATPYIME WE WERE DISCUSSING THIS AS TO WHAT WE 

MEANT BYPWORDS "OBSTRUCTION" AND "EXPEDITIOUS" AND TO WHOM 

THEY’ APPLIED WITH REGARDPAMERICANS IN CHINA, IF RELATIONS 
IBETWEENTUSTO BE IMPROVED AND™{NTERNATIONAL AG§CEMENTS HAVE © 
MEANING J‘MUST BE CARRIED OUT IN GOOD FA: i: BY*PARTIES THERETO, > - 
ATT (TUDE Hs GOVTWTAKEN REGARDING THESE PX!SONERS AFTER WE ads”. 
ENTERED $NTO OUR AGREEMENT AND "ATTITUDE OF HIS GOVT, AS 

IEMPLIF IED BY HIS STATEMENT THIS MORNINGY“WERE AT GROSSEST 

VARIANCE WITH NOT ONL. OUR UNDERSTANDING BUT THE PLAN WORDS 7 
ORFAGREEMENT, NOT ONLY DOESMAGREEMENT SPECIFICALLY AND 

CLEARLY COVER ALL, AMERICANS an BUT HE WOULD*WELL 

RECALL WHEN WE"DISCUSS ING THISA*QUESTION DIFFERENTIATING IN #44 

SOME WAY BETWEEN THOSE IN?PRISON AND THOSE! NOT Wger DISCUSSED 

IAND SPECIFICALLY ELIMINATED FROMPAGREEMENT S™ NOT aQUESTION OF | 
PLACING" DEMANDS WHICH,AS HE TERMED 1T "UNACCEPTABLEPANY 
SFLFARESPFCIING COUNTY: ITPQUEST | ONQWHETHER SELF-RESPECT ING 

‘COUNTRY WOULD CARRY oi fsot MN COMMITMENTS INTO Wich IT. 

ENTERED, “AGREEMENT SAIDMARY AMERICAN WHO FELTPBETNG OB- 
/STRUCTED-..DID NOT SAv ANY@AMERICANS NOT? INR ISON-ANY 


i} AMER!CAN WHO FELTHPE G OBSTRUCTED FROMIMETURNING MIGHT COM. 
“MUNICATE WITHPUK CHARGE 4 
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| 8. 1 CONTINUED, AGREEMENT SAID;HIS GOVT WOULD 'RECE| VE A+ 
"REPRESENTATIONS FROM'UK CHARGE’ IN ANY SUCH CASBE™®AGREEMENTS 


SAID IFeDESIRED BY!lUs GovT*UkK CHARGE MIGHT ALSO INVESTIGATE 2 
FACTS ,1 ‘ANY SUCH CASE, FR. MCCARTHY RIGHTLY AND PROPERLY 

FELT" HE WAS BEING cosTaucTe AND HE INVOKED, STRICTLY IN 
ACCORDANCE, WITH “AGREEMENT,’“THE ASSISTANCE OFYUK CHARGES NO 


H 
ACTION TAKEN BY HIS GOVT IN*RESPONSE TO*REPRESENTATION MADE 
BY UK cna OK CHARGE; STILL STRICTLY IN ACCORDANCE WITHZY& 
AGREEMENT /MATTEMPTED TO INVESTIGATE FACTS IN%R, MCCARTHY'S 
CASE, FR. MCCARTHY EXPECTEDWHE WOULD DO SO ANDACHARGE“EX- 
PECTED’ BE ABLEDO SO, BOTH?CERTAINLY HAD EVERY REASON 2% 
EXPECT THIS COULD BE CARRIED OUT BECAUSE 1TWtTEARLY eine 
IN OUR AGREEMENT, AS FR, MCCARTHY SAID IN/LETTER TO'UK CHARGES /c7 
is CERTAINLY DIDNT ASK TO SEE HIM TO CARRY ON ANY SOCIAL CHAT. 

E DESIRED'TALK ABOUT HIS CASE IN ORDER THAT“bkK CHARGE’ COULD 
INVESTIGATEFACTS, FR. MCCARTHY WAS INFORMED‘HE WOULD NOT BE 
PERMITTED IN ANY WAY TO DISCUSS HIS CASE WITH’UK CHARGE< 

FR, MCCARTHY PROPERLY FELTSUNDER THOSE CIRCUMSTANCES ‘INTER- 

VIEW WAS POINTLESS, THIS ACTIONBY' WANG'S AUTHORITIES CLEARLY we/ 
IN VIOLATION OF OUR AGREEMENT, AND ENTIRELY FRUSTRATED 7% 

WHOLE PURPOSE OF OUR AGREEMENT, AS | SAID,1 AND MY GOVT 

CONSIDER THIS''WHOLE ACTON WITH REGARD TO FR, MCCARTHY NOT ONLY 

IN VIOLATION/BASIC PRINCIPLESYOUR AGREEMENT HAT, ALL--AND 

| REPEAT ALL4-~AMERICANS WHO DESIRE .TO DO SO-BE PERMITTED & 

RETURN BUT ALSO IN‘GROSSEST VIQKATION SUBSIDIARY PROVISION OF .74 
AGREEMENT CONCERNING FUNCTION? THIRD PARTY, ““AS HE HAD , 
PROPERLY SAID" /MPROVEMENTYRELATIONS BETWEEN“US REQUIRED ir |. 
EFFORTS OF BOTH SIDES, //ATTITUDE“WHICH HIS GOVT ADOPTING WITH 4% 
REGARD''PRISONERS DID NOT INDICATE ANY EFFORT--IN FACT QUITE<# 
CONTRARY--TO RESOLVE!THIS PROBLEM, IT INDICATED“WILLINGNESS 
€2 ENTIRELY TO DISREGARD AND IGNOREPSOLEMN COMMITMENTS. 
—_ 
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Ahern pan a 

9.*'WANG REPLIED WITH REGARD'FIRST AGENDA’ ITEM PERMANCEYH IS 
GOVTALWAYS CONFORMED WITH#AGREEMENTATHAT ITEM. REGARDING 2% 
CASEXMCCARTHY, ALREADY CLEARLY STATEDHIF HIS REQUEST IN CON- 

——. FORMITY WITH"PRESCRIBED REGULATIONS, ALLAHIS REQUESTS WOULD 
© HAVE BEEN GRANTED, AS”RESULTH LENIENT POLICYgHIS GOVT HANDLING 

|} CASES:\AMERI CANS»GREAT, soph: ype IMPRISONED FOR OFFENSES 

- AGAINSTA’CHINESE LAW/BEEN DEPORTED, BY CONTRAST, WITH REGARDG 2 

; CHINESE IMPRISONEDiUS PRISONS, HIS SIDE SO FAR HAD NOT SEEN 
ANY MOVE BY'*US GOVT WITH REGARDs THEM, UP TO NOW NOT~SINGLE 

PERSON OF THOSE IMPRISONEDUS HADYRETURNED CHINA,WAWHEN | WAS 

| REFERRINGAMERICANS IN CHINA IT SEEMEDMY NEVER npn Wille di NY 
CHINESE” IN PRISON IN"UStJMSTATEMENTSAMY SIDE WITH REGARD-& <xde 
IMPRISONED PERSONS FULL OF''SELF-CONTRADICTION, , FOR INSTANCE, 
IN“STATEMENT ISSUED DEC 17 1955PDEPT OF STATEVALLEGED IN OUR 
AGREEMENT"'NO DISTINCTIONUMADE BETWEEN THOSE IN PRISON AND THOSE 
OUT OF PRISON, BUTHASST SEC STATE, WALTER ROBERTSON INA1DE 
MEMOIRE TO''INDIAN EMBASSY STATEDMCHINESE PRISONERS IN US wee” 
NOT COVERED BY AGREEMENT, THISMSELF-CONTRADICTORY STATEMENT, 

4 CAN WE BE ALLOWED GIVE SUCH“UNEQUAL INTERPRETATION TOFAGREE- 
MENT REACHED BETWEEN“'US? HE THEREFORE ADVISED ME TAKE NOTE 2A? Che 
FACTMANY CHINESE INT USYOBSTRUCTED AND PREVENTED FROM RE- 
TURNING, JsUS CLAIMS”SELF BEa@FREE COUNTRY, WHAT KIND Of FREE. 
COUNTRY IS IT IF&CHINESE STUDENTS CORRESPONDENCE WITH*FAMILIES 42 
BEING INTERFERED WITH. , irAbncepon ¢ NESE STUDENTS TO COM- 


MUNICATE WITH FAMILIES BEING INTERFERED WITH WHAT ELSE COULD ONE 
EXPECT OF FREEDOM FOR’ CHINESE TO RETURN FROMUS,. 
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10. WANG CONTINUED, QUESTION4IMPROVING?RELATIONS BETWEEN’ TWO 
COUNTRIES CLOSELY CONNECTED WITH HOW WE®PROCEED IN THESE 
PRESENT TALKS, SINCE/PRESENT STATEYAFFAIRSYTHESE TALKSNOT 
SATISFACTORY, "QUESTION CONFRONTING*OS WAS HOW MAKE THESE 

TALKS MOVE FORWARD AND MAKE PROGRESS, <7 iN ‘ORDER™ MOE THESE , 
TALKS FORWARD HIS SIDE(TAKEN*INITIATIVE IN MAKING2WHOLE SERIES ¢ 
EFFORTS »THIS DIRECTION, THEN ATAWERY END THEY PUT FORWARD Zs / 
PROPOSAL FOR HOLDING EMC''OUR TWO COUNTRIES, pS ALSO 

SHARES! DESIRE! IMPROVE RELATIONS AND ALSO-SHARES*DES I RE 7 
SOLVE''ISSUES BY PEACEFUL MEANS,"’SHOULD TAKE EFFECTIVE STEPS © 


MOVEI'TALKS FORWARD, ITOTHEIR HOPEYUS WOULD PROCEED,»THIS 
DIRECTION, 


a GOWEN 
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FROM: GENEVA Aba Rethen a J 


TO: Secretary of State 
NO: 515, NOVEMBER 15, 2 PM (SECTION FOUR OF faME)? offictr we 


Direction to DCJR 


l1.. | REPLED/HE HAD RAISED QUESTION HOW WE MOVE TALKS 
FORWARD. WE MOVE THESE TALKS FORWARD iF WE RESOLVE PROBLEMS 
CALLED UPON TO DEAL WITH. AFTER MORE THAN FIFTEEN MONTHS WE 
HAVE NOT RESOLVED VERY FIRST PROBLEM CALLED UPON TO DEAL 
‘WITH. WHY HAD WE NOT RESOLVED IT? BECAUSE HIS GOVT HAD NOT 
TAKEN ACTION NECESSARY TO RESOLVE IT, EVEN THOUGH IT HAD 
COMMITTED SELF DO SO. HE REFERRED TO EFFORTS OUR RESPECTIVE 
GOVTS RESOLVE PROBLEMS.) AIDE MEMOIRE-JUNE 1 OF#DEPT OF STATE 
TOWINDIAN EMBASSY!'HE REFERRED TO {WAS MOST, EXCELLENT EXAMPLE OF 
EFFORTS MY GOVT RESOLVE PROBLEMS. e10) ORRECTLY POINTED’ ~ 
OUT" CHINESE ALIEN COMMON CRIMINALS IN#US PRISONS*NOT SUBJECT & 
OUR DISCUSSION LEADING UP TO’OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND WE 
DID NOT CONSIDER THEM INCLUDED THEREIN. NEVERTHELESS, IN~_ 
VIEWHIS REPRESENTATIONS HERE ON THAT SUBJECT, WE PROPOSED 2% 
TAKE ‘ACTION ON THIS QUESTION AND THAT7AIDE MEMOIRE VERY 
SPECIFICALLY SET FORTH THAT "ALU“CHINESE ALIEN CRIMINALS, NOW 
“SERVING SENTENCES IN FEDERAL OR STATE PENITENTIARIES IN7US 
| ARE FREE TO APPLY AT ONCE FOR PAROLE OR COMMUTATION SENTENCE 
FOR'PURPOSE’} IMMEDIATE VOLUNTARY RETURN TO" WANG'S, COUNTRY « 
IN SPITE{HIS GOVT'S INEXPLICABLE ATZ.|TUDE TOWARD’ PROPOSAL 
| MADE IN THAT AIDE MEMQ(RE | WAS IN*POSITION?INFORM HIM THAT 
THERE’ NOT NOW IN ANY{US PRISONSANY ALIEN CHINESE WHO 
| DESIRE$/RETURN TO HIS COUNTRY. 





12. | CONTINUED, WITH RESPECTPF ¥ _ © HAD SAID IF 
REQUEST WERE IN ACCORDANCE WITH! RESCA|pED REGULALIONS THEY 
WOULD BE GRANTED. | UTTERLY REJECTED/CONCEPT THAT’ REQUEST 
MUST BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH WHATEVER REGULAT | ONS*PR! SON 
AUTHORITIES MIGHT SET FORTH WHEN THOSE REGULATIONS ‘IN CONFLICT 
WITH JéLEAR PROV IS ONS "INTERNATIONAL COMMITMENT ENTERED INTO “ai 
| .BY WANG'S GOVT. !/ONLY TEST 1S WHETHER THEY TN ACCORDANCE .<clA 


PROVISIONS OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT. REQUESTS OF MCCARTHY AND 
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al ‘ 

“UK CHARGE HAVE BEEN IN STRICT ACCORDANCE WITH THAT AGRE 

MENT. ."REJECTION THOSE REQUESTS BY WANG'S AUTHORITJES@IN 

| VIOLATION{THAT ANNOUNCEMENT, REJECTED“CONCEPTY RELEASE (WHAT 
HE CALLED'GREAT MAJORITY"THOSE AMERICANS IN HIS PRISONS WAS~<éAz 
FULFILLMENT TERMS AoReEphaNOUNCEMENT .SETENTION AN AMERICAN. 

| WHO DES!IREDKRETURN WAS(MIOLATION THAT ANNOUNCEMENT. 


| 13. WANG REPLIED, STATEMENT HE MADE THIS MORNING HAD GIVEN @& 


| VERY CLEAR EXPLANATION :THI5 REGARD.» HE COULD NOT ACCEPT MY 


ALLEGATION THAT HIS SIDE{VIOLATED°AGREEMENT AND CONSIDERED | 
IT; DISTORTION OFFACT. DURING“PERIOD IN WHICH SERVING PRISON 


| TERM, AMERICAN PRISONERS CANNOT CLAIM*RIGHT TO RETURN. THIS 


EXACTLY IN CONFORMITY WITH OUR AGREEMENT AND NOT IN VIO- ,, 
LATION OF OUR AGREEMENT. ITiPRECISELY* CHINESE SIDE WHICH’ TAKEN 
‘EFFECTIVE MEASURES IN ACCORDANCE“POLTCY~LENIENCY. | 
REPEATEDLY MADE ARBITRARY ALLEGATIONS?CHINESE GOVT NOT £1 
CARRYING OUT!AGREEMENT BUT IT#PRECISELY AS ‘RESULT? CHINESES 
GOVT CARRYING OUT: POLICY/LENIENCYfTHAT GREATER PART/AMERICAN 
PRISONERS BEEN ABLEL-EXERCISE THEIRSRIGHT RETURN. ON*US SIDE 
SO FAR NOT) SINGLE CHINESE dIMPRISONED. IN4US PRISONYHAS 
RETURNED. UNDER’CIRCUMSTANCES IN WHICHMEHINESE IMPRISONED 


IN-US?NOT REGAINED FREEDOM,” HE REJECTED *STATEMENT’NOTeS INGLE 
ONE AMONG THEM DESIRES “RETURN. : 


14 abe 
iia, 4, REPLIED!" | DIDNT SEE HOW ON ONE HAND HE MADE VSTATEMENT 


| THAT» FACT THAT WHAT HE CALLED "GREAT MAJORITY" OF PRISONERS 


IN HIS COUNTRY HAD RETURNED SHOWED HIS AUTHORITIES’ HAD 
CARRIED OUT THE AGREEMENT, AND ON OTHER HAND HE SAIDMTHEY 
HAD NO RIGHTS UNDER”AGREEMENT.2*AGREEMENT DID NOT SPEAK OF tAc 


"GREAT MAJORITY" OF PRISONERS. <“AGREEMENT SPOKE OF ALL AMERICANS 
WHO! DES IRED""RETURN.« 


/ 


¢ yd : re 
15+ “WANG REPLIED FACT’ GREAT MAJORI TYeAMERICAN PRISONERS 
RETURNED TO"USYMEANS ‘CHINESE ‘GOVT TAKEN MEASURES QnvOwn 
INITIATIVE IN ACCORDANCE WITH"ENIENT POLICY AND/ ENABLED 


THEM RETURN. CHINESE GOVT NOT SUSPENDED SUCH A POLICY WITH 


REGARD 
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REGARD "AMERICAN PRISONERS. HOWEVER, BEFORE #¢H I NESE GOVT Aad ote 5 a 
| ADOPTED THESE MEASURES,4ANY, DEMAND-FOR ‘IMMEDI AT RELEASE ANY. ce 
PRISONERS WHOSE SENTENCES/*NOT YET EXPIRED WAEN/ BEYOND 0 RS ae 
AGREEMENT. NOR HAD MY GOVT AGREED TO ANY IMMEDIATE RELEASE Ur eaet eT °2 
»  \CHINESE PRISONERSMMY COUNTRY. HE THEREFORE ADVISED ME THAT ao 
: IN SPEAKING ABOUTMQUEST,ION CIVILIANS, | SHOULD PAY MORE 
|ATTENTION TO IMPROVING!S1TUATIONACHINESE PRISONERSbMY COUNTRY. 
MOREOVER, HE HOPED !'D GIVE CONSTRUCTIVE CONSIDERATION TO © ‘x 
PROPOSAL HE MADE AT LAST MEETING AND AGAIN THIS MORNING = ys 
WITH REGARD HOLDING FMC TO BREAK PRESENT DEADLOCK. ce Ne ba2 
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RMR 10: Secretary of State 


© NO: 515, NOVEMBER 15, 6 PM (SECTION FIVE OF FLVE)o™ O° 


|16.'") ASKED WAS IT ON|HIS ASSERTION THAT ALL#OUR *61$¢0s$ 1 0NS 
LEADING UP TO OUR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, AND*AGREED, ANOUNCEMENT 


ITSELFY HAVE NO MEANING WITH REGARD ielioan coer WERE DIS- 
_ CUSSING. 


f cre ant 7 ‘ 

7. ‘WANG DID NOT rain si OPER WAY/POSING SUCH,QUESTION. 
Ud wees GOVT EITHER WOULD’ NOT “AGRE cplente (GREEMENT JAT ALL 
OR ONCE IT ENTER D’ AGREEMENT J TWA AysbearRieD|yT OUT 
| FAITHFULLY. \M{N'SAME SPIRITVAIS SIDE ALWAYS CARRIED OUT.cc.c/ 
| AGREEMENT WE REACHED PREVIOUSLY. ITSEXACTLY#EHINESE SIDE 
| WHICH EXTREMELY)DISSATISFIED WITHINIOLATION AND BREACIH OF 
\ OUR AGREEMENT."HAD NOTHING MOREGSAY TODAY. 


of the United States 


18. | HAD NOTHING EITHER. 


19. WANG REPEATED HAD NOTHING EXCEPT HOPED | BE ABLE AT 
NEXT MEETING EXPRESS OPINION WITH REGARD PROPOSAL HE HAD MADE. 


20. | THOUGHT | HAD EXPRESSED IT VERY CLEARLY THIS MORNING. 
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21. WANG DID NOT THINK IT WAS SATISFACTORY. 
22. | DID NOT THINK RESPONSES OF HIS GOVT WERE SATISFACTORY. 


23. WANG SAID HIS SIDE HAD MADE REPEATED EFFORTS THIS 


REGARD. OF COURSE IF | HAD SOMETHING BETTER OFFER, SHOULD 
PUT |T FORWARD. 


24. | SAID WOULD LIKE SEE SOME EFFORTS“CARRY OUT AGREEMENT 
Zz WE MADE» AS | HAD SAID BEFORE, WE SEEM TO HAVE GONE BACKWARD 
ae 


IN THAT REGARD. IT WOULD BE BETTER IF WE HAD NEVER MADE 
THAT AGREEMENT. 


25+ WANG ywLess "UNCLASSIFIED" 
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25. WANG SAID HAD NOTHING MORE. 


26. | PROPOSED NEXT MEETING NOV 29. WANG PREFERRED FRIDAY, 
NOV 30, AND | AGREED. 


GOWEN 
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Letter No. 9 


| = t_} Beview Aga: 
Dear Walter: ! fc thy, ae | 
ees <= _ Date} o. 

I do not have much more to say ; I still 
feel that I was right about their intentiong as of the 
end of the last meeting but they have postponed action 
for reasons about which we can only speculate, Certain- 
ly the dramatic events elsewhere have had their influence 
but it is hard to say what the influence may have been 
on them, Perhaps their reaction was much the same as 
ours with respect to our public statement on implementa- 
tion, i.e. they felt so much was going on elsewhere that 
@ public statement from them threatening a break or a 
break would not attract much attention or constitute 
much pressure on us. I do not even exclude the Secret- 
ary's illness as a possible additional factor. 


ee 






I will plan to come down by air on Nevember 28 for 
our next meeting, returning immediately on December l, 
without any further notification to the Department un- 
less there is some major change for the worse in the 
general situation or that in Czechoslovakia, in which 
case I will of course check by telegraph. Please tell 
EUR so that they understand. I sent a message this 
last time so there would be no misunderstanding and 
I am mentioning it now in view of what I thought was a 
somewhat odd reply. You can assure EUR that I do not 
come to Geneva for a "visit" but to do some work. 


St’ Gd Zi 307 


Sincerely, 





Américary Ambassacor 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Was: ington 25, D.C. 
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- Deer Alex: 
We were pleased at the forceful marmer in which you presented the case 
for Father HeCarthy at the last meeting. Wang vas very much on the defensive 
and his defense was weak. We have now received reports of O'leill's last inter- 
view with the Chinese Commnists w:ich show that in Peipine also they «ire 


holding very firmly to a logically mtenable sesition. Copies of these rerorts 


. e@ 


are enclosed, 


~~ 
/ 


Mr, "obertson left yesterday on a four veeks' trip to the New Cealand 


of the United States 


meeting of the Colombo overs and to several posts in the Far East. we will 


\ 
ST# Gd ZL 70T 


probably old a meeting tomorrow to consider what line you should take at the 


next meeting. “y present thinking is that we shovld continve to press then 


‘ 


Declassified for Publication in roretgn neies™ 


hard on the KcCarthy case and implementation generally. I will try to ret off 
a lonrer letter to you on Monday outlining more fully our views. 

The Chinese Cormunists now appear to have worked themselves into the 
avkward position of havins te either come up with a new gambit, suspend the 
talks or remain on the defensive. 


Sincerel;, 
ze Enclosures! 
aa ies of Texts of 3 telerrams fron . 
> ee ed British Charge. Walter P. *cComaughy 
> i “Ay Ths Honorable 


U. Alexis Johnson, 
=a American Ambassador now at Ceneva, 
= American Consulate Ceneral, 
=| Geneva. 


Se RS:CA:ENClough: bmn 
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é FOR JOHNSON 
Origen oo 
J LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 4 > 
: 1,)'° 
: Re DEPTEL 532 
| Your comments desired on following draft statement for issuance by 
Department should Comunists break off talks. QUOTE Chinese Communist 
Ambassador Wang Ping-nan informed US Ambassador U. Alexis Johnson on 
(blank) he would not meet with him again until US agreed meeting at Forgéign | 
- . 
ov 
3 Minister level. Ambassador Johnson told Ambassador Wang although US willing 
Ww) 
- continue discussion of fundamental matters at issue meeting at Foreign 
vu 
~ 
E Minister level neither 4,propriate nor acceptable under present circumstances 
£ US in July 1955 agreed participate in Geneva talks in hppe might 
° bring about release American citizens imprisoned Communist China and 
open way to solution other matters at issue. At first appeared progress 
- could be made. | 
September 10, 1955 Communists issued following agreed statement: 
INNERQUOITE The People's Republic of China recognizes Americans in 
/ People’s Republic of China who desire return to US emtitled to do so and € 
declares it adopted and will further adopt appropriate measures so they can 
expeditiously exercise their right to return. END INNERQUOTE At time “es ~ 
__ment issued still nineteen Americans in prison or under house arrest in — _t 
— i unist Chinas Soon c) + ian a 
Drehed by. : Telegraphic transmission ond o. NY | 
_____FE:CA2) hsdw 11/26/56 __| “sumeeton spprovet O"_ William J, Sebald Va + ry 
Clearances: myer “> . le 
CA = Mr. N@Conaughy\) L = Mr. Phleger (in substance Lee « no. 
Ap FROM THIS 
FE/P = Mr. Henderspy "A ___. COPY, IF CLASSIFIED,IS © 
/, CONFIDENTIAL SSR PROHIBITED. + 
(/ Classification © ad | ) 
NOV 261956 PM, 7 *« \/ 
a es —— eee 
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a 


ad . othe 


unqualified commitment and today more than fourteen months later still ten 





Americans in Communist jails. 
To justify failure fulfill their pledge Peiping resorted accusations that 
US preventing Chinese from leaving. Such accusations completely unfounded, 


Since beginning Geneva talks no Chinese prevented leaving US. Indian Embassy 


War 


which was designated assist any Chinese who wished to leave has not brought to 


attention of Government single case of Chinese who claims he is being prevented 





Vv 

Cc 

° 
? 

o 
v 

io 4 

c 

mo 

o 

. 

23 from leaving. 

. | 

c+ — 
“a In addition seeking release imprisoned American citizens US proposed both aa 
cw 

o ® 

oe US and Communist China agree to renounce use of force particularly Taiwan area, = 
© 

v= 

- e except in self defense, Ambassador Johnson pointed out progress ir discussions 

s+ 

ae could not be expected in face of continuing Communist threats to take Taiwan by 

- © t i 
o 4 

r military force. Once threat of force been removed other matters might be dis- 7a 
o er 
+ cussed, This proposal failed when Chinese Communists insisted Taiwan problem nal 
- 

ps was domestic matter they entitled settle by any means they chose, including c 
& force, ; “ 


In recent months Chinese Communists introduced proposals aimed promoting [ wt ‘ 
trade and INNERQUOTE cultural contacts INNERQUOTE between US and mainland : 
China. Ambassador Johnson pointed out US restrictions in these fields resulted } ny 
from Chinese Communists' acts and threats of military agression and mistreat- f 
ment Americanse US sought assurance through Geneva talks such behavior would r = 
not continue. Until meaningful assurances in these respects been received US js 

?- 


could not consider modifying these safeguards, 
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- 


US dedicated to peaceful solution of differences. It is prepared resume Ez) 


discussions at ambassadorial level directed toward issuance by both sides 


a meaningful declaration on renunciation of force and thereafter other practical 
matters at issue. UNQUOTE 








[ton “, ACTING WINE: 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations — 
of the United States 


CONFIDENTIAL 


Classification YD | 
- 4 . P of ° ” . - * > . 














* 
7 


of the United States 


Rts 


ee « 
jig ob 
. tosh, 


vs) 
Cc 
oO 
~- 
» 
cS 
= 
3) 
lad 
Cc 
mo 
~ 
ce8) 
= 
° 
LL 
c 
rf 
Cc 
© 
- 
» 
co 
U 
bd goed 
[ eed 
2 
=> 
a 
+ 
oO 
y 
wo 
re) 
~™ 
ra 
~™ 
w 
7) 
co 
| eed 
8 





. | . Geneva. 
. Pe Re - Tee OT “3° , an ae * om ce » —_—. ms Bx 


= Ise 7 


a 
; 
f 
} 


iy 
id Re 


1 Pk 


_j re easasle ay em 
Excise as show 7 , 





RIMENT OF STATE 


cas7' le 


Bais SOT 











— — 


1 
[ Review Again : 
b | Reviewer, '> af 
fae 2a Date 7/ $4 § 





November 26, 1956 





SECRET 





OF ¥ Ic TAL-DF CORAL 





Letter Ho. 60 


Dear alex: 

we are considering whether to release a public statement on the EcCarthr 
case. We are also weichine the pros end cons of a public statement on the 
restlts of our offer of parole and devortation to Chinese convicts in U.S. 


to the Middle Eas$ and Hungary 
The press attentiorf xs abated sufficiently for cs te be able to 


prisons. 
command a reasonable amourt of press space for thease matters if ue decide 
that from other standpoints the tine is ripe. The CY has afreed to take 
the two prisoners the elected to so to Taiuan so there is ne lonrcer a problexz 
on that score. If we decide te rake a statenent this week, it would probably 
come out on Thursday. “e would, of course, ¢ive you the text in edvwance. 
Your letter "Io. ':9 of November 15 arrived on Noverber 23. 
circumstances va consider that “ang is unlikely te susrend the talks at the 
next meeting. Uovever, we have a contingency stiterment ready for use if a 
scspension dees cecur. ith Chon's fpoodwill tric throurh parts of Southeast 
Asia and the Middle Zast in full swing, with Nehru's visit to the President 
in prospect, and with the Ciinese Communists' prblic eritation over the 
Beyptian issve tapering off somewhat, an abrupt rove of a defiant natrre at 


this nenent would not seen to Se in the cards, not withstanding the fact that 


they have lost the UM membership battle for this session of the GA. 
We have 


The Yenorable 


U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Ceneva, 


American Consulate Ceneral, 


ae *+ Ge. Re ok — s ee oe ah Ss re a 9 elles Sas A 


In the prevailing 
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te have Celiverec your meseere to Sit. ‘There wes considerable apprenersicn 
at absences of any of our chiefs of mission in curtain cowtries folloving 
the political criticism of Jacobs and Wailles for net deing at their post 
vhen the trouble sterted, but this is less ovitent now. 

J agree with you that the "UR telegram authorizing your "visit" to Geneva 
was peculiarly worded. ‘Ye did not see the text before it vent out or ve #ould 
have objected. They simply told us that ther vere okeying your travel to Cencva. 

Iwas at the Arerican Assembly at Earrizcen, New York, November 15 through 
November 15. The final Report was pretty favorable to our basic far Eastern 
policy, although there was criticism of our policy on travel of newsmen. 

You cet so many reports of the harm which 7 — are doing to ts in the 
Far last, I'm glad I can tell you that the shel of the talks rade it much 
easier for me to defend our China policy before the Conference. They are all 
"flexibility" 
forxxdouidGax ard a reasonable conciliatecry and roderate approach." They felt 
that the Ceneva talks are a definite manifestation of sxch an attitude. a belicve 
we would have been criticized for a nerative and ricid rosture toward the 
Cninese Communist problem, had ve not had the Geneva cenversations to point to. 
I will send you a cory of the revised Final leport as soon as I receive it. 
You no doubt have seen the references to the speech of Erie Cress on the night 
of Foventer 17 in wiich he rather ninimised the Geneva talks as being "behind 


the Barn” in character and as not being at a sufficiently hirh level. 
I am enclosing a copy of an extremely confidential report made by... 
| his recent trip to Communist China. 
I apologize that we have to send you a rather nessy copy, but it is the only cone 


we have. It 4s particularly sensitive and ve had to cet a special dispensation 
te sent it to you. : 
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l. Copy of repert by.... 


‘2. Cepz of Nr. Eobertson's itinerary 
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Valter Neobertsen cot avay on Thanksgiving Dey. I am enclosing a copy 


of his itinerarr in case you wovld lite te write hin cefore he sets Lack cn 


8 
k December 22nd. 

g = _- .> I leave on Wednesday to sake @ speech in Hr. Nobertson's stead at the 
4 ¥awal *ar Collero on Rovexber 29 on "The Power Struggle in the Far East." 
rr 

> I'll have something to say abort the talks in the course of thet speech. 
o 

e . Sabe Chase has Just reported fcr temporary duty with us wtil he retires 
ow 

8 next Farch. It is sood to heve him here. 

- Ww 

cv Segarés and good wishes to all of you, 

—-+- . 

se Sincerely, 

a w 

eS > f- 

» \ 

S © ' 

© Walter >. EoCenaushy 
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For JONSON 


LIMIT? DISTRIBUTION 

Guidance for November 30 meeting. 

1. Continue press for Chinese Communist fulfillment their commitme 
in licCarthy case and tiiose of other Americans. 
Chinese Com unist contention that imprisoned Americans, the very persons 
vhose behalf we negotiated Agreed Announcement, can be excluded by Chines¢ 
Communists from provisions Agreed Announcement, which they are bound to 
observe. lieither can US fovernment accept Chinese Communist refusal permft_ 


British Charge exercise investigative functions prescribed under Agreed 


An»ovncerient. 
only force conclusion tiat their word cannot be relied on. 
presentation draw freely on exchange November 15 between British Charge and “T] 
Peiping lroreign Office. 
release on i.cOarthy case prior next meeting but you should hammer away on 


this flagr- 


2. You may refer as necessary to US action regarding Chinese prisoners 


in US. 


nt case. 
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US Government rejects 


Continved Chinese Communist violation of their pledged vord can 


Department has decided not repeat not issue press 
iD FYI) 


Janes Lew arrived ilongkong November 19 and presumably entered 
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(FYI In your 
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Classification 
mainland along with group ¢ranted direct transit through Hongkong, (FYI GRC | os 
has agreed take two convicts opting for Taiwan and preparations their deporta- - 
sadn f 
FE tion under way. It would appear preferable make no mention these two as they 
4 
t. _ might only becloud issue. ‘e do not contempiate public statement at present | * 
a) 
S on our offer to Chinese prisoners but will reply factually should press 
» 
ms raise question. iD FYI) 
e 
7 3. ‘lold to same positions on foreign ministers' meeting, renunciation 
— 
tv of force, trede and evltural exchange. ' 
iu + ‘ 
cS he Reserve missing military personnel for later meeting. i 
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FROM JOHNSON 


REDEPTEL 581 CONSIDER DRAFT STATEMENT EXCELLENT AND 
HAVE NO SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES TO SUGGEST, 


AS MINOR POINTS OFFER FOLLOWING SUGGESTIONS FOR ALTER- 
NATIVE LANGUAGE ; 


(1) SUBSTITUTE "UNLESS"FOR "UNTIL™ IN FIRST SENTENCE 
SO AS CONFORM TEXT DEPTEL 532, 


(2) SUBSTITUTION FOLLOWING FOR SECOND SENTENCE: 


"AMBASSADOR JOHNSON TOLD AMBASSADOR WANG US READY AND WILL- 
ING SETTLE PRACTICAL AND FUNDAMENTAL MATTERS AT ISSUE IN. 
AMBASSADORIAL TALKS WHICH HAD BEEN ACCEPTED AS APPROPRIATE 
FORUM BY BOTH SIDES; UNDER PRESENT CIRCUMSTANCES, OF MANIFEST _., 
UNWILLINGNESS CHINESE COMMUNISTS TO SETTLE'ISSUES, MEETING ‘> 


9ssc-il/e6°ltls 














33 
AT FOREIGN MINISTERS LEVEL NEITHER APPROPRIATE OR ACCEPTABLE".~ €: 
WHILE | SEE NO OBJECTION TO DEPARTMENT'S LANGUAGE FOREGOING * 
REVISION CONFORMS SOMEWHAT CLOSER AND AMPLIFIES RATIONALE | ©& 
HAVE USED IN MEETINGS. o O 
Pi 2 
(3) DELETION OF "CLAIMS HE" LAST SENTENCE FOURTH PARA- 5 
GRAPH, THIS MIGHT BE SOMEWHAT SAFER WAY OF MAKING SAME 
POINT UNTIL WE SEE WHAT PUBLIC COMMENT INDIANS MAY MAKE TO = 
SHOW THEY HAVE BEEN ACTIVE IN PERFORMANCE AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT <% 
FUNCTIONS, ~ yg 
1 
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FROM JOHNSON 


THREE HOUR FIFTEEN MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING, FOLLOWING 
BRIEF OPENING STATEMENT BY WANG RESTATING THEIR POSITION 

ON FACT AND CAUSES DEADLOCK IN TALKS AND NECESSITY FMC, 
ENTIRE REMAINDER MEETING DEVOTED IMPLEMENTATION, DURING 
COURSE MEETING | MADE POINTS PARA ONE DEPTEL 587 AND INFORMED 
HIM ARRIVAL JAMES LEW STRESSING HE DEPORTED EVEN THOUGH HAD 
SERVED ONLY SMALL PART HIS SENTENCE AND WAS NOT RPT NOT 
ELIGIBLE FOR PAROLE OR RELEASE UNDER NORMAL REGULATIONS, 

ALSO INFORMED HIM OF ARC INTERVIEWS OF PRISONERS BUT DID 

NOT MENTION THOSE OVTING FOR TAIWAN AND THIS QUESTION DID 

NOT ARISE, WHEN HE RESPONDED WITH USUAL CHARGE PRISONERS 
COULD NOT MAKE FREE CHOICE AND US SHOULD "ON ITS OWN INITIA- 
TIVE" FOLLOW PRC PROCEDURE AND RELEASE PRISONERS AFTER WHICH) «i 
THEY COULD CHOOSE WHERE THEY DESIRE GO | COUNTERED BY POINTING 
OUT PRC HAD FOLLOWED DEPORTATION PROCEDURE IN RELEASES ° .™. 
AMERICANS AT TIME OF AND IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING AGREED AN. 


of the United States 
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NOUNCEMENT, THROUGHOUT LONG GIVE AND TAKE | CONTINUOUSLY = 
CAME BACK TO ALL ASPECTS MCCARTHY CASE AS PRIME ILLUSTRATION .. 1 
THEIR FAILURE CARRY OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, WANG RETREATED =f] 
ENTIRELY BEHIND REPETITION PREVIOUS CHARGES RE CHINESE IN US Sey 
IN OBVIOUS ATTEMPT CLOSE OFF DISCUSSION AND MEETING WITH LAST = 5 
WORD, THIS | REFUSED ACCEPT AND DURING LAST HOUR AND 4 | 


HALF REPEATEDLY REFUTED“EACH HIS CHARGES AND TURNED DISCUSS! ON 
REPEATEDLY BACK TO AMERICANS PARTICULARLY MCCARTHY UNTIL HE 
3%) ~~ FINALLY DESISTED FROM REPEATING HIS CHARGES, 


= itd TYI* 
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NEXT MEETING THURSDAY, DECEMBER 13, DEPARTING PRAGUE 
TOMORROW MORNING, es 
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1, WANG OPENED 62ND MEETING WITH PREPARED STATEMENT, MY 
SIDE HAS CONTINUED TAKE PROCRASTINATING ATTITUDE ON SECOND 
ITEM AGENDA CULMINATING DEADLOCK OUR TALKS, EVER SINCE BEGAN 
SECOND ITEM HIS SIDE BEEN FOLLOWING SPIRIT OF RESOLVING ISSUES 
IMPROVING RELATIONS AND REPEATEDLY MADE CONSTRUCTIVE PRO- 

< POSALS THIS DIRECTION, HIS SIDE MADE GREAT EFFORTS CLEAR 
AWAY DIFFICULTIES RESOLVE ISSUES, BY ADOPTION HIS PROPOSALS 
FOR RENUNCIATION FORCE IN RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND US AS 
WELL AS FOR HOLDING FMC, OUR TWO COUNTRIES COULD HAVE RESOLVED 
OUTSTANDING ISSUES AND TENSIONS IN FAR EAST WOULD HAVE BEEN 
RELAXED AND SINO-AMERICAN RELATIONS IMPROVED, HOWEVER, MY 
SIDE APPARENTLY DID NOT SHARE DESIRE, MY SIDE SIMPLY STICKING 
TO UNREASONABLE DEMANDS FOR ENCROACHING THEIR SOVEREIGNTY 4 
AND INTERFERING INTERNAL AFFAIRS--THUS CONTRIBUTING NOTHING 
TO RESOLUTION PROBLEMS, 


ed for Publication in Foreign Relations 
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2. WANG CONTINUED UNDER SUCH CIRCUMSTANCES HIS SIDE AGAIN 
TAKEN INITIATIVE IN MAKING PROPOSAL FOR LIFTING EMBARGO »> 
AND ANOTHER FOR PROMOTING MUTUAL CONTACTS AND CULTURAL EX- S = 
CHANGE BETWEEN CHINESE AND AMERICAN PEOPLE IN EXPECTATION rT) 
THAT RESOLVING THESE TWO POINTS MIGHT ENABLE US MAKE PROGRESS 
OTHER ISSUES AS WELL, HOWEVER, MY ATTITUDE TOWARD THESE 
PROPOSALS HAD BEEN EQUALLY DISAPPOINTING, MY SIDE HAD EVEN _. 
GONE SO FAR AS REFUSE NEGOTIATE, GIVING NO CONSIDERATION 
WHATSOEVER TO THOSE PROPOSALS, MEANWHILE MY SIDE CONTINUED 
INTOLERABLE ACTS PROVOCATION TO INCREASE TENSION TAIWAN AREA, 
SUCH PERFORMANCE IN DRAGGING OUT TALKS ON ONE HAND AND CREATING 
TENSIONS OTHER WAS NOT EXPRESSION SINCERITY TALKS, IT WAS 
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THEIR HOPE 1 WOULD CHANGE THIS FUTILE, HARMFUL PERFORMANCE AND 
GET DOWN TO EARNEST NEGOTIATION SO TWO US COULD DISCHARGE MISSION, 
HE'D BE GLAD HEAR ANY CONSTRUCTIVE VIEWS | MIGHT HAVE PUSH 
FORWARD OUR TALKS, 


3. | REPLIED HE HAD SPOKEN OF SETTLING OUR PROBLEMS HERE, 

HE HAD SPOKEN OF CONSTRUCTIVE VIEWS OR ATTITUDES ON SETTLING 
OUR PROBLEMS, THIS EXACTLY POINT | BCEN TRYING MAKE HERE 
DURING RECENT MONTHS, I TRIED POINT OUT WAY SETTLE PROBLEMS 
WAS DO SOMETHING ABOUT THEM RATHER THAN JUST ISSUE FORMS OF 
WORDS WHICH APPEARED DO SOMETHING ABOUT THEM BUT IN FACT DO 
NOTHING, OUR GOVERNMENTS BOTH AGREED AND TERMS REFERENCE 
THESE TALKS CLEARLY SET FORTH THAT FIRST PROBLEM WE WERE TO 
DEAL WITH WAS RETURN CIVILIANS, AS HAD POINTED OUT AT TIME 
WE ISSUED OUR STATEMENT, STATEMENT ITSELF SOLVED NOTHING-- 
ONLY ACTION HIS GOVT COULD SOLVE MATTERS INSOFAR AS AMERICANS 
CONCERNED, HOWCVER HIS GOVT CONTINUED PROCRASTINATE AND STALL 
IN SETTLEMENT THAT MATTER, JIT ENTIRELY IMPOSSIBLE FOR ME 
UNDERSTAND WHAT IT HOPES GAIN THEREBY, 


4. TURNING TO PREPARED STATEMENT | CONTINUED: 


A. SINCE LAST MEETING, | RECEIVED ADDITIONAL INFORMATION WITH 
REGARD CONTINUED EFFORT YOUR GOVT PROCRASTINATE IN CARRYING 
OUT ANNOUNCEMENT SEPT 10 LAST YEAR, AND DISTORT VERY CLEAR 
MEANING THAT ANNOUNCEMENT, ON NOV 14, YOUR AUTHORITIES IN 
PEKING REJECTED REPRESENTATIONS MADE BY UK CHARGE IN CASE 
MCCARTHY, ALLEGING THAT CHARGE'S REPRESENTATIONS EXCEEDED 
SCOPE HIS FUNCTIONS UNDER AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, YOUR AUTHOR- 
{TIES EVEN REFUSED PERMIT UK CHARGE INVESTIGATE FACTS IN 
MCCARTHY'S CASE, 


B. FOR OVER YEAR, YOUR AUTHORITIES HAVE BEEN STEADILY AND 
SYSTEMATICALLY DEPRIVING THAT ANNOUNCEMENT OF ITS MEANING, 
SO NOT SHRED OF ITS ORIGINAL SUBSTANCE LEFT WITH RESPECT 
AMERICANS, 


C. AT TIME THAT ANNOUNCEMENT ISSVED, IT COVERED, SO FAR AS 
AMERICANS IN CHINA CONCERNED, DEFINITE GROUP 19 PERSONS IN 
PRISON, OUR ANNOUNCEMENT CONTAINED VERY EXPLICIT PROVISIONS 
AFFECTING THESE 19 PERSONS, THEIR RIGHT RETURN WAS RECOGNI] ZED, 
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MEASURES WERE TO BE TAKEN BY YOUR AUTHORITIES PERMITTING THEM 
EXPEDITIOUSLY EXERCISE THIS RIGHT, IF ANY OF AMERICANS FELT 
HIS DEPARTURE BEING PREVENTED, HE COULD COMMUNICATE WITH UK 
CHARGE. UK CHARGE WAS TO BE ABLE MAKE REPRESENTATIONS ON 


BEHALF ANY SUCH PERSON, CHARGE WAS ALSO TO BE ENABLED IN- 
VESTIGATE FACTS IN ANY SUCH CASE, 
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D. NOW, AFTER MORE THAN YEAR, IT IMPOSSIBLE POINT TO 

SINGLE PROVISION OUR ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH HAS NOT BEEN SYSTEM- 
ATICALLY CYNICALLY VIOLATED BY YOUR AUTHORITIES, EVEN LIMITED 
ABILITY OF AMERICANS COMMUNICATE WITH UK CHARGE HAS BEEN DE- 
PRIVED OF ANY MEANING BY PROHIBITION ANY MENTION OF FACTS 

WITH REGARD THEIR CASES, THIS WOULD APPEAR INDICATE EVEN YOUR 
AUTHORITIES REALIZE FACTS IN THESE CASES COULD NOT JUSTIFY 
CONTINUED FAILURE RELEASE THESE PERSONS IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
COMMITMENT ANNOUNCEMENT, 


E. WHILE YOUR AUTHORITIES HAVE BEEN THUS CONSTRICTING 

SCOPE OF AGREEMENT, WITH EVENTUAL RESULT ITS SIGNIFICANCE 

HAS BEEN ALL BUT DESTROYED, MY GOVERNMENT HAS NOT ONLY BEEN 
FAITHFULLY CARRYING OUT EVERY ONE OF ITS PROVISIONS, IT HAS 

EVEN ENLARGED ITS SCOPE BEYOND WHAT WAS ORIGINALLY AGREED 

UPON, MY GOVERNMENT OFFERED DEPORT IMMEDIATELY YOUR COUNTRY ANY 
ALIEN CHINESE PRISONER MY COUNTRY WISHING GO THERE, TO ASSURE 
YOU OUR GOOD FAITH MY GOVERNMENT WAS PREPARED ALLOW REPRESENT~- 
ATIVES OF THIRD PARTY YOUR CHOICE TO BE PRESENT WHEN PRISONERS 
STATED THEIR PREFERENCES, YOU REJECTED THIS OFFER, MAKING IT 
CLEAR YOU PREFERRED MY GOVERNMENT JOIN YOUR AUTHORITIES IN 
RESTRICTING, RATHER THAN ENLARGING, SCOPE OF AGREED ANNOUNCE- 
MENT. THIS, MY GOVERNMENT OF COURSE COULD NOT AND WOULD NOT 

DO, SINCE DECISION HAD BEEN TAKEN TO EXTEND PROVISIONS OF 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT TO SUCH PRISONERS, MY GOVERNMENT ON OWN 
INTITIATIVE TOOK MEASURES ALLOW THOSE WISHING DO SO EXPEDITIOUSLY 
EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT RETURN, PRISONERS WERE INTERVIEWED 
INDIVIDUALLY BY REPRESENTATIVES OF AMERICAN RED CROSS IN 
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ORDER ENTIRELY IMPARTIALLY DETERMINE THEIR WISHES, IN KEEP- 
ING WITH YOUR DESIRES, NO REPRESENTATIVE OF INDIAN EMBASSY, 
- NOR OF ANY THIRD COUNTRY - WAS PRESENT THESE INTERVIEWS, 


F, | CAN NOW INFORM YOU, ON OCTOBER 29, AS RESULT 

THESE MEASURES, A CHINESE PRISONER DESIRING RETURN YOUR COUNTRY, 
MR, JAMES LEW, DEPARTED FROM MY COUNTRY, | UNDERSTAND HE 
ARRIVED HONG KONG NOVEMBER 19, AND HAS NOW PRESUMABLY CROSSED 
INTO YOUR COUNTRY, | MIGHT MENTION MR, LEW WAS PERMITTED PRO- 
CEED YOUR COUNTRY EVEN THOUGH HE HAD SERVED ONLY ABOUT ONE 

AND ONE HALF YEARS OF 7 TO 20 YEARS SENTENCE FOR MANSLAUGHTER 
AND WOULD NOT FOR MANY YEARS HAVE EVEN BECOME ELIGIBLE FOR OUR 
VERY LENIENT PAROLE PROCEDURES OR REDUCTION SENTENCE FOR GOOD 
BEHAVIOR, 


AS FOR BALANCE OF CHINESE PRISONERS MY COUNTRY, THEY HAVE 
FREELY AND FORMALLY INDICATED TO IMPARTIAL REPRESENTATIVE 
ARC THEY HAVE NO DESIRE RETURN YOUR COUNTRY AND ARE THUS 

CLEARLY OUTSIDE TERMS REFERENCE OUR TALKS, 


G, HAVE GIVEN YOU THIS INFORMATION NOT IN ORDER 

DEMAND YOUR AUTHORITIES ENLARGE, AS MY GOVERNMENT HAS DONE, 
SCOPE OF ANNOUNCEMENT, MY GOVERNMENT ASKS NO MORE THAN 
PLAIN TERMS OF OUR AGREEMENT BE IMPLEMENTED, WITH RESPECT 

TO VERY AMERICANS ABOUT WHOM YOU AND | WERE TALKING WHEN 
ANNOUNCEMENT WAS ISSUED, MY GOVERNMENT 1S CLEARLY ENTITLED 
EXPECT 10 REMAINING AMERICANS WILL BE ALLOWED WITHOUT FURTHER 
DELAY RETURN THEIR COUNTRY, 


H. | MENTION THIS MATTER IN SOME DETAIL THIS MORNING 

BECAUSE THINK IT IMPORTANT WE BE CLEAR AS TO WHICH SIDE 
REALLY BEEN RESOLVING ISSUES BETWEEN US, I MENTION IT BECAUSE 
OF GREAT IMPORTANCE FULFILLING UNDERSTANDINGS AND COMMITMENTS 
ALREADY ARRIVED AT AND GREAT IMPORTANCE KNOWING WHETHER 
PLEDGED WORDS HAVE ANY VALUE, THIS HAD IMPORTANCE WHICH TRANS- 
CENDS EVEN IMPORTANCE OF THESE INDIVIDUAL AMERICANS AND THIS 
ISSUE, IMPORTANCE RELATES TO WHOLE RANGE OF RELATIONS BETWEEN 
OUR TWO COUNTRIES, BASIS OF MUTUAL CONFIDENCE ABSOLUTELY 
ESSENTIAL IF THERE IS TO BE POSSIBILITY OF NEGOTIATING RESO- 
LUTION OF OUR OTHER DISPUTES, 
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5. | CONTINUED, PERFORMANCE HIS GOVERNMENT THUS FAR WITH 
RESPECT FIRST AGREEMENT BETWEEN US HAD NOT ESTABLISHED THAT 
BASIS CONFIDENCE, 1! HAD AT EACH MEETING HERE AND CONTINUE 70 
EXPRESS MY HOPE THAT HIS AUTHORITIES WOULD ESTABLISH THAT BAS!S 
OF CONFIDENCE BY CARRYING OUT THAT AGREEMENT, THIS IS NOT 
ANYTHING WHICH ANY FORM OF WORDS OR PROPOSAL FROM MY SIDE 
COULD POSSIBLY RESOLVE, NEITHER COULD ANY FORM WORDS OR PRO- 
POSALS FROM MY SIDE RESOLVE PROBLEM OF DECISION 

BY HIS AUTHORITIES THAT OUR OTHER DISPUTES BE SOLVED BY 
PEACEFUL MEANS ONLY, EITHER THESE PROBLEMS COULD BE RESOLVED 
BY CHANGING LEVEL OF THESE MEETINGS, THEY COULD BE RESOLVED 
WHEN HIS AUTHORITIES REACHED DECISION TO RESOLVE THEM, WHEN 
THAT DONE WE COULD HERE GO ON TO DISCUSSION OTHER MATTERS BE- 
TWEEEN US, | HAD HOPED, STILL HOPE HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD TAKE 
ACTION ESSENTIAL ENABLE US DO SO, | REGRETED THAT IN HIS 


STATEMENT THIS MORNING | DID NOT SEE ANY INDICATION THEY HAD 
TAKEN DECISION DO SO, 
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6. WANG REPLIED AFTER LISTENING STATEMENT | JUST MADE HE 
EQUALLY REGRETTED NO INDICATION IN STATEMENT ANY CON- 
STRUCTIVE VIEWS MAKE PROGRESS THESE TALKS, | HAD SPOKEN OF 
ESTABLISHING MUTUAL CONFIDENCE BETWEEN US AND ALSO SAID SETTLE- 
. MENT PROBLEMS COULD ONLY BE RESOLVED BY TAKING ACTION RATHER 
U THAN PUTTING FORWARD EMPTY WORDS, IN COURSE TALKS HIS SIDE 
REPEATEDLY MADE PROPOSALS WHICH COULD HAVE HELPED US MAKE 
PROGRESS, YET MY SIDE REFUSED TAKE UNDER CONSIDERATION, 
HOW COULD WE EXPECT PROGRESS, IF ONLY ONE OF TWO SIDES HAD 
DESIRE MAKE PROGRESS BY TAKING ACTION IN THESE TAKS IT VERY 
HARD MAKE ANY PROGRESS, FOR LONG TIME THEY HAD NOT SEEN ANY 
INDICATION OF INTENT ON PART US TAKE EFFECTIVE STEPS MAKE 
PROGRESS THESE TALKS, MY SIDE NOT ONLY FAILED OFFER EFFECTIVE 
STEPS PUSH THESE TALKS FORWARD BUT AT SAME TIME MY SIDE NOT 
WILLING CONSIDER ACCEPTANCE THEIR PROPOSALS WHICH COULD HAVE 
ACTUALLY MADE PROGRESS OUR TALKS, UNDER SUCH CIRCUMSTANCES 
HOW COULD ONE EXPECT ANY RESOLUTION OF PROBLEMS AND HOW COULD 
MUTUAL CONFIDENCE BE ESTABLISH&D THIS MANNER, 
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7. WANG CONTINUED INSOFAR AS PROBLEM RETURN CIVILIANS IT 

RATHER HIS SIDE WHICH FELT DISSATISFIED, THEY HAD ALWAYS 

EXTENDED WELCOME ALL CHINESE NATIONALS RETURNING THEIR 
: COUNTRY, HOWEVER NUMBER PERSONS WHO ACTUALLY RETURNED VERY 
MUCH AT VARIANCE WITH NUMBER THOS< WHOSE RETURN THEY DESIRED, 
THESE TALKS NOW IN SIXTEENTH MONTH YET MY SIDE STILL, Wi THOUT 
JUSTIFICATION REFUSED FURNISH LIST ALL CHINESE RESIDING MY 
COUNTRY, MY SIDE STILL REFUSED GIVE ANY ACCOUNT 52 CHINESE 
WHOSE NAMES HE HAD GIVEN ME WITH REQUEST ACCOUNTING BE MADE 
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NOR GIVEN ANY EXPLANATION OF FAILURE RETURN 26 OF 103 WHO 

MY SIDE LONG AGO INFORMED HIM DESIRED RETURN AND WHOSE RETURN 
BEEN OBSTRUCTED, EVEN AFTER CONCLUSION SOLEMN AGREEMENT MY 
SIDE SEEN FIT PRESSURE CHINESE NATIONALS SECURE TAIWAN ENTRY 
PERMIT OR APPLY FOR PERMANENT RESIDENCE US, IN ADDITION MY 
AUTHORITIES CONTINUE USE ALL SORT IMPOSSIBLE METHODS TRY 
KEEP THEIR NATIONALS FROM RETURNING HOMELAND, BESIDES 
SHOCKING CASE HE BROUGHT UP LAST MEETING IS HOW FBI, IN ATTEMPT 
OBSTRUCT RETURN, FLAGRANTLY INTERFERING FREEDOM CHINESE 
NATIONALS* CORRESPONDENCE, MY IMMIGRATION AUTHORITIES ALSO 
USED PRESSURE AND THREATS IN VIOLATION AGREEMENT AND ATTEMPT 
CONVINCE DEPARTING CHINESE PROCEED TAIWAN OR NOT LEAVE US, 
MOST CHINESE WHO RETURNED RECENTLY HAD HAD SUCH EXPERIENCE, 
INDICATING SUCH ILLEGAL PRACTICES BEING USED SYSTEMATICALLY, 
INSTEAD CORRECTING THIS VIOLATION AGREEMENT MY SIDE RESORTING 


- ENTANGLEMENT ISSUE BY MAKING FALSE CHARGES THAT HIS COUNTRY 


FAILED CARRY OUT AGREEMENT, MY SIDE DARED NOT FACE UP TO FACT 
HIS GOVT LONG SINCE CARRYING OUT AGREEMENT BY ENABLING ALL 
AMERICANS DESIRING DO SO RETURN MY COUNTRY, MY SIDE CANNOT 


DENY HIS SIDE IN ACCORDANCE AGREEMENT TAKES MEASURES ON OWN 


INITIATIVE AND BEEN HANDLING CASES IN LENIENT SPIRIT EVEN 
ENABLED GREATER PART AMERICAN PRISONERS RETURN, AT OPENING 
THESE TALKS THIS GROUP AMERICANS NUMBERED 40, INCLUDING 13 
AIRMEN (SIC.). NOW REMAINED ONLY 10 SERVING SENTENCES IN 
CHINA, NOW MY SIDE GONE SO FAR DEMAND IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
THESE PERSONS PRIOR EXPIRATION SENTENCES AND BEFORE JUSTICE 
AUTHORITIES TAKEN MEASURES OWN INITIATIVE COMMUTE SENTENCES, 
HE COULDNT BUT CONSIDER THIS FLAGRANT CASE INTERFERENCE IN 
INTERNAL AFFAIRS HIS COUNTRY, INSOFAR CASE CHARLES MCCARTHY 
CONCERNED ALREADY MADE COMMENT AT GREAT LENGTH LAST MEETING 
AND NOT GOING MAKE FURTHER COMMENT TODAY. CONTRARY LENIENT 
POLICY HIS COUNTRY TOWARD AMERICAN PRISONERS, MY SIDE ILLEGALLY 
CARRIED OUT SCREENING OF IMPRISONED CHINESE IN ATTEMPT 
ACCOMPLISH DESIGN RETAINING THESE PERSONS, THEY WOULD NEVER 
RECOGNIZE THIS ILLEGAL SCREENING PERSONS, THEY FORMALLY 
DEMAND US CARRY OUT AGREEMENT BY SUPPLYING LIST CHINESE, BY 
REMOVING OBSTRUCTIONS THEIR DEPARTURE AND BY STOPPING ALL ACTS 
WHICH VOLATE AGREEMENT, IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS BETWEEN US 
AND PROGRESS QUR TALKS REQUIRED CONCERTED EFFORT BOTH SIDES, 
THE DEMAND ONLY ONE SIDE UNILATERALLY TO MAKE PROGRESS WILL 
NOT HELP- IN THE ACTUAL PROGRESS OF OUR TALKS, 
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i 8, | REPLIED HE HAD SPOKEN OF FALSE CHARGES HERE, “ 

| WE HAD VERY GOOD METHOD IN OUR ANNOUNCEMENT OF DETERMINING 


WHO IN FACT MAKING FALSE CHARGES, WE HAD VERY GOOD METHOD 
DETERMINING WHO IN FACT CARRYING OUT ANNOUNCEMENT, |T METHOD 
HE HIMSELF SUGGESTED, IT 1S THIRD PARTY WHICH HAD SPECIFIC 
IC FUNCTIONS IN EACH OUR COUNTRIES UNDER ANNOUNCEMENT, | DID 
| NOT KNOW HOW IT COULD BE BETTER DEMONSTRATED THAT MY GOVT 
HAD CARRIED OUT AGREEMENT THAN BY FACT IT HAD NOT YET RECEIVED 
FROM THIRD PARTY SINGLE REPRESENTATION ALLEGING IT HAD INTER~ 
FERED WITH DEPARTURE ANY CHINESE FROM MY COUNTRY WHO DES!RED 
: RETURN, THIS SHOULD DEMONSTRATE WHAT | WANTED EMPHASIZE 
| IS FACT; MY COUNTRY HAD NOT SLIGHTEST !NTEREST ATTEMPTING 
I KEEP IN MY COUNTRY ANY CHINESE WHO DES/RES RETURN HIS COUNTRY, 
| THAT SHOULD BE, | THOUGHT, SELF-EVIDENT, WE HAD NO NEED FOR 
{! OR DESIRE HAVE UNWILLING RESIDENTS OUR COUNTRY, EVERY 
| CHINESE MY COUNTRY WHO DESIRED RETURN CONTINUED FREE BE 
ABLE DO SO AT TIME HIS CHOICE, THAT THEY CONTINUED DO SO SHOWN 
BY FACT THAT INSOFAR OUR INFORMATION EXTENDS 250 HAVE DONE 
SO SINCE BEGINNING OUR TALKS, QUESTION NOT WHETHER NUMBER 
WHO RETURNED WAS, AS HE PHRASED IT, NUMBER WHOSE RETURN THEY 
DESIRED; QUESTION WAS WHETHER THOSE WHO WANTED RETURN ABLE DO 
SO, THIS, IN VIEW HIS REPRESENTATIONS HERE EVEN EXTENDED 
TO PRISONERS WHO COMMON CRIMINALS, EXTENDED WITHOUT REGARD 
GRAVITY CRIMES, LENGTH SENTENCES OR ELIGIBILITY FOR LENIENCY, 
| HAD BEEN MAKING NO DEMAND ON HIM HERE EXCEPT THAT HIS GOVT 
EQUALLY CARRY OUT COMMITMENT IT UNDERTAKEN, THAT IT HAD NOT 
DONE SO SHOWN BY FACT THERE 10 AMERICANS WHO UNDENIABLY DESIRE 
RETURN, NOT YET ABLE DO SO, THAT IT NOT EVEN CARRIED OUT 
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SUBSIDIARY PORTIONS AGREEMENT PROVEN BY FACT IT EVEN REFUSED 
ACCEPT REPRESENTATIONS FROM THIRD PARTY WITH REGARD CASE 
CLEARLY COMiNG WITHIN TERMS ANNOUNCEMENT, 1 HAD REFUSED 
PERMIT THIRD PARTY EVEN INVESTIGATE FACTS CASE WHEN REQUEST 
BEEN MADE STRICTLY IN ACCORDANCE TERMS ANNOUNCEMENT, THESE 
NOT VAGJE, UNSUPPORTED ALLEGATIONS MY PART, THEY UNDENIABLE 
FACTS, THEY ACTS INVOLVING THIRD PARTY UNDER OUR AGREEMENT, 
NO AMOUNT RATIONALIZATION COULD DISPOSE OF THESE FACTS, 


9, WANG REPLIED HAD ALREADY MADE CLEAR OPINION ON QUESTION 
CIVILIANS THIS MORNING, NOTHING MORE ADD TO THOSE OBSERVATIONS, 
ALSO, MADE CLEAR REPEATEDLY HIS SPECIFIC REQUEST ON IMPROVEMENT 
STATUS CHINESE NATIONALS IN US, IMPROVEMENT THEIR ABILITY WITHOUT 
OBSTRUCTION RETURN THEIR COUNTRY, HE DESIRED SEE THIS SITUATION 
WOULD IN FACT BE IMPROVED, AS HE HAD REPEATEDLY MADE CLEAR 

IN THESE TALKS, ANY ADDITIONAL DEMANDS GOING BEYOND SCOPE 
AGREEMENT, INSOFAR AS AMERICANS IN CHINA CONCERNED, WOULD NOT 
BE ACCEPTED BY HIS SIDE, THEY HAD ALREADY TAKEN MEASURES 

ENABLE GREATER PART AMERICANS IN CHINA EXERCISE RIGHT 

RETURN, AS REGARDS REMAINING 10 PRISONERS SERVING SENTENCES 

HE HAD NEVER SAID CHINA WOULD CEASE APPLYING TO THEM LENIENT 
POLICY, IF THESE PERSONS SHOW GOOD BEHAVIOR, THEY WOULD CON~ 
TINUE, AS THEY HAD REPEATEDLY STATED, TO TAKE LENIENT MEASURES, 


10, |! REPLIED IT NOT QUESTION GOOD BEHAVIOR, NOT QUESTION 
LENIENT POLICY AS HE TERMED IT, NOT QUESTION OF GREATER PART 
OF AMERICANS BEING ABLE RETURN WHO DESIRE DO SO, IT QUESTION 
OF WHETHER FIRST AGREEMENT BETWEEN US WAS TO BE CARRIED OUT 
AND At.L OF THEM BE ABLE DO SO, | HAD MADE NO DEMANDS ON HIM 
BEYOND SCOPE AGREEMENT, MY DEMANDS WERE THAT AGREEMENT BE 
CARRIED OUT, THUS FAR IT HAD NOT BEEN, HE SPOKE OF LENIENT 
POLICY, AS | HAD PREVIOUSLY POINTED OUT, VERY HARD EVEN A PART 
AGREEMENT, SEE THAT IS BEING CARRIED OUT, POLICY NOW APPEARED 
BE THESE PEOPLE REQUIRED SERVE FULL TERM THEIR SENTENCES, 
CONTRASTED SHARPLY WITH ACTION TAKEN MY AUTHORITIES, AS | 
POINTED OUT THIS MORNING A CHINESE PRISONER IN MY COUNTRY 
DES!RING RETURN HIS COUNTRY HAD BEEN PERMITTED DO SO ENTIRELY 
WITHOUT REGARD NORMAL POLICIES PAROLE AND LENIENCY, PERMITTED 
DO SO WITHOUT REGARD HIS BEHAVIOR OR ANY TIME OFF GOOD 
BEHAVIOR, WHEN IMPARTIALLY DETERMINED HE DESIRED RETURN, HE 
WAS PERMITTED IMMEDIATELY~-LET ME SAY EXPEDITIOUSLY-~-DO SO, 
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11. WANG REPLIED HIS GOVT HAD IN PAST AND WOULD IN FUTURE 
ADOPT LENIENT POLICY TOWARD AMERICAN PRISONERS, IN VIEW CRIMES 
AND OFFENSES COMMITTED BY THESE INDIVIDUALS IN CHINA, NOT 
QUESTION OF TAKING COUPLE YEARS OFF THEIR SENTENCES, FACTS 
ALREADY DEMONSTRATED HOW EXTENSIVE HAD BEEN APPLICATION 
LENIENT POLICY TO AMERICANS, TO DEMAND HIS GOVT DISREGARD 
PROVISIONS OF ITS LAW IN DEALING WITH AMERICANS WAS INTER} 
FERENCE WITH SOVEREIGN RIGHTS HIS COUNTRY AND WOULD NEVER 
ACHIEVE DESIRED END, IF ALL THSE AMERICANS WHO COMMITTED 
OFFENSES IN CHINA BE ABLE RETURN WITHIN PRESCRIBED TIME THEN, 
NOT NECESSARY MAKE THAT AGREEMENT, AS MATTER OF FACT MY GOVT 
ACTUALLY KEPT GREATER NUMBER CHINESE IN OUR PRISONS, THEY 

HAD REPEATEDLY STATED AND EXPRESSED STRONG OPPOSITION TO 
SCREENING THESE CHINESE, THERE WAS SIGNIFICANT DISCREPANCY 
BETWEEN MY STATEMENT THIS MORNING AND AT LAST MEETING, AT 
LAST MEETING | MADE STATEMENT NOT SINGLE CHINESE INDICATED 
DESIRE RETURN HIS COUNTRY, THIS MORNING | TOLD HIM ONE THESE 
CHINESE HAD DESIRED DO SO, THIS CONSPICUOUS CASE SELF. 
CONTRADICTION, HE REPEATEDLY ADVISED MY GOVT ADOPT MEASURES 
ON OWN INITIATIVE JUST AS HIS GOVT HAD IN HANDLING CHINESE 

IN MY COUNTRY, | HAD BEEN MAKING DEMANDS IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
AMERICANS SERVING SENTENCES HIS COUNTRY, IF HE WERE TO 

FOLLOW MY LOGIC (HE NOT SPEAKING OF IMMEDIATE RELEASE ALL 
THOSE IMPRISONED CHINESE) HEtD LIKE TO KNOW WHETHER MY GOVT 
COULD AGREE ALLOW ALL THESE IMPRISONED CHINESE GET OUT OF PRISON 
AND BE IN POSITION TO EXPRESS WILL, AS HE HAD REPEATEDLY POINTED 
OUT IN PAST, IT ESSENTIAL IN HANDLING RETURN CIVILIANS TO 
ADOPT MEASURES FACILITATE AND ENABLE PERSONS TO IN FACT 
RETURN, NOTHING IN SERIES ACTIONS TAKEN MY GOVT HAD BEEN 

IN DIRECTION RESOLVING THIS PROBLEM, IN SUCH CIRCUMSTANCES HOW 
COULD ONE SPEAK OF FAITHFULLY IMPLEMENTING OUR AGREEMENT, 
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12. | REPLIED, FIRST WANTED CLEAR UP APPARENT MISUNDERSTANDING, 
HE QUOTED ME AS SAYING AT LAST MEETING NOT SINGLE CHINESE IN 
PRISON HAD INDICATED DESIRE RETURN HIS COUNTRY, 1! DID NOT 
RECALL MAKING THAT STATEMENT--DID NOT BELIEVE | HAD, WHAT 

in | RECALLED SAYING WAS THAT THERE NOT THEN ANY SINGLE CHINESE IN 


‘< OUR PRISONS WHO DID DESIRE RETURN, THAT STATEMENT ENTIRELY 


»PERMANENT REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 


ACCURATE AND CONSISTENT WITH STATEMENT | HAD MADE THIS 


MORNING BECAUSE AS HAD STATED THIS MORNING MR, LEW DEPARTED 
FROM US OCTOBER 29, 


13. |§| CONTINUED FRANKLY NOT ABLE FOLLOW HIS LINE REASONING, 
ON ONE HAND HE SA!D MY ASKING HIM RELEASE ALL AMERICAN PRISONERS 
AND PERMITTING THEM RETURN IN ACCORDANCE WITH AGREEMENT WAS 
INTERFERING IN INTERNAL AFFAIRS, ON OTHER HAND HE ASKED ME TO 
RELEASE ALL CHINESE IN PRISONS US AND ONCE RELEASED PERMIT THEM 
MAKE DECISION AS TO WHETHER DESIRED RETURN, | NOT ASKING HIM 
RELEASE AMERICANS FROM HIS PRISONS TO REMAIN HIS COUNTRY, 

| WAS ASKING HIM TO MAKE IT POSSIBLE FOR ALL OF THEM WHO 
UNDOUBTEDLY WISHED RETURN TO DO SO, 1! MIGHT POINT OUT EVEN HIS 
OWN PRACTICE DID NOT CONFORM TO WHAT HE DESIRE | DO, HE 

HAD INFORMED ME OF AT LEAST EIGHT OR NINE CASES SINCE TALKS 
BEGAN--SOME AT TIME ISSUANCE AGREEMENT AND SOME SUBSEQUENT 
THAT#.<OF AMERICANS WHO BEING DEPORTED FROM HIS COUNTRY, 

THEY NOT BEING RELEASED AS FREE PERSONS INTO HIS COUNTRY TO 
DECIDE WHAT THEY WANTED DO, THEY BEING DEPORTED, I! HAD NOT 
OBJECTED THIS PROCEDURE, HIS AUTHORITIES COULD NATURALLY CARRY 
1T OUT ANY WAY THEY DESIRED, TWO IMPORTANT ELEMENTS ARE 

SIMPLY WHETHER THEY DESIRE RETURN AND WHETHER ABLE DO SO, 
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IN CASES WHERE HIS AUTHORITIES CARRIED OUT DEPBRIR PT ONS icer 
THESE ELEMENTS PRESENT, NOT OBJECTING, BUT SIMPLY PO! 97 We 
©. INCONSISTENCY WITH WHAT HE NOW SEEMED BE SAYING WITH 
REGARD CHINESE PRISONERS IN US, ACCEPTING HIS CONTENTION THAT 
THEY COVERED BY AGREEMENT THESE TwO ELEMENTS AGAIN ARISE, 

DID THEY DESIRE RETURN AND WERE THEY ABLE ©° SO, IN ABSENCE 

OF KIS CONCURRENCE PROCEDURE WE FIRST SUGGESTED TC DETERMINE 
Tic) DESIRES, WE HAD ADOPTED MOST INCONTROVERTIBLY UNPREJUDICED 
METHOD WE COULD FIND, THAT WAS AGENCY OF AMEK:°4N RED CROSS, 
THAT AGENCY INTERVIEWED EACH PRISONER TO DETERMINE HIS DESIRE, 
WHEN THAT DETERMINED, PRISONERS WHO HAD EXPRESSED DESIRE RETURN 
HIS COUNTRY ENABLED IMMEDIATELY AND PROMPTLY DO £0, 





14, WANG REPLIED ON QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS, | HAD SPOKEN 
OF TwO ELEMENTS; WHETHER PERSONS DES/RED RETURN AND WHETHER 
ABLE DO SO, PROBLEM WE NOW HANDLING CONCERNED TRANSACTION 
BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES AND SHOULD THEREFORE FOLLOW USiAL 
INTERNATIONAL PRACTICE, GREATER PART AMERICANS IN CHINA 
INCLUDING THOSE IMPRISONED FOR OFFENSES HAD BEEN HANDLED BY 
HIS GOVT IN ACCORDANCE WITH MEASURES TAKEN HIS GOVT, AS 

FAR AS CHINESE IMPRISONED MY COUNTRY CONCERNED, Tri=Y HAD ~ 
REPEATEDLY POINTED OUT FACT IMPRISONED PERSONS NOT iti POSITION 
!DITCATE FREE WILL, THAT WHY HE RAISED QUESTION WITH ME AS 

TO WHETHER MY AUTHORITIES COULD RELEASE THEM OUT OF PRISON AND 
WHEN ONCE RELEASED DETERMINE WHETHER DESIRED RETURN MY 
COUNTRY, IF US NOT IN POSITION DO SO, THEN EASY UNDERSTAND 
WHY HIS GOVT COULD NOT ACT ACCORDING TO WHAT | HAD DEMANDI'D 
HERE, 


15. | REPLIED, HAD NOT ASKED HiM TO RELEASE AMERICANS IN 
PRISON TO REMAIN {N CHINA AND THEN DECIDE WHETHER OR NCT THES 
DESIRE GO, AS &*D POINTED OUT IN PAST THAT HAD NOT EVEN BECN 
HIS OWN PRACTICE IN MANY THESE CASES, EXCEPT WHERE PERSCNS 
HAD SERVED FULL TERM SENTENCES, AND THEREFORE THERE NO CHOiCE 
BUT RELEASE THEM, THEY APPEARED TO HAVE FOLLOWED PRACTICE 
DEPORTATION, AS HAD TOLD HIM THAT !S ENTIRELY ACCEPTABLE 

TO ME AND | DID NOT BELIEVE !T CONTRARY TO TERMS AGREEMENT, 
IN FACT §| ANTICIPATED THAT HE WOULD PROBABLY CARRY CUT HIS 
OBLIGATIONS UNDER AGREEMENT IN THAT MANNER, HOWEVER, THIS 


—— MATTER FOR DECISION BY HIS AUTHORITIES, | HAD NEVER 
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ATTEMPTED DICTATE MANNER IN WHICH THEY SHOULD CARRY OUT THEIR 


OBLIGATIONS, ON ASKED INTERNATIONAL OBLIGATION ASSUMED BY 
to HIS AUTHORITIES BE CARRIED OUT, 
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16. WANG REPLIED WHAT | HAD SPOKEN ABOUT EXACTLY WHAT HIS 
COUNTRY DOING NOW, AS TO WHAT METHODS AND WAYS EMPLOYED, 
WHETHER THEY BE DEPORTED OR WHETHER BE GIVEN EARLY RELEASE, 
ENTIRELY MATTER DECISON BY JUSTICE AUTHORITIES HIS COUNTRY, 

C AS HAD REPEATEDLY STATED HERE, !F PRISONERS CONCERNED SHOWED 
GOOD BEHAVIOR, IT WOULD CERTAINLY HELP JUSTICE AUTHORITIES 
TAKE ACTION TO REACH SUCH DECISON, 


of the United States 


17. +%| REPLIED YET HE ASKED JUSTICE AUTHORITIES MY COUNTRY 
UNCONDITIONALLY RELEASE ALL CHINESE PRISONES MY COUNTRY, 
THEN LET THEM DECIDE IF THEY DESIRE RETURN, 


18, WANG REPLIED THEY HAD NOT MADE SUCH A DEMAND ON MY 
GOVT, ONLY DEMANDED IT ADOPT MEASURES ON ITS OWN INITIATIVE, 
WISHED STRESS IMPRISONED CHINESE MY COUNTRY DID NOT HAVE 
ABILITY ESPRESS WILL WHILE IN PRISON, TO TRY TO STATE BY 

: ANY MEANS THAT ANY CHINESE IN OUR PRISONS RETURN OR NOT COULD 
NOT BE CONSIDERED TRUE, 
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18, | ASKED DID HE MEAN A MAN IN PRISON COULD NOT DECIDE } 
WHETHER HE PREFERED TO SERVE SENTENCE IN ACCORDANCE WITH 

REGULATIONS OF WHICH AWARE, OR DESIRED IMMEDIATLY PROCEED 

HIS COUNTRY--THAT 1S DID HE MEAN A MAN COULD NOT MAKE A 

DECISION BETWEEN THOSE TWO THINGS, | 


19. WANG REPLIED AS RESULT YEARS MY GOVT*S OUTRAGEOUS ANTI- 
. CHINA PROPAGANDA CAMPAIGN AND PERSECUTION CHINESE MY COUNTRY, ' 
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TREMENDOUS PRESSURE AND THREATS EXERTED TiHHESE PERSONS WITH 
REGARD DESIRE RETURN MOTHERLAND, AS RESULT ALL THIS, (PSYCHOLOGY 
OF CHINESE PRISONERS NO LONGER NORMAL AND WOULD BELIEVE IF 

ONLY MENTION DESIRE RETURN MOTHERLAND, SENTENCES MIGHT BE 
DOUBLED AND IN CASES WHEN PEOPLE COMMITTED MINOR OFFENSE, ) 

MIGHT BE TAKEN AS MAJOR OFFENSES AND HEAVIER SENTENCES GIVEN, 


UNDER SUCH CIRCUMSTANCES DIFFICULT EXPRESS WITH AND DIFFUCILT 
MAKE DICISON, 


20. | SAID SEEMD TO ME PRESSURE WOULD ALL BE IN OTHER DIRECTION, 
CERTAINLY FOR PRISONER WHO HAD LONG SENTENCE AHEAD OF HIM 

TO BE GIVEN CHOICE BETWEEN SERVING THAT SENTENCE AND BEING GIVEN 
IMMEDIATE RELASE RETURN TO HIS COUNTRY, PRESSURE WOULD BE ALL 
FOR SEEKING RELEASE, | WAS CONFIDENT ANY CHINSE IN US PER- 
FECTLY AWARE OF WHAT BEEN FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE OF OUR SYSTEM 
JUSTICE FROM VERY BEGINNING OUR COUNTRY, FAR FROM BEING 
WORRIED ABOUT HIS SENTENCE BEING DOUBLED OR INCREAED, HE 

WOULD KNOW PERFECTLY WELL THAT UTTERLY IMPOSSIBLE UNDER OUR 
SYSTEM, FIRST, IT ALWAYS BEEN FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE OUR 
JUSTICE, NO MAN COULD BE TRIED TWICE FOR SAME CRIME, THAT 

1S IF TRIED AND FOUND INNOCENT HE COULD NOT BD TRIED AGAIN, 

IF TRIED AND FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCE IMPOSED HE COULD NOT 

BE TRIED AGAIN AND ANOTHER SENTENCE IMPOSED, IF TRIED AND 
FOUND GUILTY AND APPEALED SENTENCE TO HGHER COURT, HIGHER 
COURT COULD UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES INCREASE SENTENCE, IT 
COULD EITHER DECREASE SENTENCE OR REAFFIRM SENTENCE--OR DECLARE 
HIS INNOCENT, THESE ABSOLUTELY FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES OF OUR 
SYSTEM JUSTICE WHICH WELL KNOWN ANYONE LIVNG OUR COUNTRY, 

| THUS SATISFIED NO PRISONERS COULD POSSIBLY HAVE FEAR HE Ts 
MENTIONED, IN ANY EVEN | THOUGHT CASE MR, LEW WHO HAS JUST 
RETURNED HIS COUNTRY AMPLY PROOF THIS,.AGAIN ASK HIM BY 
WHATEVER METHOD HE CHOSE, PERMIT AMERICANS iN HIS COUNTRY 
EXPEDITOUSLY BE PERMITTED RETURN MY COUNTRY, IN OTHER WORDS 
SIMPLY ASK THAT CLEAR WORDS AGREEMENT BE CARRIED OUT, 


21. WANG SAID DIONT WANT ENGAGE DEBATE ON LEGAL PROCEDURE 
MY COUNTRY, SIMPLY WANTED POINT OUT NO LACK CASES INNOCENT 
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CHINESE NATIONALS AND CHINESE STUDETS MY COUNTRY WHO SUBJECTED 
ARREST AND IMPRISONMENT MY GOVT, FOR A PERSON SIMPLY TO 

DESIRE RETURN OWN COUNTRY HAD EVEN BEEN MADE SORT OF CRIME, 
EVEN THOSE PERSONS WHO ALREADY EMBARKED ON SHIPS ©JUND HOME AND 
EVEN THOSE ALREADY HONG KONG HAD BEEN SUBJECTED ALL SORTS 
SYSTEMATIC OBSTRUCTION, SUCH WAS TREATMENT GIVEN BY MY 
AGENCIES TO PERSONS WHO NOT EVEN COMMITTED OFFENSES MY COUNTRY, 
WE COULD IMAGINE WHAT STATE OF MIND PERSONS ACTUALLY IM- 
PRiSONED MY COUNTRY ARE IN, THAT REASON HE HAD POINTED OUT 
PERONS IMPRISONED MY COUNTRY NOT ABLE EXPRESS FREE WILL, 
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22. | MADE TWO POINTS, NO CHINESE IMPRISONED MY COUNTRY 
EXCEPT FOR COMMITTING COMMON CRIMES; SURVEY OF ALL CHINESE 
PRISONERS MY COUNTRY SHOWED THEY THERE FOR ONLY TWO OFFENSES-- 
| ONE WAS MURDER OR MANSLAUGHTER, OTHER NARCOTICS VIOLATION, 
¢ SECONDLY, IT TRULY REMARKABLE THAT IF ANY SUBSTANCE THEIR 

| ALLEGATIONS OF OBSTRUCTION, AT LEAST ONE CASE NOT CALLED OUR 
ATTENTION BY VERY AGENCY ESTABLISHED FOR THAT PURPOSE, THIS 
_ FACET TAKEN WITH FACT CHINESE HAD STEADILY BEEN RETURNING 

HIS COUNTRY SHOWED LACK SUBSTANCE SUCH ALLEGATIONS, 


of the United States 


23. WANG SAID ALREADY POINTED OUT MANY EXAMPLES HOW 

| CHINESE IN AMERICA WHO DESIRED RETURN BEEN OBSTRUCTED, ON 

| OTHER HAND FACT MANY CHINESE STUDENTS IN AMERICA WHO DESIRED 
| RETURN HIS COUNTRY NOT ABLE DO SO PROVED FACT OBSTRUCTION, 

) HAD EXPRESSED HOPE AND CONTINUED HOPE THIS SITUAION SO FAR 
AS CHINESE IN AMERICA CONCERNED WOULD BE IMPROVED, 
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24. | ASKED DID MCCARTHY DESIRE RETURN? ANSWER WAS HE DOES, 
DID HE FEEL HE BEING OBSTRUCTED? ANSWER WAS HE DOES, 

HE HAD SAID TO DESIGNATED THIRD PARTY THAT HE DID, HAD THIRD 
PARTY MADE REPRESENTATION TO HIS COUNTRY ON CASE? ANSWER 

WAS HE HAD, HAD HIS GOVT REFUSED ACCEPT THOSE REPRESENTATIONS 
IN ACCORDANCE OBLIGATIONS UNDER AGREEMENT? ANSWER WAS IT HAD, 
HAD THIRD PARTY ATTEMPTED INVESTIGATE FACTS OF CASE? IT HAD; 
HIS GOVT REFUSED PERMIT IT DO SO, THERE HAD BEEN MOST EXPLICIT 


VIOLATION OF EVERY SINGLE ASPECT OF LETTER OUR AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT, 


25. WANG COULD NOT ACCEPT THIS WAY OF PRESENTING PROBLEM, wo cc ciens 
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HE COULD PUT MATTER THIS WAY, ASKED WHETHER CHARLES MCCARTHY 
COMMITTED OFFENSES IN CHINA? ANSWER WAS YES. ASKED IF PLRSONS 
wHO COMMITTED OFFENSES SHOULD BE ARRESTED? ANSWER WAS THEY 
SHOULD, HAD CHARLES MCCARTHY BEEN TRIED? ANSWER WAS YES, 

HAD HE HIMSELF ADMITTED HIS OFFENSE? YES HE HAD, WHEN WOULD 
HE BE ABLE GET RELEASE FROM PRISON? THERE WERE TWO ANSWERS-- 
ONE WAS AS SOON AS SENTENCE EXPIRED HE WOULD BE RELEASED, 
OTHER WAS IF CHINESE JUSTICE AUTHORITIES CONSIDERED HE HAD 
SHOWN GOOD BEHAVIOR ANDO WAS ELIGIBLE TO BE GRANTED EARLIER 
RCLEASE UNDER THEIR LEGAL PROCEDURES--THEN HE WOULD BE GRANTED 
RELEASE ACCORDINGLY, O10 AGREEMENT BETWEEN US STIPULATE 
CHARLES MCCARTHY WOULD BE RELEASED BEFORE EXPIRATION HIS 
SENTENCE? NO SUCH STIPULATION IN AGREEMENT, HAD CHINESE 
GOVT ACTED IN CONFORMITY WITH AGREEMENT IN CASE CHARLES 
MCCARTHY? ANSWER IS CHINESE GOVT HAS, 


26. | ASKED WHAT MCANING DID AGREEMENT HAVE WITH REGARD 
MR. MCCARTHY? HOW WAS HIS SITUATION ANY DIFFERENT FROM WHAT 


W4S BEFORE WE RCACHED AGREEMENT, 


27. WANG SAID DIFFERENCE LAY IN FACT TIME NOT COME IN WHICH 
HIS CASE MIGHT BE RESOLVED ACCORDING TO THAT AGREEMENT, 


28. | JUST COULD NOT FOLLOW, iT SEEM*LD TO ME HE IN EXACTLY 
SAME POSITION WAS BEFORE We REACHED THAT AGREEMENT ACCORDING 
TO WANG'S STATEMENT, 


29, WANG SAID BLAME NOT ON CHINESE GOVT BUT ON PRISONER 
“MIMSELF, BLAME ON PRISONER WHO CAME CHINA TO OPPOSE CHINESE 
PEOPLE AND GOVT UNDER CLOAK MISSIONARY WORK, 


30. |§ SIO NOT GET POINT, AGRECHENT DID NOT SAY IT DID NOT 
APPLY TO THOSE WHOM CHINESE GOVT ALLEGES CAME TO CHINA TO 
OPPOSE CHINESE PEOPLE AND GOVT UNDER CLOAK MISSIONARY WORK, 
AGRECMENT SAID IT WOULD APPLY ALL AMERICANS, 


31. WANG SAID ALL AMERICANS TO WHOM AGREEMENT APPLIED AND 
SHOULD BE ABLE RETIRN UNDCR THAT AGREEMENT HAD ALREADY 

RETURNED, AGREI“ONT DID NOT PROVIDE ALL PRISONERS BE ABLE 
RETURN WITHIN PRESCRIBED TIME, AGREEMENT PROVIDED THAT ALL 
PERSONS WHO DESIRED DO SO SHOULD BE ALLOWED RETURN THEIR COUNTRY; 
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HOWEVER, IN MY ‘COUNTRY GREAT NUMBER CHINESE WHO DESIRED DO 
SO HAD NOT BEEN ABLE RETURN, THEY HAD NOT ONLY BEEN UNABLE 
RETURN COUNTRY BUT EVEN THEIR CORRESPONDENCE WITH FAMILIES 
BEEN SUBJECT INTERFERENCE BY FBI MY COUNTRY, THIS INTER- 
FERENCE VIOLATES FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE OF DEMOCRATIC STATE, 
THIS VIOLATED FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOM OF PERSONS, THIS EXACTLY 
VIOLATION AND BREACH OUR AGREEMENT, IT TO BE HOPED MY GOVT 
WOULD SPEEDILY CORRECT ALL THESE ACTIONS WHICH IN VIOLATION 
AGREEMENT ALL THESE OBSTRUCTIVE ACTIVITIES, 


32. | SAID WANG'S LAST STATEMENT CAME DOWN TO TWO POINTS, 

ONE THAT AGREEMENT APPLIED ONLY TO THOSE AMERICANS TO WHOM 

HIS GOVT CHOSE APPLY IT, OTHER POINT SEEMED BE THEY HAD 

NOT APPLIED IT TO OTHER AMERICANS REMAINING IN THEIR PRISONS 
BECAUSE OF WHAT THEY ALLEGED TO BE OBSTRUCTION TO CHINESE 

IN AMERICA DESIRING RETURN, WITH REGARD FIRST POINT, AGREEMENT 
DID NOT STATE WOULD BE APPLIED TO THOSE TO WHOM HIS GOVERNMENT 
CHOSE APPLY i*, SAID APPLIED ALL AMERICANS, WITH REGARD 
SECOND POINT, MECHANISM WHICH WANG HIMSELF SUGGESTED TO 
DETERMINE WHETHER AGREEMENT CARRIED OUT HAD AS FAR AS THE US 
CONCERNED NOT OFFERED ANY EVIDENCE OR EVEN ALLEGATION OF 
OBSTRUCTION, AS FAR AS AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY CONCERNED 

SAME MECHANISM HAD ALLEGED OBSTRUCTION AND HAD MADE REPRESETATION 
ON IT WHICH HIS GOVT REFUSED ACCEPT, 
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33. WANG DID NOT AGREE TO EXPLANATION OFFERED BY ME, THERE 
WAS DIFFERENCE BETWEEN OBSTRUCTION AND LAW BREAKING, WE 
COULD NOT MAKE ALLEGATION CHINESE GOVT OBSTRUCTED PEOPLE WHO 
BROKE CHINESE LAW, THIS NOT QUESTION HIS GOVT OFFERING 
7 OBSTRUCTIONS TO THOSE AMERICANS BUT QUESTION THOSE AMERICANS 
| € BREAKING THEIR LAW, !T THESE AMERICANS WHO TO BLAME FOR BREAKING 
oe CHINESE LAW, PEOPLE WHO COMMITTED OFFENSES MUST BE PUNISHED 
1N ACCORDANCE WITH LAW, ON OTHER HAND HE HAD POINTED OUT MANY 
CASES AND EXAMPLES OBSTRUCTION TO RETURN OF CHINESE IN AMERICA, 


ABSENCE OF REPRESENTATION TO MY GOVT DID NOT MEAN OBSTRUCTIONS 
DID NOT EXIST, 


of the United States 


34. | SAID SEEMED AWFULLY GOOD PROOF TO ME, 


35. WANG REPLIED IF ALL OBSTRUCTIONS HAD BEEN REMOVED THEN 
THEY COULD SAY THIS PROOF, WAS MY GOVT PREPARED REMOVE RE- 
QUIREMENT FOR CHINESE NATIONALS GET TAIWAN ENTRY PERMIT, 
THIS WAS LONG-STANDING QUESTION HE HAD RAISED FOR LONG TIME AND 
STILL UNRESOLVED, WAS IT ALLEGED THAT MY GOVT NEVER MADE SUCH 

aa REQUIREMENT ON CHINESE NATIONALS US, 
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36. | THOUGHT A LITTLE LATE TO GO OVER ALL THE GROUND | HAD 
PREVIOUSLY SO CAREFULLY GONE OVER WITH HIM IN REGARD THAT 
MATTER, | HAD POINTED OUT TO HIM IN ANY EVEN REQUIREMENTS 

OUR IMMIGRATION LAWS CONCERNING APPLICATIONS BY PEOPLE WHO 
THERE ON TEMPORARY STATUS TO SHOW THEY ABLE PROCEED ANOTHER 
DESTINATION AT END THEIR TEMPORARY STAY HAD NOTHING TO DO WITH 
ABILITY CHINESE IN US WHO DESIRE RETURN TO DO SO, HOWEVER, 
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IMPORTANT FACT WAS NO CHINESE IN US HAD ALLEGED THAT IN THIS 
OR ANY OTHER MANNER MY GOVT HAD OBSTRUCTED HIS DEPARTURE FROM 
US IF HE DESIRED DO SO THROUGH CHANNEL ESTABLISHED THAT PUR- 
POSE, ON OTHER HAND, AMERICANS IN HIS COUNTRY, INCLUDING 
MOST NOTABLY FR, MCCARTHY, HAD ALLEGED THIS, HIS GOVT NOT 
ONLY REFUSED ACCEPT BUT ALSO REFUSED ACT UPON REPRESENTATIONS 
MADE THROUGH CHANNELS ESTABLISHED IN AGREEMENT, 


37. WANG REPLIED NO MATTER HOW | EXPLAINED THIS MATTER, SO 
LONG AS REQUIREMENT FOR TAIWAN ENTRY PERMIT NOT REMOVED, WE 
COULD NOT BE REGARDED AS ACTING IN ACCORDANCE AGREEMENT, 

OTHER HAND NO MATTER HOW | EXPLAINED A WAY THIS MATTER, |! COULD 


NOT CONFUSE QUESTION OBSTRUCTION WITH QUESTION PERSONS WHO 
COMMITTED CRIMES, 


38. | ASKED WHO WERE WE TALKING ABOUT WHEN MADE AGREEMENT? 

HE PERFECTLY WELL KNEW THEN FR, MCCARTHY IN PRISON, IN FACT 

HE FORMALLY INFORMED ME OF THAT, NOT SAID THEN AGREEMENT 

WAS NOT TO APPLY TO FR, MCCARTHY, IN THOSE WEEKS OF DISCUSSION 


|} WASNtT TALKING OF ABSTRACT AMERICANS, BOTH US TALKING ABOUT 
VERY SPECIFIC AMERICANS--THOSE AMERICANS IN PRISONS, 


39. WANG SAID WE DID NOT THEN DISCUSS MATTER IN TERMS OF 
REGARDING HOLDING OF AMERICAN OFFENDERS AS OBSTRUCTION THEIR 
RETURN, HAD THEY NOT RESOLUTELY FOUGHT AGAINST AND REFUSED 
MY DEMAND FOR RELEASE THESE PRISONERS IN DEFINITE TIME? WHEN 
HAD HE EVER AGREED PERSONS IN THIS CATEGORY WOULD BE RELEASED 
WITHIN GIVEN TIME? CASE CHARLES MCCARTHY INCLUDED THEREIN, 
DID HE NOT MAKE IT QUITE CLEAR AT THE TIME CASES THESE 
PERSONS WOULD HAVE TO BE DEALT WITH IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
SUBSTANCE AND NATURE OFFENSES AND ALSO ALLOWANCES FOR GOOD 
BEHAVIOR? FACT CHARLES MCCARTHY NOT YET RELEASED, INDICATES 
NOT YET FULFILLED CONDITIONS FOR EARLIER RELEASE, 


ho, | ASKED DID WE NOT REJECT AND DID HE NOT AGREE TO 
ELIMINATION OF ANY DISTINCTION IN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THOSE HE 
TERMED AS HAVING COMMITTED CRIMES AND THOSE WHO HAD NOT? DID 


NOT WE SAY IN AGREEMENT ALL WOULD BE PERMITTED RETURN EX- 
PEDITIOUSLY? 
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THINK ANY REASONABLE PERSON WOULD THINK THEY HAD BEEN RELEASED 
EXPEDITOUSLY. QUESTION NOT IF SOME OR MAJORITY, QUESTION WAS 
IF ALL RELEASED EXPEDITIOUSLY. 


43, WANG REPLIED, TALKING ABOUT EXPEDITIOUS RELEASE, | WOULD 
: RECALL | G!VEN HIM NAMES 103 CHINESE .STUDENTS MORE THAN YEAR 
AGO, WHO DESIRED RETURN. AFTER MORE THAN YEAR 23 STILL NOT 
YET RETURNED. DID | TERM THIS EXPEDITIOUS RETURN? ANOTHER 
52 PERSONS WHO DES!RED RETURN AND CONCERNING WHOM REQUEST HAD 
BEEN MADE TO MY SIDE FOR INQUIRY; BUT THESE PERSONS HAD NOT 
RETURNED. COULD ANYONE CONSIDER THIS EXPEDITIOUS RETURN? 

IN ACCORDANCE WITH CONNOTATION WORD "EXPEDITIOUS" CHINESE GOVT 


ENABLED MAJORITY AMERICANS TO RETURN--NOT CASE SO FAR CHINESE 
“MY COUNTRY CONCERNED. 
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£a EXPECT GREATER PART AMERICANS THIS CATEGORY ABLE RETURN. 
cy HE HAD NOT SAID ALL PERSONS WOULD BE RELEASED AT SAME TIME AND 
<= C ALL TOGETHER AND DID NOT CONSENT DO SO. 
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as 42. | REPLIED WE HAD SAID THEY WOULD ALL BE RELEASED 
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44, =| SAID HAD NOT GIVEN HIM LIST 103 PERSONS DESIRED RETURN. 
HAD NEVER SO TERMED iT. HAD GIVEN HIM LIST OF 103 

PERSONS WHO HAD BEEN ORDERED DURING LIMITED PERIOD NOT DEPART 
FROM US. THOSE ORDERS ISSUED WITHOUT REGARD WHETHER THEY 
DESIRED RETURN OR NOT. /| H4L “XPLAINED THAT QUITE CLEARLY 


AT TIME. EACH THESE PERSO!> 4D BEEN FORMALLY OFFICIAL YS "UNCLASSIFIED" 
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NOTIFIED THAT THESE ORDERS HAD BEEN WITHDRAWN AND THEY WERE 
ENTIRELY FREE PROCEED WANG'S COUNTRY IF WANTED DO SO. 

IF THEY HAD NOT DONE SO IT BECAUSE THEY DID NOT DESIRE DO SO. 
IF THEY DESIRED DO SO AND FELT OBSTRUCTED THEY ENTIRELY FREE 


CONTACT INDIAN EMBASSY. | BEST MY KNOWLEDGE, NONE HAD ALLEGED 
ANY OBSTRUCTION. 


45... WANG SAID ANY CASE IN PRESENT CIRCUMSTANCES ORDINARY 
CHINESE SUBJECT TO INTERFERENCE IN HIS COMMUNICATION WITH 
FAMILY, WIFE AND FRIENDS AND IN SAME WAY UNDER GREAT MENTAL 
STRAIN IF HE DESIRES COMMUNICATE WITH INDIA EMBASSY. THIS ONE 
OF QUESTIONS ON WHICH HE HAD MADE REPEATED REPRESENTATIONS 


AND STILL HOPED MY GOVT WOULD TAKE EFFECTIVE MEASURES TO CORRECT 
IT. 


46. | DID NOT SEE THAT A MAN WAS UNDER MUCH MENTAL STRAIN IN 
DROPPING LETTER IN LETTER BOX OR PICKING UP PHONE TO PHONE 
INDIAN EMBASSY. 


47. WANG HAD NOTHING FURTHER. 
48, | SUGGESTED THURSDAY, DECEMBER 13. HE AGREED. 
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Dear Walter: 


I have just returned from the meeting and dictated 
my summary telegram. As you can see it was a sterile 
performance with absolutely nothing new except my ab- 
ility to introduce Lew's return and their reply to 
O'Neil. I debated also throwing in their refusal to 
let O'Neil take the initiative in seeing the other 
prisoners but decided to stick for today to the more 
basic points, particularly on the McCarthy case. My 
occasional stubborn streak came out in the last part 
of the meeting when I determined I was just not going 
to let him have the last word and kept it going until 
he cried uncle. I could hardly keep from smiling to- 
ward the end when he got himself wound-up in. to-the 
point he was just mixing up his words and at one point 
even stuttered, it was some emotional satisfaction 
and I hope might have some slight effect in demonstrat- 
ing to them how weak their public case on implementa- 
tion really is. Our release of Lew has immensely 
strengthened my hand. I also had debated refuting to- 
day their allegations on FBI interference with corres- 
pondence by counterattacking with their registration 
of families and “bringing of pressure” by their letter 
writing campaign. However, as the meeting went I 
feared this would sidetrack us from the main issue and 
saved it for possible use next time. I hope that 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 
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Herman will concur in my little lecture on American 
jurisprudence, 


After learning of Nehru's prospective visit to 
the States I-entirely concurred in your estimate that 
they would mark time today. However, I am still of the 
opinion that they consider they have now placed then- 
selves in a position to break at a time of their choos- 
ing. I hope I have been able somewhat to shake their 
confidence on this but am not too sanguine I have done so. 


I know that you will inform me of anything of 
significance to me during Nehru's visit. I would be 
very surprised if with everything happening elsewhere 
he would do much carrying of the ball for Peking. 


Thanks very much for your letters of November 23 
‘and 26 which were both here when I arrived. I parti- 
cularly appreciated the most interesting report of 
Suhrawardy's visit and am returning it to you. Don't 
you feel it would be a good idea pretty thoroughly to 
brief such persons on the prisoner issue before they 
talk with the Chinese, not with the objective of having 
them take it up, but so that when Chou comes back with 
his torturous position they would be somewhat forewarnea 
and not lead Chou to feel they are impressed with his 
position? 


I am not sending any comment telegram this time 
as I really have nothing but the obvious to say. 


I presume the Department will be agreeable to 
arranging the longest Christmas recess that seems 
feasible. As I have to get Jennifer back to school 
in Lausanne about January 9, it would beof considerable 
personal help to me if I could make the subsequent 
meeting during that week, Ekvall's orders expire 
December 30, Would you please do the necessary to 
set the machinery for their renewal in motion. 


Wang wes with me on the plane from Prague on 
Wednesday, We had the roughest flying I have had 


since 
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since I was caught in a typhoon in the Paci‘ic during 
the war. It looks as if it may be another long cold 
winter, literally and figuratively. 


—s Regards to all, 


e 


Sincerely, 






s Johnson 
Amtassador 
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Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
of the United States 


SECRET 































phe T ( agen o 3 — — : 
= von e | December 7, 1956 _ 
Cir ve easa’: f i el Se 
- SECRET OD Eoin ses iF a 
ia Den ) B. ise 1-3, a: 
OFFICIAL PFOMAL! (7) Downgrade to 
Letter No. 61 a tees = / a 
wtteatete ha — Dae Fis / 
. > 
( 
Dear Alex: 


We are immersed in the preparation of briefing papers for “lehru's 
impending conversations with the President. We are doine a paper om 
the Geneva talks, as well as one om China Policy in general. We are 
also ‘oing one on Chinese Representation Issve in the 'N. Itisa 
problem to get everything that needs to be said within the one rare 


www Te ore swe sy PUN FOR Fe 


of the United States 


that is allowed for each srbject. We will send you a copy of each 


briefing raper as soon as they are multigraphed. Since the <ecretary 
is leavine for <nrepe and will not be able to brief the President in 
advance, we understand the President himself ~ay read these briefing 
paperse 

There is increasing evidence that the Chinese Communists are 


wee er Ue wer 


eetting ready to release sone or all of the 10 American prisoners as a 
part of the big play Nehru is expected to rake for some modification of 
“yl our China policy. We sent you the text of an AP dispatch out of 

: Kew York -esterday which quoted Krishna Menon's speech. It is clear 


that enon would not have pade such a speech without sarething pretty 


: The Honorable 
“e U. Alexis Johnson, eo 
Jog American Ambassador now at Ganeva, 
pasa Arerican Consulate Ceneral, 
wroet ( Geneva. 
ae ~ a ° 
ams , SECNET 
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definite to go om and probably some form of clearance from the Chinese 
Corzamists. We also have it from Zuh of the Chicaro Sm Times that 
Indian Ambassador Mehta said the day before yesterday that he expected 
the prisoners to be released before Nehru's arrival in Washington. 
Nehru is due here on the 16th. 


We are preparing ourselves for the eventuality of release of the 








prisoners. ¥e expect to have a statement ready, ami John Lindbeck's 
study of the raltreatrent of Arericans over the entire seven year period 
is being dusted off, although it misht not be used immediately. 

If the release cf all the prisoners should take place jist before 
your next meeting on the 13th, we would have sorethiz: of a problem as to 
how the next ceeting should be handled. I should think that after 


. "a 


of the United States 
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taking note of the action in proper fashion we would concentrate on 
renunciation of force. We certainly would not want to open up any 

new subjects, and I don't belicve we will be ready to take up the 

missing servicement arpain as early as December 13. EHcwever, the Verartment 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


continues to receive nwerous letters from Congressmen and relatives 

of missing military personnel pressing for firther action with regard 

to them and we will srobably want you to bring this ratter up again soon, 
although we are not sanguine that it will prodwe any results. At least 
we would go on record as having pressed tho Cosemnists as far as ve 
could on specific cases where there is evidence the Communists should 
have information. There are enclosed additional materials on nine Navy 
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and two Army cases which may Se weful to you. They have just reached 
us and we have not had tine to study them. Defense is making the review 
of these cases a continuing project, requiring reports on a quarterly 
basis, so you ca expect te receive additional material. 

We anticipate that the matter of travel of newsmen to Comamist 
Chine will come up immediately in accte form, if and when the prismers 
are released. “e are com~itted to reezamine the whole question at that 
tire, and I don't imarine wean <dblay the reexamination very much. 

I am enclosing the full text of the speech that Emie Cross mde 
before the American Assembly at Marriran, ‘iew York on November 17. 
Erie was net very appy about the pointa in the speech which the 
New Tork Times chose to highlircht, and wrote a letter to the Editor of 
the Tires which was published on Neverber 25. 4e arrved that the 
report vas unbalanced and conducive to misunderstaming of his roint of 
view. You will note the reference to the Geneva talks in the speech. 

Iam also enclosing as of some backgrowr! interest a cony of a 
recent lotter from Sarl Pankin to Joe Grew, 

We have had no reply from you to the questions we raised in our 
letter No. 58 about Helenka's status. Don't you want that question 
pursued further? 

Bill Sebald and I exvect to arrange a Geneva reeting today or tomorrow 
ard we count on petting your instructions out by the close of business 
on Monday. 


It seems to me that tmless some special reason for an earlier 
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meeting develops, ve should seek to pass up a reeting during Christeas 
and New Year weeks, and arranre to have the next meeting on Jamary 10, 
There will be something on that in your guidance telegrex. 

Rerards and the very best holiday creetings and good wishes to 
you, Dave, Helenka and Col. Zcval from Dill, Ralph and Doug as well 





as myself, 
Sincerely, 

) 
wo 
@ 
Ss 
a Walter P. MeConaughy 
>) 
»@ 
= 
ic 
- 8. 
2h 
se 2 « 
+h 
°F 

i Inclosures: 


1. Dossiers on 11 Hissing litlitary Personnel 

2e Copy of Letter to Joseph Grew dated Nov. 26, 1956. 
3. Copy of letter to Mr. Tichenor dated Mov. 21, 1956 
S. Speech by imest Gross at Anerican Asse~bdly. 
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LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 

Guidance for December 13 meeting. 

1. Continue yotr excellent attack of Novenber 29 on Chinese Cormmnist C) 
progressive nullification of terms cf Agreed Announcement, drewing arein on 
on McCarthy case to illustrete your points. 


FYI We are asking British to take up McCarthy case efain in Peipirg 


¢ 
© 
W 
~ 
a 
along lines suggested by O'Neill. There were some indications Jast week [f\) 
' 

thet Commnists might plan release some or all Americans coincidental _ 
O 

with Nehru's visit December 16, but Chou's December 9 press interview Ui 
0) 
Calcutta reises some doubt. in event of release we would expect you to 
alter presentation accordingly, but maintain emphasis on implementation 


Agreed Announcement unless all ten released. Supplementary instructions 














Tee 
Dewed 
| = will be sent you if time permits. Contingency staterent drafted for possible 
use here being wired separately. END FYI © 
Y) 
2. Maintain previous position on other issues, ~ 
v 
74 3. Propose next meeting Jarmary 10 because of holiday season. 6) 
¢ ACTING 
Kore : / ‘ R ; 
j 
(HOOVER | 
™! 
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© JUOTE The Department of State is gratified to learn that the ten American! peta 
y ok 
Pa citizens se Jong unjusij+ jmprisoned by the Chinese Communists have finally . 
o been released. Cn September 10, 1955, more than a year ago, the Chinese +). — 
2 
-8 Corumnists agreed that these Americans would be permitted expeditiously to z 
— WY ee 
ev return to their homes in the US. Only now have the Communists made good on ate 
+ 
» ‘ me \ P : : $ sll 
o£ their agreement. The Arerican people are most appreciative of the good offices 
— w _ a 
as externas by the irdian Government and other governments in prevailing upon the 
7 
- © Chinese Corrunists to Loner their undertaking. O 
— | 
z .e@ hope that this long delayed action foreshadows a willingness on the U) —- 
; 4 ™ yor 
- - port of the “hinese Om» runists to make a meaningful renunciation of force to U a 
© — eunennes nee 
- incluce the Tajiwen aren. UNQUOTE ‘aioe 
v Mos 
a ‘. 
Polleving to be vsed in event only part of Americans released: p-” 
~) sare 7 P re _ oe 
/] LLOLE Ve are p¢lad that at long last these American citizens are again free. bs’ 
‘ 
Ve lave alj been distressed by the sufferings which they and others have ‘ ‘s 
bts, 
. , ° ° * * on ; ry 
unjustly endured under the Chinese Communists. If the Chinese Communists hadf — Spe 
2 \}A. 
honored their pledge of September 10, 1955, they should have been free long ago. [> -*.° 
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The American people are most appreciative of the good offices extended by the = 

Indian Government and other governments in prevailing upon the Chinese ° : 

Communists to take this step A. - a carrying out their undertakings. | 
There still remein (blank) Americans in Communist jails. Despite the Br 


Chinese Communists! promise over 15 months ago to take measures to permit all 
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S poser 
a Americans held in Vhine Ye "expeditiously" to exercise their right to return, 
c 
m o , - * s 2 
y they continve to hold (blank) Americans as political hostages. j 
- W~ 
ow” , , ' 
.< Only full implementation of the Agreed Announcement can resolve the < 
cr ——s 
rm WY . ; . P a e e ° ° . ve 
a@ problem of the return cf American civilians. Until the Chinese Communists a 
2s Kron. 
> honor their commitment, the United States will continue to press for the — 
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Following UP report yesterday's date from Washington transmitted for your 


information, Department has no independent confirmation of quoted statements: 


r 


Qfé The Indian Embassy has helped some 20 Chinese nationals return to 


the Coumunist-held mainland, it was disclosed, 


@ RLK Indian Ambassador G,L, Mehta told reporters that he knew of no Chinese 
© ‘ 
n represented by the “mbassy who had been barred from leaving the United States by ee 
a) O ms 
Pr the State Department. = heat. 
E —-_ = 
; QRK In some instances he said difficulties arose because of the American= ¢ 
< #) 
- oorn wives or children of the Chinese nationals wanting to leave. But he said (NJ | 
° NSN, 
a majority of the score or so applicants already have returned to China, —_ = ¢ 
Nios 
QR“ dhe Chinese Communists and the United States government agreed some 1 ey“N 


-_ 
_ 
‘ 


| 


co time ago that India would represent any Chinese who claimed they wanted to leaves |; 
cos 
A 


S 


this country and could not. The British perform the same function for American@) +. 


detained in Cnina, ten of whom still are in jail there. 


7 QIk% Mehta talked with reporters after visiting Undersecretary of State GW rh 
i? ~ ‘ ; 
( Herbert “oover dr, to discuss the forthcoming Washington visit of Indian Prime “UY 


Minister Nehru, 


QL&Z liis remarks were made when reporters questioned him about a statement. 
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in Calcutta by Communist Chinese Premier Chou En-lai., Chou said the next move was od - 


to the United States if it wants to .2t the rest of its nationals out of Red China, ee 
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FROM JOHNSON Wwaae of Officer L 
IT SEEMS TO ME DRAFT PRESS RELEASE DEPTE BUG GR ULSI Aaah? 
TENDS GIVE VIRTUALLY ENTIRE SHARE OF CREDIT FOR RELEASE 


TO INDIA AND THUS DEPRECATES US GOVT'S EFFORTS AS WELU/ AS 
UK ROLE. 


ACCORDINGLY SUGGEST TEXT FIRST DRAFT BE REVISED ALONG FOL- 
LOWING LINES: 


of the United States 


"THE DEPT OF STATE IS GRATIFIED TO LEARN THAT THE TEN 
AMERICAN CITIZENS SO LONG UNJUSTLY IMPRISONED BY THE CHINESE 
COMMUNISTS HAVE FINALLY BEEN RELEASED IN BELATED FULFILLMENT 
OF THEIR COMMITMENT OF SEPT 10 1955 AT GENEVA. 
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"ONLY NOW AFTER FOURTEEN MONTHS OF REPEATED REPRESENATIONS | 
: IN THE AMBASSADORIAL TALKS IN GENEVA,- OF EFFORTS BY Ow 
, THE UK REPRESENTATIVE IN PEIPING IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE AGREED 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF SEPT 10 1955,HAVE THE COMMUNIST CHINESE PER= | © 
MITTED THESE AMERICANS TO RETURN. THE AMERICAN PEOPLE ARE <4 
MOST APPRECIATIVE OF THE, INFLUENCE EXERTED [BY (THE[GOVT OF ‘3 
INDIA AND(OTHER GOVTSKIN PREVAILING UPON THE CHINESE COM= ~~ BYy 


MUNISTS TO ABIDE BY THIS AGREEMENT. w a 

| DS 
"WE HOPE THAT THIS LONG DELAYED ACTION FORESHADOWS A WILL- © 7 
INGNESS ON THE PART OF THE CHINESE COMMUNISTS TO MAKE AND. = 


TO ABIDE BY A MEANINGFUL RENUNCIATION OF FORCE TO INCLUDE 4 


6 THE TAIWAN AREA AND THUS CONTRIBUTE TO THE PRESERVATION OF ~ 
PEACE IN THE FAR EAST." 
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of the United States 


CONFIDENTIAL 
-2- 597, DECEMBER 12, 8 AM FROM GENEVA 
SUGGEST TEXT SECOND DRAFT BE REVISED ALONG FOLLOWING LINES: 


"WE ARE GLAD THAT AT LONG LAST THESE AMERICAN CITIZENS ARE 
FREE. WE HAVE ALL BEEN DISTRESSED BY THE SUFFERINGS WHICH 
THEY AND OTHERS HAVE UNJUSTLY ENDRED UNDER THE CHINESE COM- 
MUNISTS. IF THE CHINESE COMMUNISTS HAD HONORED THEIR 

PLEDGE OF SEPT 10 1955 THEY, AND THE (BLANK) OTHERS WHO STILL 
REMAIN IN COMMUNIST JAILS SHOULD HAVE BEEN FREE LONG AGO. 


"ONLY NOW AFTER FOURTEEN MONTHS OF REPEATED REPRESENTATIONS 
IN THE AMBASSADORIAL TALKS AT GENEVA AND EFFORTS BY THE 
UK REPRESENTATIVE IN PEIPING, IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF SEPT 10 1955,HAVE THE CHINESE COMMUNISTS 
TAKEN THIS STEP TOWARD CARRYING OUT THAT AGREEMENT. 

2.92 
"THE AMERICAN PEOPLE AREAMOST APPRECIATIVE ,OF gTHE INYLUENCE 
EXERTED|BY THE INDIAN GOVT AND] OTHER GOVTS,IN PREVAILING UPON 
THE CHINESE COMMUNISTS TO PERMIT THESE AMERICANS TO RETURN" 
LAST TWO PARAGRAPHS AS IN DEPT'S DRAFT. 
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= FROM JOHNSON 
So 
fs IWO HOUR FIFTY MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING ALMOST ENTIRELY 0 
Fr ON IMPLEMENTATION EXCEPT FOR REVIEW BY WANG OF FMC, TRADE, . oe 
cy AND CULTURAL PROPOSALS WITH EMPHASIS ON LATTER TWO, CITED . awe 
St COLEMAN STATEMENT ON TRADE AND AMERICAN ASSEMBLY STATEMENTS oO f-. 
os ON TRADE AND CULTURA! RELATIONS AND NEWSMEN iN SUPPORT Ns 
ae CONTENTION "AMERICAN PEOPLE" FAVOR ACTION ON THESE SUBJECTS, pe, Bet 
a IF US GENUINELY DESIRES SETTLE PROBLEMS IT SHOULD EXPRESS ~ 
£0 ITS VIEWS WITH REGARD TO THESE SPECIFIC PROPOSALS ON QUESTIONS , 
~ WHOSE RESOLUTION WOULD BE EASY AND IN INTEREST BOTH PEOPLES; pe 
ie) 
= IMPLEMENTATION DISCUSSION FOLLOWED FAMILIAR LINES EXCEPT THAT oO 
“ IN REPLY HE RENEWED CHARGES US INTERFERING WITH CORRESPONDENCE 
. CHINESE STUDENTS, | MADE STRONG STATEMENT CHARGING THEM WITH = @ 
& CAMPAIGN BRING PRESSURE ON STUDENTS THROUGH ORGAN! ZED LETTER- 
WRITING FROM FAMILIES, HE REITERATED OLD POSITION ON IMPR I SONECE? 
AMERICANS AND THERE WAS NOT SLIGHTEST INDICATION OF ANY PLANS a 
FOR EARLY RELEASE, r-4 
9 
IN REPLY MY SUGGESTION JANUARY 10 NEXT MEETING HE SUGGESTED = 
JANUARY 12 AND OPPOSED JANUARY 17 AND THEN FINALLY AGREED ON 4..,_U 
SATURDAY, JANUARY 19. RETURNING PRAGUE TOMORROW, _ 
° ° 2 = 
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FE——FROM: Geneve BUREA 9:09 p.m. > 2 
a4. FAR EASTERN AFF = _ 
; RMR 10: Secretary of SEER AF FAms Date of Action — 2g 
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FROM JOHNSON 


| 1. I opened 63rd with prepared statement: 


rt | A. At last meeting I again referred manner in which your 

> | euthorities ssem steadily have nullified each of provisions 

S| announcement until it has ceased have any substance with respect 

= Americans your country who were and still are being prevented Oo 

3 rich? ane their country. I agein point out unwillingness your = 

=. C) 6uthorities resolve this first simple straightforward question < 

= | we were called upon deal with, es well as carry out first agree- a 

b ment reached between us, cannot but raise serious doubts concerning iy 

- intent your government carry out its agreements and resolve other Ol 

S Questions. ~ 
B. However, instead taking action remove these doubts I regret nN 


note eince lest meeting your authorities seem be continuing their 

attitude of not only ignoring this agreement but even ignoring fact _. 
you and I have been meeting here for past sixteen months with mutua},, 
agreement our first order business was return civilians. on 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


C. In July last year on eve beginning our talks your Prime Minister” 
made public statement which was widely interpreted as indicating _ 
desire and willingness quickly resolve question Americans detaingd) 
your country permitting them return. He was quoted to effect. OQ 
that number Americans detained your country was smell and speedy rez 
resolution problem their return should be possible. I was : 
accordingly willing accept your proposal with regard announcement » 4 
_ between us on understanding this would, as stated in announcement™? }3 
"expeditiously" resolve question as also stated in announcement, 'S 
"Americans who aesired return". However, it has not done so. <m 
a 
D. It seems me we have rather now almost come back in full cirg¢te 





from where we started as far as ten still detained Americans ~- 
; concerned. ~ D 
; ¢ }~? > 


E. -Have noted recent statements your Prime Minister in which hep 


again saying number Americans is small, is again makin = 
no , atakoeurta LESS "uNcLaSstFLED" 


° REPRODUCTION FROM THIS 
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-2-' 611, December 13, 5 p.m. (SECTION ONE OF SEVEN), from Geneva 


statements about possibilities their release as if we had never 
entered into agreement September 10 last year. He has also 
ignored fact my government has not only carried out agreement 
but even gone beyond its terms meet your point of view. However, 
it rot my purpose here attempt edit or correct public statements 
your officials. Also, as have often said here, it never been my 
intention specify your authorities manner or procedures “hey 
should take implement their commitment under «:-o.ccement. That 
someting whicu only shey cus decide. Uovever, it been ana will 
remoin my intent insist they do implemert thet egreement and permit 
0o38e Still detained return my country. I Go this not only for 
ssks these Americans but slso for importance that respect for this 
Zrecment has in determining course our future relations. 


F. I, therefore, hope this morning you in position make clear 
statement on intentions your authorities with respect this 
agreement and ten Americans still being detained. 


2. Wang replied greatly regretted my statement this morning did 
not seem contain any new constructive views. I had made many 
unjustified charges against Chinese Government on question return 
civilians which he could not possibly accept. At opening these 
talks last year Chinese Prime Minister did state number Americans 
in China small and problem could be resolved easily. During more 
than year of negotiations here his government exactly been settling 
problem in accordance spirit that statement made by Premier. As 
result great majority Americans in China already returned as 
Premier made clear in statement. If we examined record of 
handling question return civilians by Chinese and American Govern- 
ments, facts clearly showed Chinese Government exactly worked 

in accordance spirit agreement and made many efforts this respect. 
On other hand, on question return civilians, side which should be 
reprimanded is entirely US Governrent instead Chinese Government. 
Therefore, it 1s up to US Government make further efforts on this 
Question present moment. I had just observed we seem to have 
traveled in circle and come back to point «cen started these 
talks. But blame not his side. It my siue wiiich to dDlame because 
it had consistently chosen delaying tactics. Now that year 1956 
coming to close he regretted say our talks ict been able make any 
more progress than had year before. 
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FRIM JORNSON 


3. WANG CONTINUED, QUESTION WHICRK SIDE WILLING AND READY 
RESOLVE ISSUES AND WHICH NOT SHOULD BE DETERMINED BY ACTUAL 
FACTS, NO EMPTY CHARGES OR WORDS CAN DCTERMINE THIS MATTER, 

AT VERY BEGINNING DISCUSSION ON SECOND ITEM AGENDA HIS 

SIDE PUT FORWARD PROPOSAL FOR HOLDING SINO-AMERICAN FMC, 

IT ALWAYS BEEN HIS VIEW SUCH CONFERENCE WOULD PLAY DECISIVE 
ROLE IN EASING AND SETTLING TENSIONS AND DISPUTES IN TAIWAN 
AREA, REGRETTED SAY, HOWEVER, MY GOVT UP TO NOW FAILED RESPOND 
TO OR ACCEPT TH!S REASONABLE PROPOSAL, 


of the United States 


4, WANG CONTINUED (FROM PREPARED TEXT) |T ALSO HARD 
UNDERSTAND IF MY SIDE GENUINELY DES/RED SETTLE DISPUTES AND 
IMPROVE RELATIONS, WHY MY SIDE STILL HAD NOT RESPONDED TO SIMPLE 
AND REASONABLE PROPOSAL PUT FORWARD BY KIS SIDE AUG 2) THIS 
YEAR PROPOSING LIFTING EMBARGO, HOWEVER AMERICAN PEOPLE 0:9 
NOT SHARE THIS VIEW OF MINE, THEY PROPERLY FEEL LIFTING 
EMBARGO AND RESTORATION TRADITIONAL TRADE RELATIONS BETWEEN 
CHINA AND US ADVANTAGEOUS TO BOTH SIDES. HE DID NOT PRETEND 
SPEAK FOR AMERICAN PEOPLE BUT WHAT HAD READ IN AMERICAN PRESS 
INDICATES AMERICAN PEOPLE WANT TO DO AWAY WITH OBSTRUCTIONS 
TO TRADE. MR JOHN COLEMEN, PRESIDENT US CHAMBER COMMERCE 

AT INTERVIEW IN NOVEMBER EXPRESSED SELF IN FAVOR LIFTING 
EMBARGO AND RESTORING SINO-AMERICAN TRADE TIES, ALSO NOTED 
TENTH AMERICAN ASSEMBLY HELD NEW YORK NOT LONG AGO EXPRESSED 
SAME VIEW, SUCH VIEWS PROPER EXPRESSION DESIRES AMERICAN 
PEOPLE, AS HE HAD PREVIOUSLY TOLD ME, IN IMPOSING UNREASON- 
ABLE EMBARGO AGAINST CHINA MY GOVT DID NOT SUCCEED IN CAUSING 
CHINA ANY FORMIDABLE DIFFICULTIES, THIS DID NOT HOWEVER 
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ABSOLVE US OF UNRIGHTEOUSNESS OF EMSARGO POLICY, THEREFORE 
1T ESSENTIAL EMBARGO MUST BE LIFTED BEFORE MINIMUM BASIS 
SINO-AMERICAN RELATIONS COULD BE ESTABLISHED, THEY FELT 
SOONER MY GOVT ADOPTED .SUCH REASONABLE OUTLDOK, GBB TER. 

. ——_ 


5. WANG CONTINUED, NEITHER HAD MY SIDE RESM@AIDED © PROPOSAL 
FOR PROMOTION HUMAN CONTACTS CULTURAL EXCHANGE MADE BY HIS 
SYDE SEPT 22, MY SIDE HAD THUS SHOWN LACK WILLINGNESS REACH 
EVEN LIMITED AGREEMENT SUCH AS THIS, IN TAKING SUCH@iZPRE 
PREVENTING NORMAL EXCHANGE MY GOVT COULD NOT MAKE SELF ~ 
POPULAR, ABOVE MENTIONED AMERICAN ASSEMBLY HAD | ALSO RECOM- 
MENDED MY GOVT PERMIT AMERICAN NEWSMEN SCHOLARS VISIT CHINA 
ALSO ADVOCATED INCREASED INTERFLOW C#LTURE AND INFORMATION, 
~SUCH WERE EXACTLY IDEAS COVERED BY HIS SEPT 22 PROPOSAL AND 
THEY FELT THESE DESIRES AMERICAN PEOPLE REASONABLE AND PROPER, ; 
ee 
6. WANG CONTINUED, IF US HAD GENUINE DESIRE RESOLVE PROBLEMS 
|T SHOULD MAKE PROGRESS IN SECOND ITEM AGENDA, IT MAKE UN- 
FOUNDED FUTILE CHARGES INSTEAD TAKING ACTION IN DISCUSSING 
THOSE SPECIFIC PROPOSALS WHICH COULD BE EASILY RESOLVED AND 
WHICH IN INTEREST BOTH OUR PEOPLE--SUCH MANNER CONDUCTING 
THESE TALKS FUTILE, IF US REALLY WANTED SETTLE PROBLEMS IT 
SHOULD EXPRESS VIEWS THESE PROPOSALS HIS SIDE, THEY CON- 
TINUED AWAIT RESPONSE MY GOVT THESE PROPOSALS, 
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7e |$|| REPLIED HE SEEMED TO HAVE MISSED POINT | HAD TRIED MAKE 
GAIN THIS MORNING ON RELATIONSHIP OF FIRST AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
, US ON CIVILIANS AND OTHER PROPOSALS WHICH HE HAD MADE, 

HE HAD ALSO SEEMED IGNORE FUNDAMENTAL RELATIONSHIP TO QUESTION 
RENUNCIATION FORCE AND AGREEMENT SETTLE OUR DIFFERENCES BY 
PEACEFUL MEANS ONLY, AGAIN WANTED STRESS UNTIL THESE FUN- 
DAMENTAL MATTERS RESOLVED, THESE SUBSIDIARY MATTERS COULD NOT 
FALL INTO PLACE, 1! HAD ALL ALONG AND STILL EXPRESSED WILLING- 
NESS DISCUSS AND DO BEST RESOLVE ANY OTHER SUBSIDIARY MATTERS 
WHICH PROPERLY COME WITHIN TERMS REFERENCE OUR TALKS, ONCE 


FUNDAMENTAL MATTER 
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FUNDAMENTAL MATTER RESOLVED, COULD NOT BE DENIED IT HAD BEEN 
CINTINUED UNWILLINGNESS HIS GOVT RESOLVE THESE FUNDAMENTAL 
MATTERS WHICH HAD CONTINUED FOR ALL THIS TIME PREVENT US FROM 
GOING ON TO OTHER MATTERS, £VEN BEFORE HE AND | MET HERE 

OUR GOVTS AGREED FIRST MATTER TO BE SETTLED WAS RETURN 
CIVILIANS, | HAD MADE IT VERY CLEAR RIGHT FROM BEGINNING 
THESE TALKS THAT MY INTEREST NOT IN WORDS AND APPEARANCES OF 
AGREEMENT--MY INTEREST WAS IN RESOLVING THIS QUESTION, MY 
GOVT DEMONSTRATED ITS GOOD FAITH AND TOOK ACTION TO RESOLVE 
THIS QUESTION EVEN BEFORE HE AND | MET HERE BY REMOVING ADMITTED 
RESTRICTIONS WHICH HAD THERETOFORE BEEN PLACED ON DEPARTURE 
FROM US SOME FEW CHINESE STUDENTS, HE HAD INDICATED TO ME 
HERE IN 195% AND HIS GOVT INDICATED THROUGH CONSULAR LEVEL 
TALKS HERE AS WELL AS THROUGH PUBLIC STATEMENTS THAT THIS WAS 
THEIR PRIMARY INTERST, THUS RATHER THAN PROPOSING FORMULAE 
FOR PUBLIC STATEMENTS, MY GOVT TOOK CONCRETE ACTION RESOLVE 
THIS QUESTION IN WHICH HE HAD INDICATED INTEREST, 
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8. | CONTINUED WHEN HE HAD RAISED QUESTION CONCERNING CHINESE 
ALIEN CRIMINALS IN AMERICAN PRISONS, MY GOVT ALSO TOOK CONCRETE 
ACTION RESOLVE THAT. AS HAD PREVIOUSLY INFORMED HIM THERE 

NOT NOW IN PRISON ANY CHINESE ALIEN WHO DESIRED RETURN HIS 
COUNTRY. WE TOOK ALL THESE ACTIONS WITHOUT CONDITION, 

WITHOUT DEMANDING CONCESSIONS, AS OUR EARNEST DESIRE QUICKLY 
RESOLVE THIS PROBLEM. WE DID THIS FRANKLY IN HOPE HIS GOVT 
WOULD ON OWN INITIATIVE TAKE CORRESPONDING ACTION TO SOLVE 
PROBLEM OF AMERICANS IMPRISONED HIS COUNTRY». IT COULD EASILY 
HAVE DONE SO IF IT HAD DESIRED RESOLVE THIS QUESTION AND 

THIS WHOLE MATTER WHICH HAD CONTINUED BE IRRITANT IN OUR 
RELATIONS COULD HAVE BEEN DISPOSED OF IN FIRST FEW DAYS 

OUR TALKS. HOWEVER, HE HAD INSISTED ON PUBLIC AGREEMENT ON 
THIS SUBJECT AND THIRD PARTY ARRANGEMENT WHICH WOULD BE ABLE 
DETERMINE FACTS. AS HAD POINTED OUT TO HIM AT TIME, THAT 
AGREEMENT IN SELF SOLVED NOTHING. ONLY IMPLEMENTATION THAT 
AGREEMENT COULD SOLVE QUESTION. NEVERTHELESS | WILLING ENTER 
INTO THAT AGREEMENT WITH HIM ON UNDERSTANDING IT WOULD BE 
IMPLEMENTED AND WOULD RESOLVE QUESTION. AS | HAD NOTED THIS 
MORNING IT HAD NOT DONE SO. HE HAD SPOKEN OF ACTUAL FACTS WITH 
REGARD IMPLEMENTATION THAT AGREEMENT. 17 WAS HIS SUGGESTION 
WE ESTABLISH THIRD PARTY ARRANGEMENT SO FACTS COULD BE DETER- 
MINED. | ACCEPTED THAT ARRANGEMENT AND IT WAS THAT ARRANGEMENT 
WHICH BEST DEMONSTRATED FACTS. | HAD OFTEN CITED FACT HERE 
THAT IN NO CASE HAD WE RECE!VED ANY NOTIFICATION FROM THIRD 
PARTY THAT ANY OBSTACLE HAD BEEN PLACED IN WAY ANY CHINESE 
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MY COUNTRY WHO DESIRED RETURN HIS COUNTRY. IN REPLY THAT 
HE HAD AT TIMES INTIMATED HERE THAT CHINESE MAY FEAR COMMUNICATE 
WITH INDIAN EMBASSY. AS | HAD POINTED OUT THIS UTTERLY 
ABSURD. ABSURD THINK PERSON WOULD SEAR PUT LETTER IN MAIL BOX 
OR PICK UP TELEPHONE TO COMMUNICATE WITH INDIAN EMBASSY IF HE 
FELT HE BEING OBSTRUCTED FROM LEAVING US. HIS GOVT MUST BE 
PERFECTLY AWARE THIS FACT AND PERFECTLY AWARE FACTS REGARD 
COMMUNICATIONS BETWEN CHINESE IN MY COUNTRY AND INDIAN 
EMBASSY» IN THIS CONNECTION | HAD NOTED PRESS STATEMENT MADE 
THIS WEEK BY INDIAN AMBASSADOR IN US IN WHICH HE QUOTED AS 
SAYING EMBASSY HAD ASSISTED SOME TWENTY CHINESE IN RETURNING 
WANG'S COUNTRY. THIS ESTABLISHED THAT CHINESE ABLE TO AND 
IN FACT WERE IN COMMUNICATION WITH INDIAN EMBASSY. INDIAN 
AMBASSADOR HAD GONE ON TO SAY KNEW OF NO CHINESE WHO HAD BEEN 
BARRED FROM LEAVING US. | REGRETEED UK CHARGE PEIPING NOT 
ABLE MAKE SIMILAR STATEMENT. REGRETTED THAT FACTS WITH REGARD 
AMERICANS HIS COUNTRY WOULD NOT JUSTIFY OR SUPPORT SUCH 
STATEMENT BY UK CHARGE. UK CHARGE WOULD HAVE TO SAY TEN 
AMERICANS WHO DESIRED RETURN US STILL HELD IN PRISON. HE 
WOULD HAVE TO SAY WANG'S AUTHORITIES REFUSED ACCEPT REPRE- 
SENTATIONS FROM HIM WITH RESPECT THESE AMERICANS EVEN THOUGH 
THIS CLEARLY SET FORTH IN AGREEMENT. HE WOULD HAVE TO SAY 
AUTHORITIES PREVENTED HIM EVEN FROM INVESTIGATING FACTS OF CASE 
AS CLEARLY SET FORTH IN AGREEMENT. 1! DID NOT KNOW HOW | 
COULD BETTER ILLUSTRATE OR ESTABLISH WHO HAD BEEN CARRYING OUT 
THIS AGREEMENT. THESE NOT WHAT HE TERMED UNJUSTIFIED CHARGES 
OR UNSUPPORTED ALLEGATIONS» THESE WERE ACTUAL FACTS. 
THESE WERE ACTUAL FACTS ESTABLISHED BY ARRANGEMENT WHICH HE 
HIMSELF SUGGESTED FOR ESTABLSHING SUCH FACTS. | HAD CITED 
THESE FACTS NOT ONLY BECAUSE OF IMPORTANCE IN THEMSELVES BUT 
BECAUSE OF RELATIONSHIP OF THEM TO FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION WHETHER 
AGREEMENTS BETWEEN US WERE TO HAVE SUBSTANCE. IT HAD YET TO 
BE DEMONSTRATED THAT THIS FIRST AGREEMENT BETWEEN US HAD 
SUBSTANCE. | HAD YET TO BE DEMONSTRATED WHETHER HIS GOVT 
WILLING RESOLVE FIRST QUESTION WE CALLED UPON TO DEAL WITH. 
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9. WANG RELIED MY STATEMENT ON QUESTION CIVILIANS COULD NOT 
BE REGARDED AS IN ACCORDANCE FACTS. HE COULD NOT SEE HOW 
SETTLEMENT OF OUR ISSUES COULD BE FACILITATED BY REPEATING 
THESE STATEMENTS. AS MATTER FACT EVEN PRIOR OPENING OUR TALKS 
HERE AMERICAN IN CHINA WHO DESIRED RETURN MY COUNTRY HAD BEEN 
ABLE TO BECAUSE HIS GOVT NEVER ADOPTED ANY ILLEGAL RESTRICTIVE 
MEASURES AGAINST THEIR DEPARTURE. AT PRESENT STILL WERE 
NUMBER OF AMERICANS WHO DESIRED REMAIN HIS COUNTRY. IN FUTURE 
IF ANY THESE PEOPLE DESIRED RETURN MY COUNTRY HIS SIDE WOULD 
CONTINUE ENABLE THEM DEPART IN ACCORDANCE WITH AGREEM=NT. 

IN ADDITION THESE ORDINARY AMEICAN CIVILIANS, | MUST ALSC KNOW 
NUMBER FORMER AMERICAN PRISONERS FROM KOREAN WAR WHO REFUSED 
REPATRIATION AND WHO HAD CHOSEN RESIDE CHINAe RECENTLY TWO OF 
THIS GROUP INDICATED DESIRE RETURN MY COUNTRY. HIS SIDE 

HAD PROMPTLY ASSISTED THEM DO SO~« THIS SHOWED THEY ALWAYS 
READY ASSIST THOSE WHO DESIRED RETURN MY COUNTRY TO DO SO. 

IN FUTURE IF ANY THESE FORMER PRSONERS OF WAR SHOULD DESIRE 
RETURN, HIS SIDE WOULD CONTINUE HELP THEM DEPART. AT TIME 
THESE TALKS OPENED HERE THERE WERE 40 AMERICANS IN CHINA WHO 
HAD COMMITTED VARIOUS CRIMESe TO SHOW GOOD WILL, HIS GOVT 
TAKEN SPECIAL MEASURES OF LENIENCY BY ANNOUNCING RELEASE OF 

11 OF THEM ON VERY FIRST DAY OUR TALKS. IN COURSE OUR TALKS, 
CHINESE GOVT HAD TAKEN FURTHER MEASURES IN GIVING 19 PRISONERS 
OPPORTUTNIY EXERCISE RIGHT RETURNe ALL THESE 19 PERSONS 

HAD RETURNED. THEREFORE COULD BE SAID CHINA NOT ONLY ENABLED 
ALL THOSE AMERICAN NATIONALS WHO DESIRED DO SO LEAVE COUNTRY, 
BUT ALSO TAKEN FURTHER MEASURES ENABLE GREAT MAJORITY AMERICAN 
PRISONERS EXERCISE RIGHT RETURN. UNDER SUCH CIRCUMSTANCES 

TO CHARGE CHINA FAILURE CARRY OUT OR VIOLATE AGREEMENT WAS 
DELIBERATE DISTORTION FACTS. 
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L WANG CONTINUED (FROM PREPARED STATEMENT) INSOFAR AS REMAINING 


TEN AMERICAN PRISONERS CONCERNED, AS HE HAD ALWAYS INDICATED 

IF THEY DISPLAYED GOOD BEHAVIOR AUTHORITIES WOULD ADOPT LENIENT 
MEASURES WITHIN FRAMEWORK THEIR Lana SYSTEM GIVE THEM EARLY 
RELEASE, THEIR POLICY WITH REGARD AMEICAN PRISONERS WAS 
ENTIRELY LEGAL AND LENIENT IN EVERY RESPECT, NO ONE COULD 
DENY THIS FACT, LET US EXAMINE RECORD MY GOVERNMENT IN HANDLING 
QUESTION RELEASE CIVILIANS, UP TO NOW MY SIDE HAD REFUSED 
HAND OVER LIST ALL CHINESE IMPRISONED IN AMERICA, EVEN LIST 

OF CHINESE PRISONERS IN AMERICA WE_HAD PRODUCED NOT COMPLETE 
ONE, MY AUTHORITES CONTINUED FORCE CHINESE GO TAIWAN, WITH 
REGARD THIS, HE WANTED POINT OUT MY SIDE NOT YET WITHDRAWN . 
REQUIREMENT TAIWAN ENTRY PERMIT WHICH VIOLATED OUR AGREEMENT + 
SEPTEMBER 10 LAST YEAR, THE CONTINUED RECEIVE INFORMATION ON 
THIS MATTER, IN CASE WHERE CHINESE NATIONALS FORCED TO TAIWAN, 
MY IMMIGRATION AUTHORITIES PLAYING LEADING ROLE, MY SIDE HAD 
NOT YET STOPPED INTERFERING WITH CORRESPONDENCE OF CHINESE 
STUDENTS WITH FAMILIES, MY SIDE MUST STOP ALL THESE EXAMPLES 
OBSTRUCTION RETURN IN FLAGRANT VIOLATON AGREEMENT, THEY 
CONTINUED PRESS FOR ACCOUNTING ON GROUP 26 PERSONS AND GROUP 

52 PERSONS--EXACTLY WHY THESE PERSONS HAD NOT RETURNED, 

UNTIL SUCH ACCOUNTING GIVEN, PEOPLE COULD ONLY ASSUME THEIR 
RETURN OBSTRUCTED. INSOFAR AS CHINESE PRISONERS CONCERNED 

MY SIDE NOT YET TAKEN MEASURES AS CHINA HAD DONE SO COULD 
EXERCISE RIGHT RETURN. ON OTHER HAND MY SIDE ACTUALLY ADOPTED 
ILLEGAL SCREENING METHOD SO THAT THESE PEOPLE LEFT IN SAME 
SITUATION AS BEFORE, 


AT ONE MOMENT MY SIDE HAD ALLEGED NOT SINGLE ONE THESE 
DESIRED RETURN, AT NEXT MOMENT | SAID A SINGLE ONE DID DESIRE 
RETURN, AT ONE MOMENT | SAID AGREEMENT NOT COVER THESE 
PERSONS AT NEXT MOMENT SAID DID COVER THEM, HOW COULD SUCH 
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CONTRADICTORY STATEMENTS CONVINCE PEOPLE MY SIDE TRYING 

SETTLE THIS PROBLEM? EVEN SO IN WHOLE COURSE THESE TALKS 

MY SIDE PERMITTED ONLY SINGLE CHINESE IN PRISON RETURN CHINA. 
SHARP CONTRAST TO FACT IN SAME INTERVAL HIS SIDE PERMITTED %0 OF 
40 AMERICAN PRISONERS, THAT IS TO SAY GREAT MAJORITY RETURN. 


11. WANG CONTINUED THERE WERE TENS OF THOUSANDS CHINESE 
NATIONALS IN US; AT PRESENT ONLY VERY FEW PERMITTED RETURN. 
STILL MANY WHO DESIRED RETURN BUT COULD NOT AS RESULT ALL SORTS 
OBSTRUCTIVE MEASURES MY SIDE IN VIDLATION AGREEMENT. THERE 
WERE EVEN CASES IN WHICH PERSONS FORCIBLY SENT TO TAIWAN AGAINST 
THEIR WILL. IF MY SIDE REFUSED ANNOUNCE REMOVAL ILLEGAL 
REQUIREMENT TAIWAN ENTRY PERMIT AND IF MY SIDE REFUSED STOP 
INTERFERING IN CORRESPONDENCE CHINESE NATIONALS IN US WITH 
FAMILIES, SITUATION COULD REALLY BE REGARDED AS FARCIAL. 

IT EVIDENT, THEREFORE, ON QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS, UP TO MY 
SIDE MAKE FURTHER EFFORTS IMPLEMENT AGREEMENT. THIS WAS 
REQUEST AND ALSO HOPE HIS SIDE. 


l2. I REPLIED, LET US BE CLEAR THAT WE DECIDED PROPER SUBJECTS 
OUR DISCUSSION HERE WITH REGARD CIVILIANS WERE THOSE WHO 
DESIRED RETURN. I HAND SAID IN PAST AND I REPEAT AGAIN AND 

MY STATEMENTS SUBSTANTIATED BY THIRD PARTY HE HAD DESIGNATED 

IN US--NO CHINESE NATIONAL IN US WHO DESIRED RETURN WANG'S 
COUNTRY WAS BEING OBSTRUCTED DOING SO. CHINESE NATIONALS WHO 
HAD NOT RETURNED HAVE DONE SO ONLY BECAUSE OF OWN FREE CHOICE. 
HE HAD PERSISTED IN MISUNDERSTANDING AND MISREPRESENTING 

WHAT HE CALLED QUESTION TAIWAN ENTRY PERMITS. FIRST LET ME SAY 


~b 





I DID NOT SUBIECT OF 
IT HAD NO RELATIONSHIP TO THOSE WHO DESIRED RETURN HIS COUNTRY 
iv’ HAD RE © 2Q THOSE WHO DESIRED 


NEVERTHELESS 
EXPLAIN MATTER 1 ERE Peep Ra StEN ee a LIN PAST NOBODY raiare 


OBTAIN WHAT HE yy PERSONS DESI 
EXTEND STAY IN oS tae MUST BE ABLE SHOW THEY‘ SANAPROCEED(T cr 
DESTINATION AT END OF STAY. THIS IS NOT, SOMETHING 
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13. | CONTINUED HE HAD ALSO AGAIN SPOKEN OF WHAT HE TERMED 
INTERFERENCE WITH CORRESPONDENCE, WHAT HE WAS DOING WAS 
ATTEMPTING PUT SLAME ON MY GOVERNMENT FOR S| TUATION WH!CH 
HIS OWN AUTHORITIES CREATED, | HAD REFRAINED PREVIOUSLY 
FROM TALKING ON THIS MATTER BECAUSE | HOPED HIS AUTHORITIES 
WOULD REALIZE ABSURDITY SUCH CHARGE, WE HAVE LEARNED THAT IN 
SPRING THIS YEAR H!S PROVINCIAL AUTHORITIES WERE ENFORCING MASS 
REGISTRATION OF FAMILIES OF CHINESE STUDYING IN US, SUCH 
REGISTRATONS ARE KNOWN TO HAVE TAKEN PLACE IN CANTON BETWEEN 
MARCH 30 AND APRIL 30, AND IN OTHER CITIES OF THAT PROVINCE 
BETWEEN APRIL 5 AND MAY 5, SIMILAR MASS REGISTRATIONS ARE 
KNOWN TO HAVE TAKEN PLACE IN OTHER AREAS DURING SAME PERIOD, 
IN SUCCEEDING MONTHS, PURPOSES OF THIS BECAME ALL TOO CLEAR, 
CHINESE STUDENTS MY COUNTRY BEGAN RECEIVING LETTERS FROM 
RELAT|I VES-=LETTERS WHICH WERE ON WHOLE QUITE DIFFERENT IN 
CONTENT FROM THOSE THEY HAD PREVIOUSLY SEEN RECEIVING, THESE 
LETTERS CONTAINED SIMILARITIES OF LANGUAGE AND CONTENT THAT 
WERE BEYOND PROBABILITIES OF CHANCE; SOME OF THEM HINTED 
THAT UNLESS STUDENT RETURNED JMMEDIATELY TO MAINLAND HIS FAMILY 
THERE WOULD SUFFER; STILL OTHERS CONTAINZD WARNINGS DISCLOSURE 
OF CORRESPONDENCE WOULD BRING REPRISAL ON FAMILIES, SOME STUDENTS 
RECEIVED LETTERS MAILED OTHER THAN FROM MAINLAND TELLING THEM 
TO DISREGARD EARLIER LETTERS, AS THEY HAD BEEN WRITTEN UNDER 
PRESSURE, PURPOSE OF THIS PRESSURE WAS ALL TOO CLEAR, 
HOWEVER, SOME STUDENTS, iN THEIR ANXIETY FOR FATE THEIR 
FAMILIES, HAD TURNED FOR ADVICE TO VARIOUS CHINESE WELFARE 
AND RELIGIOUS ORGANIZATION IN MY COUNTRY, SOME BROUGHT THEIR 
CASES TO ATTENTION AUTHORITES MY COUNTRY, EVENTULLY, AS WAS 
INEVITABLE, WHOLE MANEUVER CAME TO LIGHT IN PUBLIC PRESS, 
IT FOUND 1T INCREDIBLE ATTEMPT NOW BEING MADE LAY BLAME FOR 
SITUATION ON AUTHORITIES MY COUNTRY, IF ANY PRESSURE HAD 
BEEN EXERTED ON CHINESE STUDENTS MY COUNTRY, IT HAD COME FROM 
HIS COUNTRY, MY GOVERNMENT HAS REAL SYMPATHY FOR BOTH STUDENTS 
AND FAMILIES, MY GOVERNMENT HAD AND WOULD CONTINUE FOLLOW 
HUMANE 
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HUMANE COURSE OF ALLOWING EACH GHINESE IN US MAKE UP OWN MIND 
WHETHER REMAIN OR LEAVE, IT HAD NOT BROUGHT PRESSURE BEAR ON. 


STUDENTS, NOR KAD 47 ATTEMPTED THROUGH THEM EXERT PRESSURES 
ON FAMILIES, : 
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FROM JOHNSON 


14. | CONTINUED, MY GOVT HAD NOT ALLEGED AMERICANS IN HIS 
COUNTRY WHO DESIRED REMAIN THERE IN FACT DESIRE RETURN. 

) IT HAD NEVER ATTEMPTED BRING PRESSURE ON THESE AMERICANS TO 

| RETURNe | HAD BEEN VERY CAREFUL FROM BEGINNING THESE TALKS 

NOT BRING SUBJECT THESE AMERICANS INTO TALKS. HAD NOT ATTEMPTED 
COMPLICATE OUR TALKS BY MAKING FALSE ALLEGATIONS ABOUT THESE 
AMERICANS.s HAD DISCUSSED ONLY QUESTION OF AMERICANS WHO 
UNQUESTIONABLY DID DESIRE RETURN. AT VERY OUTSET THESE 

TALKS HAD GIVEN HIM LIST THESE AMERICANS, 1|T THOSE AMERICANS 

| HAD BEEN TALKING ABOUT. IT THOSE AMERICANS WHO WERE SUBJECT 
OF AGREEMENT. |T WAS TEN THOSE AMERICANS WHO STILL NOT GIVEN 
RIGHT RETURN WHICH THEY GRANTED UNDER AGREEMENT. IT WITH REGARD 
THESE AMERICANS UK CHARGE PEIPING NOT EVEN ABLE CARRY OUT 
SUBSIDIARY PROVISIONS THAT AGREEMENT. IT THOSE AMEICANS WHO 
SUBJECT TERMS REFERENCE THESE TALKS. UNTIL ALL, NOT JUST 
MAJORITY, THOSE AMERICANS HAD RETURNED, FIRST” ITEM OUR DISCUSSION 
HAD NOT YET BEEN RESOLVED. | AGAIN URGED IT-BE RESOLVED 

BY HIS GOVT PERMITTING THEM RETURN. 
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15 WANG REPLIED, | HAD STATED OUR AGREEMENT SEPT 10 RELATED 
TO PERSONS WHO DESIRED RETURN THEIR COUNTRY$ THAT WAS RIGHT. 
ON OTHER HAND, | DEMAND THAT TEN AMERICANS WHO HAD COMMITTED 
CRIMES AND NOW SERVING OUT TERMS SHOULD IMMEDIATELY BE 
RELEASED; THAT WAS WRONG IN ERROR. OUR AGREEMENT DID NOT 

! | AT ANY PLACE STATE ALL AMERICANS, INCLUDING CRIMINALS, BE 
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ABLE RETURN. SUCH DEMANDS WERE ILLEGAL. SUCH INTERPRE- 

TATION ‘OF AGREEMENT WAS DISTORTED ONE. ON OTHER HAND, IT WAS 
RATHER CHINESE NATIONALS IN US WHO DESIRED RETURN AND WHO 

BE ING OBSTRUCTED FROM DOING §0. 

16. WANG CONTINUED, VERY SURPRISED LISTEN MY STATEMENT WITH 
REGARD ’ INVESTIGATION CORRESPONDENCE CHINESE. WELL KNOWN 

CHINA SENT LARGE NUMBER STUDENTS ABROAD STUDY IN PLACES INCLUDING 
EUROPE, US, JAPAN. THESE STUDENTS SENT ABROAD EITHER BY GOVT 
OR THEIR FAMILIES. DID'NT GO THERE STAY BUT RATHER SERVE THEIR 
MOTHERLAND AT CONCLUSION STUDY. QUESTION WHETHER THESE STUDENTS 
DESIRE RETURN COUNTRY DOES NOT ARISE IN ANY CIVILIZED 

COUNTRY» YET THEY.HAD SEEN THIS PROBLEM ARISE IN US BECAUSE 

US TRYING, DEAN THESE STUDENTS AND PREVENT THEM RETURN MOTHER- 
LANDe NOT YET SEEN MORE STRIKING INSTANCE IN HISTORY 

CIVILIZED WORLD. ONLY TOO NATURAL CHINESE GOVT AND FAMILIES 
EXPRESS CONCERN THESE STUDENTS.e NOTHING SECRET AND ENTIRELY 
OPEN THAT FAMILIES OF CHINESE STUDENTS HAVE GATHERED IN PUBLIC 
MEETINGS TO PUT FORWARD DEMAND THEIR KIN IN US BE ALLOWED 
RETURNe HIS DELEGATION HAD RECEIVED LARGE QUANTITIES MAIL 

FROM FAMILIES CHINEESE STUDENTS IN US REQUESTING ASSISTANCE FOR 
STUDENT RETURN REJOIN FAMILIES* THIS ONLY TOO NATURAL. IT 
ENTIRELY MATTER CHINESE INTERNAL AFFAIRS AS TO WHAT ADVICE 
OFFERED BY CHINESE GOVT TO THESE RELATIVES TO HELP KIN-- 


» THESE STUDENTS=-RETURN, MOTHERLAND « ONLY TOO NATURAL SENTIMENT 
.} FOR THESE RELATIVES ADVISE AND APPEAL FOR RETURN THEIR KIN 


IN USe NOBODY CAN EXPECT THEIR RELATIVES TO ADVISE THEIR KIN 
REMAIN THERE. INFORMATION 1N MY STATEMENTS ENTIRELY PROVED 
FACT US GOVT INVESTIGATING AND INTERFERING IN CORRESPONDENCE 
CHINESE STUDENTS WITH FAMILIES. THIS ACT COULD ONLY BE REGARDED 
AS VIOLATION OF PERSONAL RIGHTS AND FREEDOM CHINESE IN US. 

WHAT WAS PURPOSE THIS INVESTIGATION CORRESPONDENCE? PURPOSE 
WAS BRING PRESSURE BEAR ON MINDS CHINESE STUDENTS IN US PREVENT 
THEIR RETURNING CHINAse’ THIS INVESTIGATION OF PEOPLE'S CORRES- 
PONDENCE REMINISCENT DAYS KMT RULE IN CHINA.’ IN THOSE DAYS 
PEOPLE’ CORRESPONDENCE ALSO INVESTIGATED AND WE TERMED THIS 
ACTIVITY WORK OF SPECIAL AGENTS WHILE IN OTHER DEMOCRATIC 
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COUNTRY THIS CALLED POLICE ACTIVITY. THEY VIGOROUSLY OPPOSED 
TO THIS ACTION OF US GOVT WHICH VIOLATION PERSONAL LIBERTY AND 
DEMOCRATIC SPIRIT. 


17. | REPLIED INFORMATION HAD GIVEN HIM -T-SBFGMENOKR# WHAT HE 
TERMED INVESTIGATION OF CORRESPONDENCE. IT RESULTED FROM 
VOLUNTARY ACTS OF PERSONS RECEIVING CORRESPONDENCE CALLNG 

IT TO ATTENTION OUR AUTHORITIES AND ASKING FOR ADVICE. 

FROM HIS STATEMENTS SEEMED QUITE CLEAR HE DID AGREE THERE WAS 
CAMPAIGN TO BRING PRESSURE THROUGH FAMILIES ON THESE CHINESE 
STUDENTS TO RETURN OR DRF# MIGHT NOT DESIRE RETURN 

WOULD NATURALLY SHOW SOME CONCERN. WOULD NATURLLY BE 
ESPECIALLY CONCERNED WHEN, AS SOME INFORMED US, HAD RECEIVED 
ONE LETTER FROM RELATIVE POSTMARKED FROM WANG'S COUNTRY 

URGING THEM TO RETURN AND SUBSEQUENTLY RECEIVED ANOTHER LETTER 
POSTMARKED ELSEWHERE TELLING THEM DISREGARD FIRST ONE. 

FACT OF MATTER WAS NOT MY GOVT ATTEMPTING BRING ANY PRESSURE 
ON THESE STUDENTS. THEY WERE MATURE ENOUGH MAKE OWN DECISIONS. 
FACT OF MATTER WAS ALL EVIDENCE SHOWED NOT SINGLE CHINESE 

BEEN OBSTRUCTED FROM LEAVING US IF DESIRED LEAVE COUNTRY. 
EVIDENCE FOR THIS WAS NOT MY UNSUPPORTED STATEMENT. EVIDENCE 
WAS THIRD PARTY WHICH ESTABLISHED TO DETERMINE JUST THIS 

VERY FACT. FACT OF MATTER WAS, AS BEST EXEMPLIFIED IN CASE 
FRe MCCARTHY, THIRD PARTY IN WANGC'S COUNTRY NOT EVEN PERMITTED 
INVESTIGATE FACTS OF CASE WHERE PERSON ALLEGING OBSTRUCTION 
RETURNe FACTS WITIi REGARD PERFORMANCE OUR TWO GOVTS ON 
AGREEMENT ALL TOO PLAIN. 


GOWEN 
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18, WANG REPLIED, | HAD SPOKEN OF CAMPAIGN LAUNCHED BY H/S 
GOVT TO URGE CHINESE STUDENTS IN AMERICA RETURN MOTHERLAND, 
FACT WAS RELATIVES THESE STUDENTS HOLD MANY PUBLIC GATHERINGS 
VOICE DEMAND TO HIS GOVT THAT GOVT SHOULD MAKE REPS MY GOVT 
FOR RETURN THEIR KIN IN US, IT WAS QUITE PUBLIC MATTER, 

( SUCH CAMPAIGN MADE NECESSARY SIMPLY BECAUSE CHINESE STUDENTS 
MY COUNTRY PREVENTED FROM RETURNING, I/F NOT PREVENTED FROM 
RETURNING, SUCH CAMPAIGN WOULD HAVE BEEN UNNECESSARY, 
RELATIVES HAD WRITTEN LETTERS, NO MATTER WHERE MAILED AND NO 
MATTER BY WHAT MEANS MAILED, PURPOSE OF LETTERS WAS URGE 
MEMBERS FAMILY RETURN MOTHERLAND, THIS REASONABLE AND 
EXPRESS !ON ENTIRELY HUMANE DESIRE, BUT ABSURD, UTTERLY 
ABSURD, FOR PARENTS URGE MEMBERS FAMILIES REMAIN IN US ALL 
THEIR LIVES AND DIE IN US, 
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19, WANG CONTINUED, HE WOULD REMIND ME TERMS REFERENCE THESE 
TALKS DID NOT COVER ONLY QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS BUT 

COVERED WIDE RANGE MATTERS AT ISSUE BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES, 

HE REFERRED SECOND !TEM AGENDA, IN COURSE THESE TALKS HIS 

S!|DE HAD MADE VARIOUS PROPOSALS DESIGNED RESOLVE OTHER MATTERS 
AT ISSUE BETWEEN US, HE REGRETTED MY SIDE NOT IN POSITION 
JOIN IN DICUSSION THESE MATTERS AND BECAUSE OF THIS ATTITUDE 
MY GOVT, NO PROGRESS MADE IN DISCUSSION SECOND ITEM AGENDA, 

i1T TO BE HOPED MY GOVT WOULD DEVOTE NECESSARY ATTENTION SECOND 
ITEM AGENDA AND JOIN IN REASONABLE DISCUSSION THOSE ITEMS 

AND PROPOSALS MADE BY HIS SIDE, 
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20. $| REPLIED HOPED HIS GOVT WOULD RESOLVE FIRST |!TEM AGENDA 
AND THEREBY SHOW DESIRE RESOLVE ISSUES BETWEEN US, 


21. WANG REPLIED HAD ALREADY MADE QUITE CLEAR THEIR OPINION 
AS TO HOW FIRST ITEM AGENDA TO BE SETTLED, ON THEIR PART 
ALWAYS ACTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH AGREEMENT, THEIR OPINION WAS 
PROBLEMS COULD ONLY BE RESOLVED THIS WAY, 


22, | ASKED DID THAT MEAN AMERICANS HIS COUNTRY WHO DESIRED 
RETURN WOULD BE ABLE EXPEDITIOUSLY DO SO, IF SO | WELCOMED 
STATEMENT, 


23. WANG SAID MATTERS COULD ONLY BE RESOLVED IN ACCORDANCE 
AGREEMENT, IMPOSSIBLE ASK BEYOND SCOPE AGREEMENT, 


24, | SAID HAD ASKED FOR NOTHING BEYOND SCOPE AGREEMENT, 
AGREEMENT SAID AMERICANS WHO DES!RED RETURN WOULD BE ABLE EX- 
PEDITIOUSLY DO SO AND THAT HIS GOVT WOULD TAKE NECESSARY MEASURES 
THAT REGARD, AGREEMENT SAID ANYBODY WHO FELT OBSTRUCTED FROM 
RETURNING COULD COMMUNICATE WITH UK CHARGE, AGREEMENT SAID 

UK CHARGE COULD INVESTIGATE FACTS IN ANY SUCH CASE, AGREEMENT 
SAID HIS GOVT WOULD ACCEPT REPRESENTATION FROM UK CHARGE, 

| COULD NOT SEE SINGLE ASPECT OUR AGREEMENT WHICH BEING HONORED 
WITH REGARD THOSE TEN AMERICANS STILL THERE, 


25. WANG SAID WITH RESPECT TEN AMERICAN PRISONERS SERVING 
PRISON TERMS CHINA, HIS GOVT COULD NOT ACCEPT ANY UNILATERAL 
DEMAND OF US GOVT BECAUSE SUCH DEMANDS UNREASONABLE AND DID 
NOT CONFORM WITH AGREEMENT, PEOPLE OTHER THAN TEN AMERICANS 
SERVING SENTENCES, OTHER AMERICANS IN CHINA INCLUDING FORMER 
PRISONERS OF WAR WHO REFUSED REPATRIATION WOULD BE ASSISTED 
BY HIS SIDE WITHOUT ANY CONDITION DEPART FROM HIS COUNTRY IF 
THEY DESIRED SO, THEY MIGHT ASK HOW MANY AMERICANS FORMERLY 
IN CHINESE PRISONS ALLOWED RETURN AND HOW MANY CHINESE IN US 
PRISONS ALLOWED RETURN, 


26. | SAID ALL CHINESE IN US INCLUDING THOSE IN PRISON WHO 
DESIRED RETURN BEEN ABLE DO SO, TEN AMERICANS HIS COUNTRY 
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WHO DESIRED RETURN NOT BEEN ABLE DO SO, 

27. WANG SAID THESE TEN AMERICANS NOT PERMITTED RETURN BECAUSE 
HAD NOT SERVED OUT TERMS GIVEN THEM FOR THEIR OFFENSES, 

THIS WAS ACCEPTED PRACTICE EVERY SOVEREIGN GOVT, 


28. | SAID IN OTHER WORDS, OUR AGREEMENT HAD NO MEANING 
WITH RESPECT THESE TEN AMERICANS, 


29. WANG SAID AGREEMENT DID NOT STATE ALL AMERICAN PRISONERS 
SHOULD BE RELEASED WITHIN SPECIFIED TIME, 


30. | REPLIED AGREEMENT SAID AMERICANS DESIRING RETURN WOULD 
BE ABLE EXPEDITIOUSLY DO SO, 


31. WANG SAID THAT ONLY ONE ASPECT OF PROBLEM, 


GOWEN 
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= L 32. | SAID HOWEVER ONE TERMED IT, IT WAS AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
& US WHICH NOT BEING CARRIED OUT, 
c 
4 33. WANG REJOINED IT WAS US WHICH NOT CARRYING OUT AGREEMENT, 
ie) 
3 34, | STATED THIRD PARTY ARRANGEMENT SHOWED WHICH SIDE 
2 CARRYING IT OUT, 
ie¥) 
< , WANG COMPLAINED US HAD NOT ASSISTED THIRD PARTY TO PER. 
= A FORM FUNCTIONS, 
<= 
“ 36. | POINTED OUT THAT NOT WHAT THIRD PARTY SAID, 


37. WANG ASKED SINCE TWO ITEMS ON AGENDA, WHY HAD US NOT 
PRESENTED VIEWS ON SECOND ITEM, 


38. | REPLIED US HAD AT GREAT LENGTH PRESENTED VIEWS ON 
SECOND ITEM AGENDA AND US HAD ALSO EXPRESSED VIEWS WITH REGARD 
FIRST !TEM, US EXPECTS AGREEMENT ON FIRST ITEM BE CARRIED 
OUT AND US EXPECTS FUNDAMENTAL !TEMS UNDER SECOND ITEM BE 
RESOLVED, IT STILL HOPED--~EVEN AFTER THIS PASS OF 

TIMEj{—-THAT HIS GOVT WOULD MAKE DECISIONS RESOLVE THESE 


MATTERS, 
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39. WANG STATED NOW UP TO US TAKE SUCH MEASURES RESOLVE 

QUESTION, REMOVING REQUIREMENT FOR TAIWAN ENTRY PERMIT WOULD 

DO MORE GOOD THAN TO SIT HERE AND ENGAGE IN LONG EMPTY STATEMENTS, 

1T WAS AMERICAN PEOPLE WHO DEMANDED LIFTING EMBARGO, WHY 

HAD MY GOVT NOT TAKEN MEASURES DO SO? IT WAS AMERICAN PEOPLE 

WHO DEMANDED AMERICAN PRESSMEN BE ALLOWED VISIT CHINA, WHY 

HAD NOT AMERICAN GOVT TAKEN ACTION PERMIT DO SO? HE HOPED US 
WOULD TAKE 
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WOULD TAKE CONCRETE ACTION WHICH COULD BE SEEN BY EVERYBODY 
RATHER THAN BY MAKING EMPTY STATEMENTS OR EMPTY PROFESS! ONS 
OF DESIRES, 


lo. | NOTED FOR 180 YEARS MY GOVT CONSIDERED FULLY QUALIFIED 
SPEAK FOR AMERICAN PEOPLE, |! THOUGHT NO LESS QUALIFIED DO SO 
TODAY, THIS DID NOT MEAN, HAPPILY, THAT NO DIFFERENCE OF 
: OPINION AMONG AMERICAN PEOPLE, THIS DID NOT MEAN, HAPPILY, 
THAT PERSONS HAVING DIFFERENT OPINIONS NOT ABLE PUBLICLY 
EXPRESS THEM, 








@ 
3 41, WANG COMMENTED WE HAD NOT COME HERE FOR HISTORY COURSES, 
WY 
3 | 42, | SUGGESTED JANUARY TEN FOR NEXT MEETING IN VIEW CHRISTMAS 
: AND NEW YEARS HOLIDAYS, 
eo | 
5 43, WANG PROPOSED JANUARY 18 WHICH | FOUND INCONVENIENT 
~ AND WE AGREED ON SATURDAY, JANUARY 19, 
GOWEN 
BAG 
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, view Dae $7) wv  £ 
Dear Walter: re (La 


I am again not sending any comment telegram as there Pulte 
is really nothing new to say and much can happen before the 


next meeting, Los b) 


I must confess that the news stories from India certain- 
ly make my prediction that Nehru would not talk much about 
Communist China look entirely wrong. It now looks as if he 
might do much talking about it, and may be carrying some 
messages, Therefore, I presume that what happens at the next 
meeting will to a considerable degree depend on what is or is 
not said during the Washington visit. | 





























Do you ses any significance in Wang's persistence on 
the January 18 date? I do not have Chou's schedule here and 
wonder if it could be related to the post-Washington meeting 
between Chou and Nehru and Chou's return to Peiping. 


STF G ZZ 3074 


I pressed for the January 17 date as Swissair is no 
longer flying to Prague on Saturdays and Sundays and I have 
to go back by Czech Air on those days for which I have no 
stomach, (They have had too many crashes with their old 
Soviet planes and the week preceding my last return by Czech 
Air, killed a whole plane full taking off from Zurich.) I 
agreed to Saturday with the thought I could lay-over here 
Sunday and go back Swissair on Monday.... 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 
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I am.sorry I failed to reply to you about Helenka., How- 
ever, as I had talked over with her the suggestion you made 
regarding leave without pay and as she was agreeable I had 
dismissed it from my mind as finished business, Nevertheless, 
I should have said something to you. 


I pressume you have by now received my letter about ex- 
tending Ekvall beyond December 30, (My letters to you seem 
to take an extraordinary time in transit). 


As a side light Wang was with me on the plane coming down 
Tuesday and while we were in the airport at Zurich I showed 
him two articles and pictures in the New York Times of Chou's 
Indian visit. In a little while he came over and gave me the 
Prague English news bulletin of NCNA giving the account of 
Chou's Calcutta interview, It was to that I was particularly 
referring this morning and he kmew it as I had it on the table, 


I didn't feel as pleased with today's meeting as I had 
with the last meeting in that I wasn't able to keep it as 
exclusively on the ten Americans as the last meeting. However, 
I felt it was time to call him on their tactics with respect 
to the Chinese students and this inevitably lead us somewhat 
down that road, However, all in all, I think I was successful 
in continuing to keep him on the defensive, . 

I am very glad you accepted my suggestions on the con- 
tingency statements in the event of any releases. I just 
felt we were-giving the Indians entirely too much credit, 


I did not put too much stock in Menon's statement as 
indicating knowledge by him of an early release, but would be 
inclined to give considerable credence to Mehta's remarks if 
Kuh was correctly quoting him, (Incidentally thanks very 
much for the press account of Mehta's statement on Chinese in 
the U.S. As you will have seen I made very good use of it.) 

I would be most surprised if they released all 10. If they are 
going to make any gesture I think it much more likely they 
will at the most let 8 go, 
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If and when I bring up the missing servicemen again 
I suggest I should also include some blanket reenwer eo 

that would cover not only the 11 Coast Guard and Navy per- 
sonnel but the recent weather plane incident in the Japan 
Sea on which I forwarded you a reply to a letter from Mrs, 
McLaughlin, That is, without individually mentioning all 
such incidents an inquiry framed in such a way as to attempt 
to draw from him a disclaimer of knowledge of survivors of 
any such incidents so that we could assure inquirérs we 

have done our best for them, 


Holf@@ay greetings and best wishes for all, May 1957 
be more productive than 1955 and 1956, 


Sincerely yours, 


° xis Johnson 
ic Ambassador 
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ie Dear Daver 


The last batch of data on unaccounted for allitary personnel 
was sent to us by Defense in such haste that whey failed to set to 
us the enclosed coverinzy memorandum. I note from the memorandum 
that there should be data on twelve persons rather than eleven,as 

_ walter stated in his letter of December 7 to Alex. UDefense now tells 

us that in the rush t ey sent cver extra copies of some of the dossiers 
which they would liks you to send back, since one will presumably 
satisfy sour needs. They nave also told us that the Navy is de~ 
classifying the material on Naval personnel so that it can be used 
in negotiation. 


we would ve interested in our co-:msnts on the usefulness of 
tais latest batch of material. The Department is uncer continued 
pressure to do something about the unaccounted tor military j-ereonnel 
and we may want this suoject brougab up asain at the next meeting. 


of the United States 
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“ith such long zaps between meetinzs you “ust be turning into 
a recular member of tne Consulate jieneral staff wnoich we regret, 
ince FE pays the bill and we could use you to much better advantaze 
here. sJowever, there seema to be no solution to tuis unsatisfactory 
4 situation. 
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Awana and I send best wishes to you end Nelenka for the holiday 
season and hope to Rear from youe 





: Sincerel7;, 
+ ae 1 


Ralsh . Clough 


David Le. Osborn, Esquire, 
Anerican Consulate General, 


Geneva 
wel 4 Snaclosure: 
_ « Memo from Defense dated Cecember 4 
FE:CA:RNClough:dd 
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I am returning the extra copies of the missing-pwrsoniel al 
dossiers you mentioned in your letter of December 19, As you say, ===” 
we did get data on twelve persons, 


it should be possible to make a pretty good presentation 
on the basis of the material we now have, if we can have discretion 
as to the use of material frmm some of the classified dossiers, 
Although some of the new material is still utterly valueless in our 
context (e.g., Pvt Worley, Lt. Gleaves, Lt De Lacy, Lt Cochran, 
Lt Batson, Lt Nelson), I don't think this would necessarily hurt our 
presentation, We now have a few cases we could cite in some detail 
to cast doubt on the so-called "accounting" in both the "escaped" 
and the "no-data" categories (e.g., Pvt Walker, Lt Biesterveld, 
Capt Morelang - why have we no new data on him? - and several of the 
Air Force cases). Taking off from | this, we could strongly renew the 
( demand that this "practical matter" between the two sides be settled 
by the simple and feasible action on Peiping's part that we have asked 
for all along, It has seemed to us here we might also want to work 
in a blanket demand for information on any other US personnel, whether 
or not involved in the Korean conflict, of whose fate the Communists 
might have knowledge, In this connection, it might be useful for us 
to have whatever unclassified information is available on any US planes 


that have gone down near China since 1950--plane numbers, crew names,’ 
etc, 





of the United States 
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Probably Wang will not even give us a nibble this time, If 
he does respond, it will probably be with a counterattack, He can 
if he chooses attack the failure of the UN side to submit any accounting 
at alls; but this line can be exploited by us against him, as it would 
at least be an acknowledgment that MAC business can be dealt with here, 
Wang could, if he chose, make a fairly good counterattack on the 14,000, 
even though these are not comparable to the unaccounted-for personnel, 
He could point out that the PRC has let those of the US non-patriots 
wishahg to do so return; he could ask whether the 14,000 have the same 
right; he could point out that this is a practical matter between our 
two countries. Of course, he would be wrong, but it might prove un- 
comfortable having to argue the point. However, this line of counterd - 
tack somehow doesn't seem Wang's style aus ase tht PAT p 6 
Il was glad to learn from your card that Joe Bennett is to be 
joining you. 4e is an excellent man. As to when I might rejoin you-- 


Ralph N, Clough, Esquire, 
Office of Chinese affairs, 
Bureau of Far E**stern Affairs, 
Department of State 
CONFIDENTIAL 
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the Ambassador has indicated a sympathetic understanding of my 
disinclination to stay on here if the talks assume = or retain - 
the character of an indefinite and sporadic maintenance of contact, 
We both feel that the next meeting ought to be somewhat more indi- 
cative than most in regard to the future of the talks, 


1 realize, of course, that this doesn't give you in CA much 
of a firm basis for planning ahead on personnel, which is another 
reason I'm glad Joe Bennett is coning. 


Helenka and the children and I had a good Christmas, and hope 
all of you in CA did, too, We're taking advantage of the year-end 
holidays to spend a few days in Italy, which I've never seen, 


Happy New Year to all, 


Sincerely, 


~b 


. David SW, Osborn 
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Letser lo. 42 


Lear Alex: 


I have checked witha 3111 Godel in teneral Erskine's office on the status 


of Sol. =kval Sill assures ne that there will be no difficulty in extendincs 


That ucs vexed us previously 


not Anve to be contended with avain. However, ‘Ail warned ue that ckval) 


is nearing the mandatory retircment avs of 50. He wanted to sive us due 


notices so that we woulc have ample tine to néke other errancenents. “6 have 


| 
tb) 
b> 
ry 
6 


checked the Ami recister ani ukveall was bern in February, 1293. 


Hence ais compulsery retirement date snoula de February 23, 1953. hat is 
far enouza in the future so that we will not have to worry about the matter 
for tne present. As you know, we now huve a modest Soreisn Service interpreter 


training orovren under the suidance of doward Sollenberser of the Froreicn 
Service Institute. The first trainee, Joun cexter (already a Chinese Lanzuace 
Wfficer) should complete the interpreter trainine by carly next year. 

s@ Rave received intimations from Dave and :lelenka that he is very 


eaver to return to nis work in CA and that you micsht be willinc to consider 


releaginc hin after the next neetinc. Undoubtedly *°E would et a auch Larrcer 
2 ~ 2 ~ 


over-all] return from Dave if he were workinc full-time for us here in the 


Department, rather than for drief and infrequent periods at Geneva. 


This 
would 


The ilonorable 
U. Alexis Jounson, 
American 4abdassador, 
Pracue GHCLASSI *I=D 
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= would seem to be doubly true since the talks have entered a stereotyzed 
See | 
—, phase where there is little for iim or any other assistant to contribute. 
ei 
= It has occurred to me thet we might explore the possibility of brinzing 


s ! Dave back, and deteilins Ed Martin to cammte between London and Ceneva for 
the meetinzs, if you are receptive to the idea. Probably it would have to be 
UMdtirstcod that there woulc be no more than two meetinzs 4 -onth in this event. 
We have not discussed the matter with cUR or Eabassy, London, and will not 

do SO until we cet your reaction. We have ascertsined that such an arranzement 


@poarently would »e fsasible from the °s budcetary standpoint, althouvh H's 


ogee s 
Some, 


travel expenses, clus the difverentici pay which Dave would receive when he 


Aye 


f ( \is back in the veposrtment, would come to a little more than we sre now spending 


‘I aeve to make this letter unclassified, since otherwise there would be a long 


yr Publication in FOreIgn REraALIVUNns 


of the United States 


oe 


| 


pouch delay. However, © belisve the essentials are spelled out. 
e intend to see that you =et all the support you feel ;ou need, anc if 


the >roposed arranzenent would not suit you we want you to say soe {tb would be 


Declassified fo 


Clearly understood, of course, that if you do rive up Lave, we would reassicn 
nin or someones of compara2dle qualifications for full-time service should the 
talks take a now turn involving the discussion of other major substantive 
~-4 matvers. 
Rezards and cood wishes to you and Pat for all of '57. 


Sincerely, 


Walter P, McConaughy 


einem C aftaf iPheConauchy tera 
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Dear Vlalter: 


I have just received your unclassified letter of January 4 and 
hasten to reply in the same way mailing this by AFO channels fron 
Nurenberg when I so through there tomorrow. 


It is reassuring to mow thet if I am still at this in 1953S a 
substitute is in the mill. You can be sure I most fervently hope- 
ful that the contingency will not arise. 

I had told Dave that if by the end of the next meetings it looks 
as if thinss are fsoing to continue on the same course I would be 
willing to tell the Department I was willing to release hin to return 
to the Denartment, subject, of course, to the arrival of a renlacement. 
I had not thought of %d Martin from London but am delichted at the 
orospect and believe that from my standpoint it would be entirely 
practicable if we continue at our present pace of not more than a 
meeting each two weeks, This would leave the problem of a secretary 
which I will discuss with Geneva when I arrive there. ‘ith Dave 
Popper at no. 2 there now I may be able to work out something more 
satisfactory than previously. I will let vou mow. 


SIv d ZL 301 


4 


I hope you heve lots of news waiting for me at Geneva, so that: 


I know at least as much as the other fellow about what has happened, 
if anything. 


© 


All the best, 


Sincerely yours, 





I 


exis Johnson 


Valter P, HcConauchy, Ssauire, 
Director, 
Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington 25, D. C. 
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- ¢ Dear Alex: 
wv « 
~ 
e I hope you -ot my letier No. 52 of January h, sent to you at Prasue. 
Le) 
™ 
, « I presume you did since we received no word that you would carry throuch 
QV . 
in ~ F 
cS is = | - ~ ~4 ; S ° + ; “4 4 
cv i tne travel and leave plan woicn you were considering when you wrote your 
- WY h 
eve letter No. 51 of December 13 (received nere December 21). Os 
+ 
Poe © ct 
Ss i I aa leaving on the l7th to participate in a panel discussion of - 
— w E nN 
Sop munist policy at the Air Command and Staff School et tiaxweli Air Jase, U 
Qa *\ { 
we FF > 
.* ilapama. i lope we can zet our guidance telesram for tae January 19 meetinz + 
Qe Ui 
> on the wires not later tnan ‘ieduesday, the 16th. I nope we can nave a 
< 
re preliminary meeting today. “here will de nothing really new to put in it 
" 
hed . 
% unless we decide’ to have you bring up the missine servicemen avain. 
v 
2 } 
i*ti “oir to recommend that the subject be oroucvht up at this week's 
meetiny. I assume you will have enouch tine to prepare your presentation, 
and it needs to be done to satisf; Defense, and to back up many letters 
to the relatives in which we sinte that we are continuinz to pursue the 
question actively. It is evicent that we are not zoing to make any headway 
in the MAC. I asree with the suzzestion in your last letter that sone 
manual blanket inauiry ve included which woulu cover other incidents where militar; 
— The Honorarle 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
| American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
smundeh American Consulate General, 
oe Geneva. 
plane 
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as SEURcT 
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personnel have disappeared in the zeneral area of Uhina anc adjoining waters. 
We do not feel that we have any cood explanation for Wanc's insistence 
on not havins this week's meetin; on January 17. Chou in-lai's current 
trip to Poland may have something to do with it, although it seems doubtful 
that Chou's present itinerary had been planned in detail as earl; as 
December 13. As you know, extensive changes in Chou's travel. phans nave 
been made, -r at least announced, since then. 
we have sent you what little we have on Nehru's conversations 
touching on Uhina matters while he was recently in tais country. We have 
no reason to think that anythin: took plece in those talks which would 
influence our tactics with Janz. I gather that Nenru is not sancuine about 
the prossecis for ény immediate favorable action on the prisoners by Peipinz. 
we are in a rather difficult position in our efrorts to hold the lin 
on travel of Americans to Communist China. The unexpected entry of the 
3 American newsmen into Communist China has complicated ow’ problem. 
ihe present disposition here is to refrain =. from any sort of legal or 
administrative sanctions szainst these three. The "Look" Masazine »veople 
have already ordercd Stevens and Harrington out and the"Afro-American" 
publisher has promised to advise Worthy to leave promptly, although .orthy 
an 
is not actually/em.,loyee of the "Afro-American" and may not fcel oblizated 
to respect their wishes. Wicgin of the "\jashinzton Post" is making a 


comprehensive study of the wnole subject for the American Society of 

un 
Newspaper Editors. While he is not entirely/sym,athetic to our position 
nis report may make it more difficult to nold the line 100 percent. There 


is a strong effort to break down our position to the extent of letting in 


suxa a selected few newsmen. But we do not S€© now we can discriminate 
azainst 
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against people in other occupations who have plausible reasons for going in. 
We intend to continue to use all the moral suasion we can while avoidinz 


tan-les with the courts and with public opinion. It seems important to 





get out a better statement of our reasons for o»pyosing travel to Red China 
than we have yet done. Such a statement is being worked on now. 

Our difficulties have been compounded by the diggins up of a 1952 
press release (copy enclosed). This release announces that all passports 
will be stamped not valid for travel to various Communist countries incl udinz 
Communist China but explains that "this procedure in no way forbids 
Americsn travel to those areas." lione of us were here when this press 
release was issued. Do you recall any background on why it was stated 


y that we would not object to travel in Communist China? That is hard to 
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understand since it was issued at a time when the Korsan War was still 
going on and more than 40 Americans were unjustly imprisoned in Communist China 


Our endeavor to keep the pressure on the Cormunists to release the 
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American prisoners by refusins passports to mainland China until they are 
released has been further damaged by the ectior of the defense lawyer in 
the Powell sedition case, Abraham Lincoln Wirin. He has given the court 
a Jong list of witnesses in Communist China whose testimony he claims 
is essential to his clients' defense. The judze has issued an order provicine 
that the testimony of these witnesses be taken in the form of depositions 
before an ‘merican consulcor officer in wong fong. However, ‘iirin avers that 
in order to et the witnesses to come to Hong dong he must go personally to 
Communist China and North Korea to interview the witnesses and others with 

\ information relating to the case (including Chou in-lai and Kim Dl-sung.) 


Having been denied a passport valid for travel to Communist China and North 
Korea, 














= ’ “a 
| = ( S2e2:T 
bes eel 
Korea, Uirin eppealed to the court amd the judze icsved an order (copy 
3 emclosed) to the effect that he was to o to these two areas as an officer 


of the court, st soverment expense, devositin= his passport in Hons Xonz, 


and the court would protect Ain from amy criminal or edninistrative action 


ogainst hin by reason of this travel. L, waich hae primary responsibllity 


in this situation, has decided not to contest the judse's action and ‘irin 


has anmoumcec, acesrdins to the press, that he will cepart for Yonz cons 





ami Communist Chins on Januery 22. Thus, we have another precedent and 
another bresch in the cike. 
4eraris and zoou wishes ts all of jou, 


sincerely, 


of the United States 


naltor 2, i.cConauszuy 
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Enclosures: 
le Press Zelcase iio. Sil of vay 1, 1962 
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2e copy of court order. 

3. wo sehru Sriefine vapers: 

(a) Cainmsese «risoners in U.S. Fenitentiarics. 
(b>) “sckrround Paver on father C.J. .clirthy. 
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spy of Televicion intervicw - alward 2. iorrow anc Uhou éne-iai 
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eo if 
ost It would be useful if you could let 13 know right away/any breaching 


ef the line at all on travel of Americans in Cormunist China would compronise 


awe * 1A AN 


your position in your talks with Wang. You will recall that you have mentioned 
several times to Wang that we could not chance ctr policy «hile 4vericans 
are unjustly held. If you have any ixcortant ocservation on the effect in 
Geneva of any modifieztion of the nolicy, it might be well for you to telecrarh 
as woll as write. 

We are naturally interested in the interview uhich vorthy is to 
have vith American crisoners in Shanghai today or tororrew. Sut we hve 


( deciced it would Sea inaprrorriate fcr us to transmit any cuecsticns for sorthy 


of the United States 


to owt to the prisoners, as ve have an onvertvnity to do. ile co not ish to 
seem to be capitalizing in any way cn Worthy's visit when it has been termed 
contrary te of ficial policy. Furthermore ve co not dSelieve any additional 


information would result from action on cur rart. The questions which might 
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logically be asked dre obvious and vill oceur to #orthy without any cmrptin:s 
from USe 

It now seems as if ve may beubout a strong staterent immediately on our 
hardline of Chinese -risoners and students, in order to correct the hermful 


misrenresentaticns which Chow Inelai is saking in the course o: his current 


tour's 
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1. Express deep disappointment and concern of American p AG they 
© 
U 
new year has begun with terms of Agreed Announcement still unfulfilled oy a. 
8 oe 
Chinese Communists. Many months have passed since last American relessey ° 


i] 
It now appears Chinese Communists taking no repeat no measures £8 permit ~ 
Americans expeditiously £a return sm US as promised in Agreed Announcements 


e 

but instead compelling each prisoner & serve out term of sentence prior 3 
e 

6 


ke release. Such action is flagrant violation of Agreed Announcement and 


of the United States 


contrary xm Wang's assurances that prompt action could be expected. It ~ 
also in sharp contrast to US action regarding Chinese prisoners in US. 


© 
U 
— = Only Chinese prisoner choosing go mainland China released after serving ~ 
a oe T 


(Oftcen “4p | only two and one-half years of seven to twenty year sentence. US has 
! . 
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~ -extended benefits of Agreed Announcement to all Chinese in US including 
“common criminals in prison such as narcotics offenders and murderers. 


nn even invited Indian Embassy interview all such prisoners. Chinese 


ed 


it? Communist refusal permit interviews cannot obscure fact US has done more 


than required by Agreed Announcement regarding Chinese in US, while 
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[ Chinese Communists have failed x8 carry out their cormitment regarding 


Americars. 


2. Renew demand for =) accounting by Chinese Communists for missing 
military personnel. Frame demand in terms toad enough £m encompass both 
personnel missing from Korean War and other US military personnel missing 
from aircraft lost 2& vicinity of China. Select from dessiers forwarded tg 
you best-documented cases af missing individuals reliably reported at one 
time in Chinese Communist hands and present in detail to Wang. (Material 
sent you McConaughy's letter December 7 all now declassified.) If Wang 
should refuse gm consider subject, refer zm statements of Comnunist side 
at Panmunjom at 67th Meeting of MAC on November 26, 1956 that personnel 
QUOTE detained by authorities outside Korea UNQUOTE or QUCTE disposed of 
UNQUOTE by Chinese Communist regime not repeat not subject za discussion at 
Pamnunjom. Poirt out this is obvious issue between us, one of great concern 
to American people, and therefore suitable subject for Geneva talks. 

3. Maintain previous position other subjects. 

4. Propose next meeting February 7. (FYI Lengthening interval 


between meetings will serve to emphasize to Communists our dissatisfaction 


‘wikh their attitude in tim talks and make less frequent demands on your time.) 
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OP LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 


L FROM JOHNSON reoticn to Daya 





RE TRAVEL COMMUNIST CHINA AS INDICATED MYTEL 67 AU 
PRAGUE FELT FACT ISSUE LARGELY TURNED INTO ONE BETWEEN US 

PRESS AND USG HAD LARGELY DESTROYED NEGOTIATING VALUE POSITION 
HERE AND BEST COURSE WAS FIND SOME WAY ACQUIESCE AND CAP- 
ITALIZE ON SITUATION RATHER THAN HAVE CORRESPONDENTS TRAVEL 

IN DEFIANCE USG POLICY. AS SOME CORRESPONDENTS HAVE NOW IN FACT 
TRAVELLED AND FURTHER SUCH TRAVEL MUST BE ANTICIPATED IF 
CORRESPONDENTS NOW THERE NOT PROSECUTED OR COURTS REFUSE 
CONVICT, AND AS WIRIN'S TRAVEL WILL PROBABLY GIVE RISE TO 
QUESTION TRAVEL BY OTHERS SUCH AS FAMILIES PRISONERS WHO 

MAY WELL CONSIDER SELVES MORE DESERVING, FEEL NEGOTIATING 

VALUE POSITION THUS FAR TAKEN HERE HAS NOW BEEN DESTROYED. 








of the United States 


LoLti-i/e6°bl9 
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THIS, AS CHICOMS FEEL SELVES WELL ON WAY ACCOMPLISHING 
IMMEDIATE PURPOSE THIS FIELD WITH BONUS OF HAVING CREATED = 
ISSUE BETWEEN US PRESS AND USG, IN SPITE OUR POSITION HERE, “ 
CONTINUATION THAT POSITION WILL NOT CONSTITUTE EFFECTIVE 
PRESSURE ON THEM EXPEDITE RELEASE REMAINING AMERICANS.~ 


DO NOT BELIEVE THERE IS SUFFICIENT POSSIBILITY MODIFICATION 
US POSITION WOULD EXPEDITE RELEASES TO JUSTIFY SUCH MODI- 
FICATION SOLELY ON THIS GROUND BUT DO NOT FEEL SUCH MODI- ee. 
FICATION WOULD HAVE ADVERSE EFFECTS AND IN FACT MIGHT HAVE SLIGHTEYU 
FAVORABLE EFFECTS. HOWEVER, SUCH MODIFICATION COULD NOT NOW BE Axl> 
PLOITED HERE AND IF SUCH DECISION WERE TAKEN IT COULD PROBABLY [f. 
BEST BE DONE BY PUBLIC STATEMENT FEGGED TO APPROPRIATE APPEAL wy 
FROM SOCIETY NEWSPAPER EDITORS OR OTHER SUCH ACTION. - 
ITEN FULLY 

° betn® 
° SECRET i vad 5 REPRODUCTION FR HIS 
PERMANENT COPY 1S PROHIBITED. 
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WHITEN FULLY RECOGNIZES EXTREME DIFFICULTY SUCH MODIFICATION AT 
THIS TIME FEEL THIS ACTION PREFERABLE TO FURTHER EROSION 
OUR POSITION BY DEVELOPING EVENTS. 


RE INQUIRY MCCONAUGHY JAN 14 LETTER CANNOT RECALL CLEARANCE 
WITH FE OF PRESS RELEASE 341 MAY 1 1952 AND USE WORD "CHINA" 
WITHOUT FURTHER CLARIF !ICAT!ON WOULD APPEAR INDICATE LANGUAGE 
MAY NOT HAVE BEEN CONSIDERED IN FE. HOWEVER, IT POSSIBLE 
LANGUAGE WAS CLEARED ON BASIS WE WERE AT TIME ALSO DISCOURAGING 
TRAVEL TAIWAN IN VIEW POSSIBILIT. SPREAD KOREAN HOSTILITIES 
THAT AREA. TAKEN IN CONTEXT AND FROM MY RECOLLECTION 

PRACTICAL APPLICATION IT SEEMS CLEAR INTENT FIRST SENTENCE 
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Dear Walter: 


I have just received your letter of January 1) and 
in accordance with your suggestion have this morning sent 
off a te2legram giving my views on the present situation with 
respect to travel to Communist China. I well realize that 
it may not be exactly what you are expecting but I cannot in 
all honesty say anything else, David and I both feel very 
much the same on this, I of course base myself primarily on 
our evident inability to hold the line and to obtain public 
support or support from the courts, 


gn Relations 


Som & D. bevte cote oe 


In my telegram I also answered your query in regard to 
the press release of May 1, 1952, In this connection we were 
not at the time preventing travei to Communist China on the 
grounds of their unjust imprisonment of American citizens but 
on the more general grounds of the Korean hostilities which 
made such travel unthinkable. We, of course, had American 
citizens unjustly imprisoned at the time in other Communist 
countries and while I recall that that was a factor in re- 
stricting Americans traveling to those areas, I do not believe 
that we have in any case other than China made it the sole 
factor, As a matter of fact while the OAtis case was a 
factor in including Czechoslovakia in the ban we never entirely 
prevented all travel to Czechoslovakia, particularly of news- 
paper correspondents, and removed the restriction with regard 
to Czechoslovakia even though we had and still have at least 


one American unjustly in prison there, 


of the United States 


ST? d ZZ 307 
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I am surprised that you did not get word of my leaving 
Prague on January 8, I sent an OM well before Christmas con- 
firming the plans I had mentioned in my previous letter to you, 
I also sent a telegram on the day 1 left. I fortunately 


Walter P, McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, 
( Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C, 
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SECRET -2- 


received your letter of January 4 just before leaving and 
sent a reply by open air-mail from Nuernberg on January 8 
which you should have received well before your letter of 
January 14. In that I had said that I was agreeable to Dave 
and Helenke going back after the next meeting if it looked 
as if things were simply going to continue to drag along, 
subject, of course, to obtaining an adequate replacement for 
Dave, I said that I was delighted at the prospect of having 
Ed Martin anc thought that a comentine here would be en- 
tirely practical, 


I do not understance your reference to having sent me 
material on the Nehru conversations as I have received noth- 
ing except background papers prepared in FE, Perhaps you 
have sent something to Prague which Ii missed, 


I have to close this hurriedly in order te make the 
pouch, 


Regards to all 


Sincerely, 


Sf 
ids ohnson 
erican Ambassador 
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Minutes 64th meeting being pouched leaving Geneva January 20. 
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Lh. Wang opened 6th with prepared statement: As talks 2 
between us enter third year would not be without purpose if 


we reviewed at this first session of new year ground talks so 


LLS 


far covered, These talks owe origin to Asian African Conference 


of 
Bandung April 1955, where premier,Wang's country first made 


J 


proposal nerotiations should be started between China America, 


Publication in Foreign Relations 
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Declassifie of the United States 


linsuing developments led to elevation on August 1, 1955 of 


Consular level contact to present talks on Ambassadorial level. 


LS61-1/26° 


Agreed agenda of talks included return civilians and other 


matters at issue between two sides, Attitude held by each side 


towards two items throughout entire course negotiations showed’ 


~ 


who been consistently working devotedly for negotiation and ; 





desire his side for settlement problems these talks displayed rel 


at first meeting, when his side took special measures of leniency,} 











~? 
even before entering into discussion of substance, to grant ° | 
_- 
early releases of 11 airmen who been convicted of intrusion = 
woos, into territorial air of China to carry out espionage activity. ir} 
' ro 
re! 
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Wang continued China had tens thousands its nationals 


in US ir.: ‘ding several thousand students. Since proclamation 


‘of PRC, wean US Government began actively carrying out policy 
of hostility towards China, these Chinese nationals had lost 


freedom of returning to homeland, In violation international 


law and prinoiples of humanity, US Government even issued 


orders prohibiting Chinese nationals returning motherland, while 
and | 


obstructing um unlawfully perseouting those who desired return, 


In discussing first item of agenda it was essential that such 





abnormal state affairs should be corrected, American nationals | 


in China had always been able return their country freely and 
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. China had never tried obstruct them doing so. This was entirely 
~ | 





in contrast attitude my side towards Chinese nationals, After 


Agreement September 10 was reached, Wang's side faithfully 
carried out, and in addition continuing offer assistance departure 
of those Americans desiring return, they had also taken further 


lenient measures in advancing kha release of greater part 


American criminals, 
3. Wang continued, US, however, not only failed give | 

China names of all Chinese in US but also resorted to um various 

means continue obstruct return Chinese in defiance agreement, 

In this respect there still 52 of 55 and 25 out of 103 who 


thus far not returned, Besides, US also failed take correspond= 


inz measures on own initiative settle cases imprisoned Chinese 


so as enable them return, 





My side not only refused submit 
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“j- . R 7 corre: 
complete list imprisoned vainese but even , eenyes. illegal 


screening operation, Under such cireumstances , my side still 


‘ 


2. ~—s ++ eer ———/> 


sought disregard Chinese law by demanding immediate , release. ten 


——— | s2~- beet nated ~# 7-7 inw joi LOY 
r~ 


doiedigteeee a 
remaining American criminals! : 


aati + 14° ~ e A Ateeste “ “+E ag 


os | qo | ? % L ~ 


hu, Wang said on second item, attitude side even more | 


“ ?, 
. i Sit ° “2 Wra 3 Ae * r 


pel 


unsatisfactory, Their side made, ander second item, soemeniia 


to hold FMC and lift embargo, My side had raseed prerene for 


making declaration on so-called renunciation fopce, . rene: 3% 


rT 4Or 


should be pointed out it was only after Peniog unreasonable 


a4, aie 
ty" 


delay my side entered into ‘second Aten, Intent this. proposal 


of my side been clear from very start, that is, it designed 


interfere with internal affairs ‘Wang's country, and, obstruct 
“a- 


his country from liberating 280 rightful territory, Satis » 





én 2° A 


<a 


With view reaching agreement acceptable both. sides, Wang's. 


Psu Tt ise, Owirt 
side had put forward on October 27, 1.999. reasonable draft. oo, 
declaration regarding prageces my side. Subsequently, in order 
tS GUTOCT: 


meet point view my side, his side successively pub forward. 


VG oh ie 


amended drafts on December 1, 1955 and May 11, 1956, but my 
side not civen up in slightest ave attempt pager oF? pnternal 
his country, and obstruct Liberation, its own, territory,, and 
consequently obstructed ever since agreement a , bhis »problen, 
5. Wang continued Lt not fortuitous my side should have | 
adopted in these protracted talks such. attitude and performance. 


which had nothing in common with desire settle outstanding | 
ee it) es a ns 


problems and improve relations, Ever since Chinese people 
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progress, 





+ 


overthrew ‘reactionary rule Chiang Kol-shek which hud becn re- 


nounced and discarded by. entiro Chinese nation, US been hostlle 


»t 


to “Peoples! Ropblic and been attempting cverthrow it by every 


means at its -eomnand. To achieve this end, US Government not 


wv 
f ¢ 


hesitated resort to open warfare and covert aulforeton, US 


Government still at this moment occupying China's territory 


Taiwan by armed force, . | 
| 6, ivy ‘continued, on international plane, US Government 


on 


repeated, "heen ‘obstructing xanarE restoration lawful rights PRC 


? 


in UN. This policy of unscrupulous Opposition to PRO could not 
win ‘US. prestige. “On contrary, could only lead to moral bank- 


ruptoy and fatlure, ‘No matter whether certain people like it 


7] 


or ‘not, ‘Peoples Republic stood An world und was ever making 


TUS LG Le se gh™ -beeg'e 


J 
. - + ' 2yf, 
») 36*4 .. OV’ ge 


7 ita / 
Ve Wang said since o opening these talks, his side already 


anti 


taken many steps, te would hope at this first session of new 


' " 


Me year, U8 would make new efforts and I would be in position put 


Natty 4 forward constructive opinions that would give us good start 


, ad . 
(fer acy ft) Gy tial drip 


i 
“in new year. 
ype rIRA’  TLeTs Ay 


8, I replied I ‘too k had hoped we could have gotten off 


©) 


“to better start during this 1 new year, If statements Wang had 


Bout ss 
made here ‘and ‘stavenente ‘of his government on desire for improv- 


’ oF Oe oe BRL Fe i4eagh earr 
ing, ‘relations had ‘veal content his government would long ago 
, hak 


* have. implemented firet agreenent between us » When he and I 


first came here in Auguet 1955 I tried in every way I could 
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{mpress upon him Importance this auestion of Americans detained a 


his country. I would not have:done: that if I had not hoped ee 


for quick substantial progress ‘in these talks, ' His authorities ~ 


mppeared have recognized that fact by accepting this question 


of return civilians as first item agenda, They’ appeared indicate, 


in public statements at time, desire resolve: this problem and 


appeared indicate it was capable of: ready*solution, “I: had told 


him at time we entered into Agreement September 10, :1955 ott vee 


favorable effects it would. have on. our'.discussions and future : 


course our relations if it were faithfully implemented, I 
had told him of very favorable reception it -oreceived:from ‘public 
te Zt? e 


my country and their very great satisfaction: that thisiproblem * * 


apparently resolved, I had been encouraged by release’ ten 


these individuals at time we entered into this Agreement, This 


showed what his authorities. could do if: they wanted ‘to resolve 


Pes. 
this issue, I had taken it as: token oftheir-intent speedily ~ —~ . 


resolve this issue, I had taken it. asi:‘token. their intent ‘carry . 


out agreement we entered into that day. Wahg's government had 


it within its power at that time, by carrying out this ‘agreement, 
bring about I would say very marked improvement in atmosphere 


surrounding these talks and our’relations, His government’ had 


it within its power demonstrate it prepared honor fully letter 


and spirit agreemants into which he and I he entered, 


9. I continued, here we were at beginning 1957; this’ © 


V 
agreement we entered into 1955 still not fulfilled,' This is*: 
source most keen disappointment to me, to my government, to 
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ii > £ SR Sone 3 ) 

my people. As 1 had often said:here it, couldiin all hones} be 
said we had gone backwards since’we made'-this ‘agreement. “It | 
been many months since even’ single:American”™been' released, A Re 3 
Whereas prior to our agreement it appeared some Americans **°* 
released prior to completion their sentences, it now appears” © 

his government adopted policy requiring them serve out*full * 
terms their sentences before being released, This not only 8s" 
diroct violation commitment Wang's government entered into on *® 
September 10, 1955, but even step backward ‘from position exist-— 
ing prior that time. This deeply discoyragings cannot be re- 


conclled with genuine desire on: part: his :government resolve’: *— 
outstanding problems between us. o : pa Aone 


10, 


7 2 rrr Ye f 
, 


I continuod, Wang's failure: resolve this. problem’ 


of the United States 
) 


cannot be obscured by repetition these vague’ unsubstantiated ©” 
thick ~ cr Veother 
yoaeones of his authorities 


in this matter stood in very stark contrast to action which 


charges concerning Chinese in-US, 





has been taken with regard Chinese in my country, He continued 
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make here very vague unsubstantiated charges concerning US’ob-~ 


struction Chinese desiring return his country. Even though *”’ 


his country still maintained exit permit procedure, he xkxm’ | 


attempted characterize action US took prohibit departure some °"**' 


few Chinese students as violation international law ‘and rules ' 


humanity, That surely extraordinary charge particularly in -” 


view procedure for exit aliens maintained his country, In’: 


any event as I had informed him August 2,.1955, all orders | 
re 
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: arg? uT? 
an aie * | 


‘ 


concorning, those few persons had been removed, They with- 
drawn not because were violation of international law and aa oe 
rules humanity but in order fully resolve to his satiefachios 
question with regard these students, Any Chinese in US who 
desired return Wang's country did not need apply to imeeis 
do so. He simply did so, Under ‘our Agreement if rightly or. 
wrongly he felt in any way being obstructed he could communicate 
with Indian Embassy. We entered into this Agreement September 10, 
1955; it now January 19, 1957." During’ that’ period, Indien 
Embassy had not brought to our attention single case in which 


, ry ‘ ~ t y 
Chinese desiring leave my country had been’obstructed from — 


doing so, We had even extended this*right’of ‘return’ to’ commom 
criminals, 


» 
+ 


a4 ane. 
ae DS ee , 
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11. I continued, Wang appeared ‘charge my government with 
giving false information to Indian Embassy and not giving it’ 
list all Chinese alien nationals in our ‘prisons’, I yooentvea. 


- ‘ “4.06 03 ye "ye 
this charge, which utterly false‘ Fact’ that his authorities 


refused agree to Indian Limbassy- interviewing these prisoners — 


to determine their desires could not“obscure fact we had done 








c pk 
more than our agreement of September 10, 1955,'whereas they 


| t 
they a: 
failed carry it out, Even though km refused'permit Indians 


ok ae a 
Paat. me ~ : . 





~ 
* 
“© 
@ 


carry out offer made them, we nevertheless went ahead ‘and took 


7. 


¥ . «, - : 
Ae ert) 
4 , 
. * - . 
: . 
: : 


steps return his country any imprisoned Chinese who desired 


return, As I had told him, the prisoner desiring return, as ta 


determined by impartial survey American Red Cross, was permitted ‘ 


CONFIDENTIAL 











~B- 


re tsEeg 


do so promptly oven though -had served only’ ‘two ‘and half Tere : ma 


*- 
seven to twenty year sentence,’*He permitted: ‘a> so ‘even ‘though = its =e 


~ © 


he committed common crime and even ‘though under “normal: ‘parole’ ‘ 





er ney ; . 
fr. ” a i 
< s. 
‘ad ws) 


pe 
and commutation procedures‘under-our' law he not entitled release.” 


12. I continued, with regard. second item agenda, my 


suggestion for first step between us to resolve peacefully our 


disputes was very simple and fundamental one ‘that we simply 


wo 


say we going resolve them by peaceful means ‘only, “No aount 


;~?rTe”* 


misrepresentation proposals I ‘had made ‘here obscures fact his 
government still refused accept that ‘first and fundaxsntel’ z. 


proposition, No amount proposals on subsidiary items fros his. ig 





side could obscure fact his government still unwilling state Ne pai 


J 


unconditionally that our disputes could be settled only by 


peaceful means, 


of the United States 


Rather than my side‘ refusing negotiation, 7 
question is one of his side refusing first fundamental step 


toward peaceful resolution disputes, | Not ‘quéstion at this time 


discussing merits those disputes which he ‘seemed continue try 
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mix in with these discussion, but rather saying they will be- 


fs 
settled only by peaceful means, 


No ‘amount words or charges 


could obscure fact his government still unwilling accept this 


Simple proposition, If his government desired we make progress 


here; if his government willing give substance to, rather than 


just give appearance of, desire improve relations, way open 


to it is very clear and simple: resolve first issue between us 


by carrying out first agreement entered into between us and 


then agree that differences between us will be resolved only 
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- Solve existing problems, then purpose ‘not achieved by sopoating 





-9- 
by peaceful means, including our differences in Tuiwun urea, 


Nothing unilateral in these two simple propositions. . Acceptance, 
of both propositions ooube be of tremendous benef tt se, his ay a 
government and to peace ware.  ovpes sacle wndere tang why 
his government delays secopsancs these propositions. eg b 

13. Wang replied he maxX had made , statement this— 


tf 7S 
y err. se: 3 ¢ 


:¢ wa 
morning briefly reviewing ground covered our, talks. fe intended r? 
make it as reminder essential we —_* Goan mone One reneT TON 

rather than remaining gam deadlocked ant ripe progress. | 
However, lengthy statement 1 had made rd given h him apregsion,. . 
US Government now ready euntetbate progress, Ney tales by ee ae | 
putting forward constructive ‘ane. ‘If any had a thy discouraged: 


op Ag owen” me Le 


by these talks, as I said, it =a who — ‘Aigooureges and xx 


If purpose these talks improve pte at , ang, 


disappointed, 


Trae Tuga To) 


—" empty statements but only by taking concrete action, ee 


~* an. “Oe 
4 "Cir f Ti V ° *) ‘ ’ ° ji. 7 f 7 @%) a és 
It? gould be pointed out ever since tallies started his Side taken Sigs 
“ye sq° BG y ae : 
concrete steps toward settlement our ‘problems in both, a Soret, te 
' mrt .; Go i Fel ‘ 


second items agenda, This action his side had fully shown 


sincerity on thir part in these talks, ‘However he _Pegretted 


ry 4 L 


point out sucess our talks esulé not be achieved by efforts 


“11 ¢, La ‘OAT CP 
only one side, During these talks Us. had not taken concrete 


constructive steps toward resolution our problems but merely 


content making unjustified unfounded charges agunss his country * 


in many respects. Such approach*these talks in no way con- 


tributed to success our talks, I had also remarked our talks 
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inxnoxnagoontminniend xbumsmeorexm 


he gS ai — BAS 

} L 5 772 VE tts 
going backward, He ready accept. this observation, aoe we ¥- 
does not come from intent his side, | - 


1k. Wang continued my remarks with somere non-existence 


obstruction to return Chinese in us aid not obscure fact US. 


J 


authorities do obstruct their return, In this connection jhe Oe oly 


; r Sy 1 . 


would here call attention to specific. case in which deliberate, : 


obstruction on part US has been established, They hed received 


information that a Chinese resident in New York, Mr, LEE Li-chuen 


CtA1G SEE 


(no Chinese characters) had received orders from American 6 sive 
wor °-CU a oF OT OY 


Immigration authorities during October iast year belting | him 
leave for Taiwan, He wanted point out this represented yet 


another serious violation of Agreenent September 20, This P09 
case indicated how US Government consistentlys in defiance 
Agreenent continually coercing Chinese nationals proceed destina~- ae 
tion to which they did not desire g0. Wang's side demanded an ¥ 
my government immediately stop these os other acts obstruction 


of return Chinese nationals and requested me promptly make in- Las 


vestigation and give accounting of this case, ror my information Lee 
ro neae my 


he giving me name and address (he did so), From actual cases 


such as one just mentioned, fact leary seen who faithfully 
. ». 
carrying out agreement and who not. if anyone dissatisfied with 


state in which Agreement implenented it actually, and exactly ae 


" ' 


his side which dissatisfied, 
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15, 1 replied did not know exact circumstances case Bre 


Lee Wang mentioned, However could categorically tell him even ... 





in case ordinary Chinese citizens who ‘entered US illegally -—. 


that is not accordance our inmigration lews, ‘such as case ‘seamen 





who jumps ship or something that nature -- he ‘not forced go 
i ee 


Taiwan or any other destination against ‘his will, ‘While he " 
required leave US, he permitted go any ‘place which would receive 


him, I knew many cases seamen for, example subject ‘deportation 





for illegal entry who had been deported ‘to ‘Wang's country in 


s ‘accordance their choice, Wang's authorities must be ‘perfectly 
. aware these cases, I also know if‘ Mr, Lee wanted go Wang's 

wy e . “? 

= country and felt he being obstructed do so, he entirely Saee | 

e* communicate with Indien Embassy, 9 SS OS ith te 

. 16, 


I continued he had’ spoken of Amprovement our relations 
and resolution our existing problems by concrete ‘action rather 


than empty statements, That exactly point’ I was trying: make 


here for all these many months, © What I trying ‘oy was insofar 


as Americans detained Wang's country, “empty statements would 
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not resolve problem, but only concrete action permitting ‘ther, 


return, There another concrete mz question in which my govern- 


ib 9 
ment was and is still extremely interested, Question which 


I raised earlier our discussion second item agenda and also 
still not resolved, 
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17. I continued from prepared statement:.< ~ resq] ST? 


a, On October 27, 1955, ‘and ‘again nite Sk NE AREALAYS 
that year ‘Quit- 


on November ¥, raised with you question missing American military - Sepri 


of the United States 
dD 


a 


. «ws 
re eres > 


' 2 TOY - Pan, Ao =" 
personnel, | 


Pointed out this was ‘practical natter unavoidably i a 


P \* md a eC? BO ITTS tess 
affecting relations between our two ‘countries, one wetith which 
clearly came within JRE OL Ys, 


Waxshanisxxregxexianer terms reference our talks, RARE XRRIRX 


°* + Geto va 
b, Your position that time upplisaxss: this question 


7?°2T¢ ‘ x >POoR 
should be dealt with through MAG“ in Korea, You will” recall I 


Moog 8° THAT Oe 
replied it was immaterial whether ‘accounting “furnished here or a s 


in MAC, What was - and still ‘4s - important is this practical 


wry eo eo ‘Oo Gal ‘TUeTA [%.a9 
matter at issue between us be settled. 


Over year has now gone “oy, matter still not been 
eo ~ * as , _, . 
settled, either her or in MAC. ‘It not: my ‘intention this morning . 
place, ... eter’ Fey 
enter controversy over question proper Raxrnm for accounting 


. ,-8imply, wanted, .- “yor 
requested by my government, What mam xckie do is underscore 


° 
Ce 


t ~ 


this question is real, vital, practical ‘aatter at issue between tas 


this question arises 
our two countries;/khxigxkaere not because I, or ny Government, 
raise it 
have chosen prxkkxickaxr but because your side not even after 


. ve OL 
this long lapse years carried out its clearly expressed obli- 


gation this matter vital interest to American people | 
ad. 


Tt. 


My government responsible to Anmprican people not just 
in abstract, but to them as individuals, “It is responsible to 


Mrs, Vergie Walker. lirs Walker's son, Army Private Archie Walker, | 
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reported missing in action in Korea amgneSs 1950. On March 28, 


oe oe ‘ees 
1951, New China News Agency broadcast report by one its corpes - 


ft . Ves +45 
pondents listing names addresses poreens ‘in US to whom Americen 
R : i eS an “y! 


prisoners war in certain camp in Korea wished send greetings. 


% 


One of persons named was Mrs. “vergi. *Gelker. Since then she had i arf ) 
no word whatever of her son. Helnot repatriated, “ita body not! Bie 
returned, No report his death * peseived), “Most” careful question- 

ing repatriated prisoners not ‘ pesulted | in any firm information sf 
concerning his fate, Mrs, Walker does snot kno whether he alive. jy. "4 
or dead, She naturally incredulous ‘when your offtetal news agency “: ) 
and radio at one time serves aa chennei for sending her eee 


251. Ti °79e° °° S@ 77 ay! "S365 


from her son and then subsequently your side says it knows nothing | : 


about her son, She cannot but have nope ner om oF still be 


“ 


alive, However, if he is dead she would naturally like know he 
even that. She clearly entitled some  éetinite information ‘this hog 
regard and clearly entitled feel your ‘side must have such informa- 
tion, She and my seamed find it impossible understand why 
it not made available, a ae oe 

e, My Government responsible to fenily and friends Army 
Captain Harry D, Moreland, im 


Captain Moreland was captured in 


' + peportedly 
Korea October 27, 1952, following crash his plane. mayenes left 


;UkKG” 
leg in that crash, Aesoresng ‘other. Americans imprisoned with 
him 


Gapkainxiancrans, his right leg also amputated in November 1982. a 


i 


Some time during November, Captain Moreland taken from his room, =." 


not seen subsequently. 
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mnt ) tae 

a : be 
“li- 21 nA 

Oo aT c t r yrrse) Z.0OC OM * <3 : ie 

rome oF 
f, “y Government responsible to ‘pelatives and ‘friends. a Gee 

, rat MEpare OTA CASI D@ 7. 35 ay? ee ~s pike 

Ensign Thomas Biesterveld, The re. ‘no doubt ‘about fact’ Ensign § oes 8 os, 0% ae 
ser - - hi - eee\gre ze eT ed ; Aes art = ; 


. ses es “FZ P sat 
Biesterveld's capture April. 29 ‘1951, following crash his plane, are 4 pry 
3 - & 


736 17 \r ro c JeLE. fos ? aS 
There uncertainty about what happened Eneten ‘Biesterveld sub-c7A * > | Beh 


ef te; y I< (Y 37 


sequently. When last seen by ‘fellow prisoners, June 1951, he Ra 
Pong? WL AP ah 





o suffering from severe burns received in crash ‘his plane, He ee Seats Bee. 
z ay 
— also contracted pneumonia RpOCRSeey On June 25, 19515 Ensign ae. bag a. 
ow ; rts Peto GP cy Ay 1? *j & % 
< Biesterveld removed from prison camp, according later atatenent ods 
— Samp oF Ino; wHte unmet, PULOLMD~ oe. 3 
eu Chinese interpreter to one Blostorveld's fellow-prisoners, he ee Ps 
iu “ee Vane COL SPT ' ¥ a 
«+ died in prison hospital June 26, ‘1951. “here never been my aes 
“wn worrg Ras bis? tree yom ee 
So official confirmation this, however, nor Biaxkorxcktks body | 
on LE oe th AG . wObG -TO% Voy tae alirs 1 PN ' 
o> been returned, \ ) 
-o™ ore > 2 3° TA wae A ppyTUs 3 e 
Ss ge Could mention nang ‘other sintler canes, cases mene. | & ee 
md »  yreeyt 
s° man's family knows beyond any doubt he held prisoner by foroes . sat 
7 geerre | al 
o your side, but has no other information any kind. For these. eS, 
e ur ALTA OTT PTAA yo y 
ye people, this issue overshadows all others between our two countries, . -. 
“ 7 ‘ or le hs Oi — i — 
9 Towards many hundreds persons “thus directly ana deeply concerned es 
ga oa SBeTO se eee 
by you Government's refusal thus ‘supply information it ‘must have as . ae 
. B04 ‘ba 





my Government has penpeneeaeey it. cannot shirk, This matter , ft oe 


~ 


at issue between us cannot be ‘resolved by simply ignoring. it, 


pag 


rr” 


or by arguments over proper forum, but only by action your 


ae? 


aa ft : ; t. rhe 


authorities providing Uf ormation which I have requested, and 


~ we? nG: i ie 
which I again formally request this morning. 


. , ” . s* 8 *} ead 
[reste ¢ sure ay = ee 
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Ae 
discuss in MAC, His representative, in MAC states. MAC no, con=;. ? 
nection with prisoners of war disposed of by Wang's government, 

~*~ . é . 
CONFIDENTIAL 
ee read . ~ 





it. 


- =e s* | 


h, Even apart from such solem, international commitments — 





as Korean Armistice Agreement, it, common international: practice “*; : 
for country rescue survivors, recover remains, and inform 


country of origin in any case where. aircraft; or vessel of another [: 


country is lost in or near its territory. 


FIN TW BOASLWMIGONE hae See 
i, Accordingly, in addition this, accounting for US military oy 3 
personnel still missing from Korean hostilities,: requestvanys Z 


additional information which youfauthorities now. have or may 


in future acquire concerning Americans, surviving or kilbledsin 


such accidents or incidents, This.is,another matter:on;which — 





only concrete action by your. authorities ,either here yor cin MAC ; | 
in Korea, can resolve outstanding issues between, ussprué; hex 5 

18, Wang replied, matter I had just brought up. ensold 
matter I had already raised in early part our, talks. .,-I).would : ee 
recall at that time his side had, firmly rejected attempt bring.» “ 
up such matter in our discussion, because it, not, within .terms. ,; Bee 
reference our talks, This still held to, present. moment.,..His)y; pice 
side not prepared enter into. discussion any, such, matter, « 

19. I replied whether Wang rejected it or not, ‘it still. 
matter at issue between us,. As I had said it immaterial: to me: « 
where this matter resolved, When we raise@.matter,in MAC, 
Wang's side there states that individuals held outside Korea 


do not come under authority MAC, and it.therefore irrelevant. ak 
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Wang could not have it both ways,, Lithor matter for discussion. 
and resolution here or matter for discussion resolution ;in:MAC <x ©” 
I had waltcd over year for this,be.resolved in. MAC,: Lt had. 


not been resolved there, It was. matter. at, pissug ; between, ‘us. 





20. Wang replied he had kept saying matter which ;teken place” 
at given place must be resolved that place, , The. alleged matters | 
concerned persons in Korea and should ,therefore, be .referred 
to organization in Korea itself, During Korean wag US Government 
in gross violation of international agreements forcibly detained 
iimense numbers prisoners war, . sepecttioally., some 14.000 qagtured 


Chinese personnel sent to Chieng glique, , by, force O05 | Chinese. wets 


, 


Government received no accounting. for. this, gross:,violations; 





of the United States 


international agreements, Families these.14,000. 5 captured 


Chinese prisoners will always remember, kinsmen forcibly. sent jy¢ 





to Chiang clique by US Government, Such is,matter-which Chinese 


Government so far received nox accouhting, --, but, they had; notyi : 
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proposed raise this matter at this conference, Now that:USur 
deliberately brought up matters this nature, does US now:intend 
account for 14,0007 Who should be. held responsible for so-and-so~4 


missing on Korean £m field? Responsibility lies on government 


which had sent those persons there, Who sent. these young«men*)"' «° 


to place thousands miles away from home to engage in war of 


aggression? It those who sent people there -who should ibe .re-') &9 


sm sponsible, Such matters wonld not have ,arisen if. governments: *® 


laa concerned had not sent men go war in that place, 
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22. 1 replied in first place, as I had pointed out, no 


parallel between persons for whom we had asked accounting =~ ° 


who stili missing - and persons from his side who voluntarily 


chose go Taiwan, I had not raised question here of those .,,; 


: re 4 ‘ 


Americans who decided go his country. 





I ‘raising with him here 


persons who clearly captured by. his: side; persons whom his own kiten 
official channels of communi cation admitted holding at.one 


time and with regard to whom his side now says | there. is.no. 


information, His representatives: ,in MAC state vhey, have no 


information regarding these men and at, , same time state have no 


connection with prisoners of war who may have been Areposed of 


by Wang's government, official’ information, agencies. of his mee 


4 


government at one time admitted imow ledge many. tnaan these men, 
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Seems incredible his government, did not now have aptommation 


a > 


regarding what happened to them, As seid Previously with, 





: 


regard thgis question, making ne “charges, merely asking for 


information which all evidences, showed must. be. dn posession 
Sai * 
his government, As had also a said. Anmaterial 60. me. where . 


furnished, If he felt proper place furnish, it was MAC it 


entirely satisfactory to me, However, not been furnished 
through MAC and therefore still remained an issue, Also desired 


point out UN members MAC had told members his side fully 
prepared give detailed accounting all persons of whom his side 
has requested an accounting whenever his side prepared.give ~ 


accounting persons still missing, However, simply saying had 


no information regarcing men of whom at one time they clearly 
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did have information could not be regarded as satisfactory 

accountiner. Geen roe beRaCTa OT, BTU ep Oy 

23. Wang replied he had stated pis. attitude, toward 


this matter. Did not consider it necessary repeat it all. 


over again. However would be gied if. 1 had any opinion. to 





put forward on second item, specifically. concerning, their 


*. 


proposals on lifting embargo and personal contacts 


a tural gd ; . : = 
roeoO uWecGhy sj sand,eul aie 5 
mxmahn exchange (Wang's et Te: also mentioned FMC) ¢ say 

pe grmase gq iy 


essed our. 


oe 
i 24 
Tou! jes >! ‘ 


ey. I replied I previously clearly. expr 


32 Op" 


attitude on this and would not yan time Fepeat, . _bhis morning. 


~napada 


States 


I had hoped this morning he would have been able take more . 


positive attitude regard saying unconditionally our, disputes,. ; 


ye YRS 


ication in Foreign Relations 


pe it 


would be settled only by poaceeus means, and thus. clear way, 


of the United 


for ovr discussion subsidiary matters. _ Other questions be- «- 


tween us could only fall into their proper place. when his. ,¢ 


‘ 


% » 





government willing say it willing settle these, matters | only,, 


"9 af hiv 


by peaceful means, Continued overhanging threat hie, goverment 
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resort force, if it could not Ort, obtain objectives, 
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remains fundamental issue between eT aay Atul PG" Gace 

25. Wang replied if i wanted talk eget threats, Lt: US 5+. 


which threatens China, 


- ‘ 


If one were to speak about resolution 
problems & unconditionally by peaceful moans, 1%, US which 


Lt 
should do so, 


In course talks nis side abready made, many 


, ‘ ‘ 
“at . i ; i as 14 , 
i-y Pe | 


efforts, If talks going make any progress efforts. of. onty a 


one side of two could nes achieve this end, 
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26, I asked who had proposed we unconditonally refuse 
to resort threat or use force resolve issues between us? Who 
is it thus far refused do this? 

27. Wang pointed out American occupation Taiwan was one 
such condition and American insistence right self defence in 
Taiwan area another such condition, | 7 

28, I stated unconditionally means we unconditonally say 


we will not go war about these problems but will seek their 
peaceful solution, 


sinoority, 


30. I answered that his proposals did not constitute 
unconditional renunciation force, I had been in past and 
remained willing consider any proposals which did accomplish ‘ 
this, Not willing consider proposals which gave appearance 
doing so but in fact avoided doing so, Not willing accept 
proposals which mean one thing one side and another thing to | 
other side, Particularly not willing do so after our experience - 
with agreement on civilians, | 

31, Wang insisted had deqlt with all these problems in 
past and did not like my “new® opinion in this regard this morning. 

32. I suggested next meeting Thursday, February 7. Wang 
preferred February li. I Agreed, | 


GOWEN 
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THEAG WAS MORE TO “UNCONDITIONAL” . | 
29. Wung said hed~something~moremconcerningeunscoanditionallep ... - 
FHAre THAT, ay — - a oe 


If US ready accept their draft seks US would thereby prove a I 4 a 
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Letter No, 53 ya 76 42 


Dear Walter: 


Back from the 6th, As I implied in my summary it was 
a dreary affair. Today he seemed to be saying that he was 
willing to sit there just as many months as I was but I should 
not believe he was going to make any further moves and I said 
the same back to him, So,there we are It is not a cheerful 
prospect As a footnote AI Gid not seem too brilliant at the 
end it was because my mouth was hurting from a tooth I had to 
have pulled late yesterday evening which, together with other 
facts of nature, made me desperate to get out of there, 
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Incidentally, I told the New York Times man here yester- 
day that, without any direct quotation, ne could indicate I 
was very unhappy that some correspondents had traveled to 
Communist China in spite of the U.S. Government's position 
as_ it obviously had greatly weakenec my position vis a_vis | 
Wang here, I hope this will be of help to the Department, _\ 
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I also had USIS expand out their story from here on 
today's meetins to review the facts on the release of Americans 
and the fact no Chinese have been obstructed in leaving the U.S. 
I suggest you take a look at it. I thought it would be useful 
for the field to be reminded of some facts to counteract the 
line Chou has been putting out on his journeys, 
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The talks now seem in a complete cul de sac and look as 
if they Gould well continue indefinitely in that state. It 
now seems to me that while they would probably quickly fall 
into any move on our part which would place the onus for a 











Walter P, McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far Hastern Affairs, 
Department of S;+ate, 
Washington 25, D.C. 
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>" break on us, they are not going to take the onus for breaking 
a and only some major outside development or a move by one side 
x 2 or the other in the talks can resolve the impasse, It seems 
j clear we cannot at the present stage expect the release of any 
Americans other than possibly slightly expedited releases of 
those whose terms will shortly expire, 








I am, of course, entirely willing to go on as we are if it 
is still felt it is serving a useful purpose but I hope that 
that decision will be fully examined at a high level. I am 
ndt arguing that the exercise is not useful, I think it may 


well be, but I just want to be sure that the Secretary also 
still thinks 80. — 














Sincerely, 





of the United States 
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1. Employers of LOOK correspondents ordered them out of Communist 


e Though effectiveness US ban on travel Communist China as presskts §n Qn 3 

~ s‘N 
to “- Zo 
* Chinese Communists release imprisoned Americans may possibly have én | = 
_ ~ 2 j 
w e ] 
2 somewhat weakened by fact-three correspondents defied ban, we do not believé, r 
oO . 
@ . US Government can or should alter opposition to travel Americans in area =~ a 
ow s P 
3 where no repeat no protection can be provided, where regime continues hold ~ e 
-—- Ww zx 
cv / Americans as political hostages, and where it desires promote cultural r! ; 
—- A } 
se exchanges to break down US policy of non-recognition and non-seating in UN.¢ iv 
~~ | 5 > 
a= For US to acquiesce in such travel would encourege Communists to redouble a i 
& « 7 
6 efforts to promote QUOTE cultural contacts UNQUOTE while taking no repeat .- 
ye 
+ no action to release imprisoned Americans. © 
M . L. 
= _ Following considerations have bearing on Department's position: on 
” (Offices 
& Onty) 
1S) 
8 


China after policy expleined to them. Department believer moral suasion 
will still effectively keep most correspondents and other Americans from 
going. - 

2. Investigation under way to determine if three correspondents 


who defied ban misused passports preliminary to determining what further | 
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a action will be taken. | 
3. Wirin travel to Communist China and North Korea is unique case 
of individual travelling as officer of Federal court pursuant to court 
order specifically authorizing such travel for purpose of offering 
opportunity to prepare defense of persons accused by our Government of Ex 
crime of sedition. If Wirin's travel prevented, this might seriously 
prejudice Government's efforts prosecute case. Wirin's passport was not 
validated for Communist China or North Korea. 
Under present circumstances Department will therefore continue 
adhere to policy of discouraging to greatest possible extent travel 
to Communist China by any Americans including correspondents and will 


refuse to ecquiesce in requests for approval such travel either with 


Ha 


or without passport. 
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Prague, Czechoslovakia, 
7 OPFICIAL-INFORNAL January 28, 1957. 





Dear “alter: 


I received a copy of Taipei's despatch No. 2)0 
of December 10 commenting on NIE 43-56 and copy 


No. 57 of the Department's instruction A-159 of Jan- 

uary 15 on the same subject. Althouch I was not able 
to check what envelope they came in I presume CA sent 
them to me for my information and I appreciate it 
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5 © very muche I found both most interesting. My only 
=> purpose in mentionins it is to be sure the copy of 
Sa a the Department's instruction was in fact intended 
cv for me and that a copy was also sent to Taipei. 
o YW 
- +» 
we | Thanks very much for the word on the travel of 
hae C) the correspondentse I will of course be most inter- 
see ested in knowing before my next meeting whether any- 
— thine develoved betveen Chou and Nehru on the subject 3 
> of the remaininre prisoners. t 
£ ~ 
- Sincerely, ne 
oe 5 ~) 
- a 
wv 
“ , ui 
= . Uv Johnson 
1) 
& 
ti Valter P. McConauchy, Esquire, 


Director of Chinese Affairs, 
Der vrtment of State, 
Washine ton 25, De C 
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Dear Ralph: 





‘ 


I talked with Ed Martin by phone yesterday and he 
told me London is somewhat less than enthusiastic about 
having him fly here for the meetings. From the absence 
of direct word from CA, I expect you all are encounter- 
ing a similar lack of enthusiasm on the part of FE/EX 
for incurring the additional travel expenses that would 
be involved in sending out a replacement from CA, parti- 
cularly in the light of the uncertain future of the talks, 


I don't know whether you have already considered 
and discarded the idea, but if the interval between talks 
is to stay at its current length, would it not be a pos- 

( sibility to have me or some other CA officer fly out 

for each meeting? On a thumbneil basis, I make it out 
to be less than $200 a month more expensive than just 
keeping me here, if a reasonably cheap rate on tickets 
could be obtained from the airlines. Such an arrange- 
ment would have the additional advantages of not wasting 
an officer's time between meetings, and maintaining 
closer liaison with FE, I haven't talked this out fully 


with the Ambassador yet, but I did mention it to him 
briefly. 
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Neecless to say, Helenka anc I both hope something 
can be worked out, Not only for various personal reasons - 





_«s- but also for the official and principal 


reason, that there just isn't any work for me to do here 
between meetings. 


However it works out, we appreciate the efforts we 
know you're making. 


Sincerel 
Dest We 


. David L. Osborn 
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1.Your letter No. 53 of Janvary 19 came January 2); and has been read 
by Messrs. Robertson, Phleger and Sebald. All cf us syrpathize with you 
in the frustrating and exasperating position in which you find yourself, 
| with tne talks apparently leading nowhere and drarring on indefinitely 
with the same tired points being reworked ad infiniticm and ad nausean 
at every meeting. Undoubtedly it is difficult for the ran who is on the 
scene and who is carrying the chief burden to see the further utility of 


the exercise. Uowever the talks are precisely fulfilling the crizary 


of the United States 
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purpose @nvisared by the Secretary in 1955. lr. Robertson told hin 
yesterday abort your letter including the question you had raised abort 


the desirability of prolonging the talks. The Secretary srilingly recalled 
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that when he. vas giving you your instructions he had mentioned to you that 
ule i NAMEN ry oeee te ws “he ae 
you hed-bebtorbo-rrevercd=to- conduct them-for two years. The Secretary 
Said that you were handling the talks exactly in accordance with his 
wishes, and that the talis were serving the purpose he had in mind. de 
appreciated the difficulties you confront but his views as to the importance 
of the talks and the desirability of continuing them had not chancec. He 
said that when the Middle East pressures subsided somewhat, he would be 


giad to review the ratter and give careful attenticn to any arguments 


The Honorable 
U. Hlexis Johnson, 
Arerican Ambassador, 
Prague. 
4 SPCRRT 
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against continuation of the talks which we might consider overriding. 
But as of now he felt the talks shovld continue and that you should know 
that he approves the way in “hich you have conducted the talks, 
Undoubtedly the talks continue to cause us some embarrassment, and 
lead to some misunderstanding of our posture vis-a-vis Communist China, 
especially in the Far East, Alse the continuance of the talks makes it 
difficult for us to manifest the full extent of our dissatisfaction at 
Chinese Corgmnist violation of the Agreed Announcement. On tho other hand, 
we still have the Chinese Communists tied up in talks which may nake it 
more difficult for them to start any hostilities in the Taiwan area. If 
they should initiate any such action while conversations are going on, 
the risk they would run of general world condemation and possible milti- 
lateral sanctions against them would be acpreciably increased. “hile the 
Chinese Communists obviously estinate at this stage that their interests 
are best served by continuing the talks, they are probably not happy over 
the nerotiating situation in which they find themselves and would be delishted 
if we broke off the talks. An onus would attach to the side which took the 
initiative to break off the talks, and this the Chinese Communists want to 
avoid. We have them in a situation where they are on the defensive/both 
of the principal points at issue, and unable to improve their nexotiating 
position. As one officer put it, if we broke off the talks now we would 
in a sense be letting the Chinese Cormmnist off the hook and would be giving 


up just at a time when we for once ars beating them at their ovn game by 


SECRET 








rt SECRET 





a. rey. , 

= out-sitting and out-talking them. As Mr. Phileger rut it, "Alex is doing 
fine, and should carry on along the lines that he has already developed 
errees | so well", You don’t need to worry about repetition, or lack cof new topics. 
It may be a dreary, boring business but it is serving a purpose which is 
more apparent here than it can be in the front line. The talks undoubtedly 
are reducing the pressures from European quarters for other l. 5. contacts 
with the Chinese Communists and they make it mich easier to refute the 
arpurents advanced for a Foreig Minister level meeting, 

2. We were quite interested in the record of the last meeting. Wang's 


arcunentation was of some simificance, even thovgnh there was nothing new 


in it. It was all right to send the full revort by pouch, It arrived*‘in 


fovr days. 





of the United States 


3. We were somewhat taken aback at the New York Times despatch of 
January 19 from Geneva quoting you as feeling that your neyotiating position 
had been seriovsly weakened by the visits of the three newsmen to Communist 


China. While your ne:otiating position certainly was not helped by the visits, 
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we do not seo that it was helped by the public attribution of this feeling 
to vou either. 


lL. We are sending you herewith a fll report of O'Neill's interview 


with Huang Hua on December 28, 1956. In this conversation, “uanz ia 


explicitly denies that the Agreed Announcement applies to American crisoners. 
We anticipate that this will give you plenty of material for the February 1: 
meeting. 


S. We released our statement on Chinese Communist failure to release 
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imprisoned Americans on Jamary 29. A copy is enclosed for your files, 
We are also sending a copy to Osborn. We thought Chou In-lai's statement in 
Nepal about a possible "exchange of prisoners" gave us a good occasion to 
issue the staterent. However it Bas not received as mich play in the press 
as we hoped for. 

6. There has been a new development in the Powell case, Having 
been authorized by the judge to travel to Communist China as an officer 
of the corrt, leaving his passport in Hon; Kong, the defense attomey, 
Wirin, now claims to have received a cable from his contact in Peiping 
stating that he will not be admitted without a validated passport and t’» | 
the United States Covernment should corumnicate with the Chinese Commmist 
authorities concerning his travel. (Copies of the defense motions are 
enclosed.) Wirin is revorted to have mentioned orally to the judge that 
the Ceneva talxs would be a suitable channel for communicating with the 
Commnists concerning his travel. The Department of Justice attorney who 
is handling the “ashington end of the case informed us that the judge 
categorically turned down Wirin's request for a court order that his passport 
be validated for travel to Commmist China and North “orea. The judge 
said he had no authority to issve such an order, The judge is reportedly 
unsympathetic to “irin's latest gambit. He has asked that appropriate 
government authorities provide him with an affidavit setting forth the 
United States Covernnment's position with recard to the Chinese Cormmnist 


and North Xorean regimes, travel by Americans to those areas and the 








sand | 


of the United States 
b, 
@ 


~*~ 

9 8 
Ss 

» 


“” 
c 
o 
TC 
»~ 
co 
fe 
wv 
~ 
c 
Mm 
rf 
Vv 
+= 
oO 
Ww 
c 
= 
c 
o 
- 
~ 
i] 
oO 
= 
[ mee 
Oo 
| 
a 
+= 
oO 
ra 
wo 
cv) 
-f- 
Ke 
- 
Vi 
a) 
© 
[ med 
3) 
Vv 
f=) 











of you anc your children throvgh her. I wish you could /oin her here. 





Regards and good wishes, 


Sincerely, 


halter P, MNeComuphy 
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CONFIDENTIAL [ = American Embassy, 


; Prague, Jzecnoslovakia, 
OTT SI AL-INFGRMAL February 6, 1957. 


Dear “Yalter: 


I have just received the Radio Bulletin containins 
your January 30 statement. 

















It is an excellent job and the most convincing 
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“ & statement we have put out. Itsnould do much to dispel 
“8 the doubts of those who have felt thet there must be 
ve some fire behind the Chicom smoke screen. 
@ 2 I see in the New York Times we even got sone - 
a grudsins suvnort out of New Delni. ° 
= * 
eg “ith resnect to the next to the last paragraph of mr 
>= the statement, it is excellent from my and a public = 
i \ relation stan¢pvoint. However, ars ve not soins to have 
3 to be careful not to set ourselves into the box af in = 
effect making an open ended commitment to devort to uw 


Communist China any Chinese alien ‘vho desires to zo 

trere regardless of the crime he may hereafter commit. 

I have tried to skirt arsund this in the talks by stick- 
a int to the 34. ‘Ye can of course meet this problem if 

and when it arises. I do not believe the statement as 

drafted does commit us but it may carry that implication. 

In this connection do you have any information on arrests 


: of Ghinese aliens subseonent to the survey that turned 
s up the 34? 
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I heave heard from Dave that London refuses to re- 
lease Ed. I know this must be very disapvointine to you 


as it is to me. It seemed to be the ideal solution. I 
will be open to any other sucsestion you may have. 


Incidentally, I have written to Ed Freers about 


comine back on a couple of weelss consultation this spring - 
perhaps around April or May - if there continuss to be a 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esautire, 


icetadnis Director of Chinese Affairs, 
( Dep»rtment of State, 
init Washington 25, D. %. 
Aad 
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4 month's gap between meetings. I told him to get in touch 
ic with you if he thought well of it. It will MmMve then been 
vee close to two years since I was home and there is much I 
—_— would like to talk over both on FE and ZUR matters. 
5 Regards to all. 
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SENT TO: Amcongul GENEVA prromrry 3 , ig ee 





ae FOR JOHNSON Se 
—— LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 
Guidance for February 1} meeting. 


1. Take issue with virtual. repudiation : is . : é 
Huang Hua in interview with elnetai eeaanal’ 28, when’ former, stated that , 
until American prisoner released from jail QUOTE question of encountering, : S 
obstruction UNQUOTE did not arise. As Wang well knows, Americans a x ds ae - 


of American representations and there vould have been no purpose. Cuinese A 
hears 
Communists declaring they would QuoTE further Prigee appropriate, measures. 


so that they can expeditiously exercise their right to return “unquore ee 


of the United States 


if it were not to apply to Americans in jail. Furthernere, recall. that: 


even though Chinese criminals in US jails were not covered, ‘when commute" 
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me suggested they were covered if fis in Communist jais were, Us while aw te " et 
(- .denying this interpretation, nevertheless. so there could be no. question bi 
* ~ i. ee >. ’ Sais | & 
4 roceeded to see that Chinese criminals in US jails wers aren, oppor Rs eat 
Tf 4 "aes 


to go to Vommunist China. If Wang counters with usual charges regarding ds | 
t Mige egy 


QUOTE obstruction UNQUOTE Chinese departing US, refer categorical state-" '.. 








Drafted by: 


_FE:CA:RI 2/11/57 dantesion ore ms” “Walter S» Robertson \ 
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7 Classification is ; 
‘ ‘ “e | ¥. 
Government of India QUOTE unable find any cogtreasies a placed | on their. exit! = Ie : my : 
wait te an oo rls rey caitlin ee: ye 
TUES | ; = “ 3 ol ws a i. 


2. Again press for accounting missing military personnel, presenting : acme 
additional individual cases. 23 SB TPS y, 


3. Maintain position other oehonte. ety Se ESS - “en . 


for US policy, but avoid extended discussion. . . sage . 


5. If Wang refers press reports US ape ehatien Matador unit, Taiwan, : 


< , "3+ : ah . ESN w o“n- 
grey sabe “Coates ite eT Ree es hae 
avoid comment. OFS cae e me es a ey ati & See 
OES 5. GPR oe 
6, FYI Lee Li-chuen, who Wang aieit estas forced go Taiwan, ‘is “seaman hee 


ee poe 4 
who entered US November 1, 1955 on GRC-registered ship. Union. Power. ‘At one tine) id oo ae 


deportation Taiwan planned. Immigration states Lee now under order deportation’, 
plans depart voluntarily own expense Sen Francisco February 23 for. mainland Chi 


- - Dar 
Since Lee may fail depart as scheduled, believe preferable not repeat, not. “4nfor 


wa Son lee 
Wang now. However, if he raises case, you may state categorically oy “never_ Spake 
obstructed from leaving US for any destination, END FYI. i int 


7. Propose next meeting March 1, wi he aa 


yo, 
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| CY Reve 23) —bas B/t/7 
letter Ho. 65 ete. 
Dear Alex: 
+ 1. Developments in the issue of travel of newspaper men to Communist 


China have not been very favorable for us. The press is civing =trong 
¥ support to Stevens and “orthy. Apcarently they have teen able to whip up 


a certain amount of public support for their position. ‘Worthy appeared 





on Eric Sevareidnation wide newcast Sunday afternoon February 10 and probably 
evoked quite a bit of sywrathy; for his position. VYorthy left Moscow before 


the imbassy received our instructions, and he refrsed to submit his vassport 


of the United States 


to the Leration in Budapest for testrictive endorserent. de also refused 


St? Gd ZL 70T 


to say yes or no on the passport hearing which was offered hir, placing 


his case in the hands of the Civil Liberties inion. “hen Worthy rassed 
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throuph Immicretion at Zoston his passport (by decisicn) was not taken vp 

or restrictively endorsed. 4s 1 see it this will rake it difficult for us 

to follow throvgh in Stevens case. Look ‘acazine plans to firht the case of Stevens 
and Zarrincton. Presurably there will ‘e a rasspert hearing in “ashington 

when Stevens returns to this country. Stevens “as -iven the choice of a 

hearing in Moscow or Washington before restrictive action was taken, and 

Lock !'arazine instructed him to chocse a hearing in Yashington, which wiil 


presumably take place a few weeks hence. 


The donorable 
C. Alexis Johnson, 
Arerican Ambassador now at Geneva, 
Geneva 


su SeCiSt 











=2< 
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The decision to seek to restrict the passports was taken with some 


reluctance in view of the lercal uncertainty -ut our hand wes more or less 





forced by the rress release of December 23 in which it was stated flatly 

; that the passports would be made valid for return to the U. S. only. ke 

| -did scften the proposed action by making it clear to ovr Umbassy in Moscow 
that we did not require Stevens to come home. The instruction was te endorse 
the passport "upon departure from the Soviet Union, valid for return to 

the U. S, only". This vould enable Stevens to continue his assicnment 4n 

the U. 5.5... without interruption. However Look has elected to bring hin “7 
home in late March in order to fight the case. : 
tie are faced with a flat defiance of the Department by korthy, and 


) strone resistence short of defiance in the case of Look Marazine and Stevers, 


of the United States 


The Secrotar; took a very strong position in his press conference of 





February 5. We have been lookine through the Ceneva records for the best 
documentation that we can find based cn .ang's rerarks. Of course we have 


the bang statement about the handling of the prisoners being influenced by 
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the state of relations between the tuo countries and the tie in detween 
visits by Arerican citizens and the "state of relations". “e have found 
nothin~ along this line dated later than Septerber 78,1955, I presure neither 


| you nor Dave recalis anything later cr more specific than this. IJ understand 





you fot a cony cf the Secretary's press conference separately, but to rake 


) 


sure that you have it, a copy is enclosed herewith. ‘e still hope to hold 
the line ty voluntary action of the press, plus limited administrative action 


where necessary. No acourt action is being considered byt we ray run into 


SECPET 
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difficulties,here with administrative passport action. The line rp against 





us is pretty solid, especially since Senator Murphrey has entered the picture 





with a propesed Senate investiration, and since the American Society of 





Newspaper Eqgitors has sent a resolution to the President. 


Jose rg 


2. We anticipate that your instructions for the February 1) meeting 

2 will follow the usual line. We exect you to hammer hard at Wang on the 
subject of the interview cof December 25 between O'Neill and Huang Hua in 
which Beene Hua virtually repudiates the Agreed Amovncemsnt by saying it 
has no aprlication to the 4tericans while they are imprisoned. I sent you 

j a copy cf O'Neill's report to Prague with my last letter of January 30. I 

hope you received it. As a precaution another cory of O'Neill's report 

: is enclosed herewith. 

, 


3. Also enclosed is a working draft of a proposed new press release 


of the United States 


ow 

ef travel to Commmist China. It haa been drafted largely with a view to 
clarifying the questions and ambipuities which seem to exist as a result 
of the events of last week. Fear ih mind that this has not been appreved 


and may undergo further changes if it is put out at all. 
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kh. In answer to the question raised in your letter of January 28 from 
Prague, the Devartrent did intend for you to have the copy of Instrvction 
A-159 to Taipei aa well as the NIE 13-56, 
S. We are working hard on a replacement for Osborn. The Smbassy in 
| London is very chorthanded now in the sections which cover both FE and Middle 
Eastern Affairs. I+ would be difficult for them to spare id Martin at all 
till June. I believe we could ret him then. We have your telegram 399 agreeing 


to Dave Popper as an interim measure if we can get him. We dntend to sound 





out Geneva on this today and will probably authorize you to take it up 








- ie -k- 
SECRET 





with Gowen shile you are in Ceneva this week. We fcar that Geneva xill 
feel that they cannot spare Popper. We will work out sons solution in 





any event. 


6 Judge Coodman in San Francisco is still considering the Wirin 
request for a passport to go tc Comanist China. The Judge has requested 
Justice to sutmit briefs on two qrestions as follows: 


1. Whether the Court possesses the power to compel the Secretary of 
State to validate “irin's pasep-rt. 


2. hetner the Cout could compel the ‘cvernment to elect either (a) 
to validate Wirin's passport or (5) the disrissal of the tndictzent. 


We armed dustice with quite a bit of material for the resting which the 
Judge held cn February 1. We endeavored to show that th: Comamists were 
using the Powell-Schuman trial ag a lever to force cfficial accreditation 


of the United States 


~ 


of the officer of the Corrt.for activities in Comamist China. 
7. “e are wishing you vell and hoping that at the very least you 
will not have dental trouble to plague you this tine, 
Negards, 
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Sincerely, 


Walter P, NcConaughy 


Enclosures: 


1. Secretary Dulles' News Conference Feb. 5, 1957 
2. Interview with Huang ‘iva on December 26, 1956 
3. Merorandcn from_... “\in Karachi dated 
; December 25, 1956 re Chinese Cosrunist -rire ‘inister's visit. 
—_ 4. Woricing Draft of proposed mew press release re travel to Commnist China. 


alors S. Mrticle in 3. Y. Times dated Feb. 7, 1957 re American Newspaper 
ao “s Publishers Assoc. Resolution sent to the President. 
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FROM JOHNSON 


THREE HOUR MEETING THIS MORNING DEVOTED ALMOST ENTIRELY 
IMPLEMENTATION, 


\ 


( 


| OPENED WITH STRONG POINT BY POINT REFUTATION HUANG 
HUAtS DECEMBER 28 STATEMENTS TO OtNEIL ALONG PARA ONE 
DEPTEL 815. WHILE AVOIDING ANY DETAILDD REBUTTAL WANG 
REITERATED PREVIOUS POSITION ON QUESTION RETURN NOT ARISING 
WHILE AMERICANS IN PRISON, THEN LED INTO LONG PREPARED 
STATEMENT IN COURSE OF WHICH REFERRED TO JANUARY 29 PRESS 
STATEMENT, SECRETARYtS FEBRUARY 5 PRESS CONFERENCE, 
ROBERTSONtS SPEECH IN’ BLOOMINGTON, AND US PRESS CRITICISM 
OF USG POSITION ON TRAVEL CORRESPONDENTS, TERMED JANUARY 
29 STATEMENT AS "GROUNDLESS CHARGES" TO COVER UP FACTS 
WITH REGARD TO CHINESE IN US, WITH REFERENCE SECRETARY®S 
FEBRUARY 5 STATEMENT PRC CONDITIONING RELEASE AMERICANS 
ON VISITS CORRESPONDENTS "REFUTATION SUPERFLUOUS AS 
AMERICAN PRESS ALREADY DONE JOB FOR THEM IN DISMISSING 
STORY AS GROUDLESS FABRICATION", PRC APPROVAL APPLICATIONS 
AMERICAN CORRESPONDENTS VISIT CHINA WAS GESTURE GOOD-WILL 
AND US ATTEMPT LINK WITH QUESTION RELEASE AMERICANS WAS 
"OUTRIGHT INSULT TO PRESSMEN", "US ALONE ATTEMPTING 
INTRODUCE LINK," ROBERTSON®tS BLOOMINGTON "VITUPERATION AND 
SLANDER" AND "OTHER UNFRIENDLY UTTERANCES HE HAS MADE a 
NOT EVEN WORTH TROUBLE REFUTATION", US SHOULD BE AWARE THAT - 
tt 





of the United States 


LSvi-c/c6°!lg9 
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"SLANDER AND THREATS COULD NOT HELP PROGRESS", CAN ONLY 
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of the United States 
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= Ss 787, FEBRUARY 14, 4 PM FROM GENEVA 


ee FMC, 
TURAL RELATIONS, AND TRADE, 
eee 
| MADE LONG EXTEMPORANEOUS STATEMENT REVIEW!NG COURSE 
NEGOTIATIONS ON PRISONERS AND REMINDED HiM OF HIS PREViOUS 
STATEMENTS LINKING RELEASE AMERICANS TO "IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS", 
COULD ONLY INTERPRET TH!IS AS DEMAND POL!TICAL CONCESSIONS 
AS PRICE RELEASE, AT OTHER T!MES HE AND PRC AUTHORITIES 
APPEAR BASE FAILURE RELEASE AMERICANS ON ALLEGED GROUNDS 
iMPRISONED AMERICANS NOT COVERED BY AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT 
AND THAT AT OTHER TIMES ON ALLEGED VIOLATION AGREEMENT 
BY US WITH RESPECT CHINESE IN US, CHALLENGED HIM SHOW S!NGLE 
MiSSTATEMENT FACT JANUARY 29 PRESS STATEMENT, CITED GOi 
FEBRUARY 2 STATEMENT AS CONFIRMATION OUR JANUARY 29 STATEMENT 


WITH RESPECT CHINESE IN US AND CHALLENGED HIM PRODUCE 
SIMILAR STATEMENT FROM UK ON SITUATION AMERICANS iN PRC, 











MAJOR PORTION HIS SUBSEQUENT REMARKS DEVOTED TO TEMES; 
(}) "ERA LONG PASSED CHINA COULD BE BROUGHT INTO 
SUBMISSION BY THREATS OR PRESSURE" OR ALIENS COULD BREAK 
CHINESE LAW WITH IMPUNITY; (2) PRC FRIENDLY GESTURES 
(RELEASE AIRMEN AND OTHERS, CHOUtS STATEMENTS TO AMERICAN 
CORRESPONDENTS PRC DESIRED FRIENDSHIP WITH US AND AMERICAN 
PEOPLE, PERMISSION NEWSMEN VISIT CHINA, ETC.) HAD BEEN 
MET ONLY WITH HOSTILITY FROM US SIDE, "IF ANYBODY GOING 
PRESENT RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES AS ONLY 
INVOLVING QUESTION OF FEW CRIMINALS HE COULD ONLY SAY 

IT 1S MAKING GAME OF THESE TALKS", US USES "PRETEXT" 

FEW CRIMINALS PREVENT IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS, 


|, OF COURSE, REFUTED ALONG USUAL LINES BOTH GOVERNMENTS 

HAD AGREED CIVILIANS FIRST ORDER OF BUSINESS, MAJOR CONCESS!ONS 
US HAD MADE WITH RESPECT CHINESE IN US, PRC IMPLEMENTATION 
SEPTEMBER 10 AGREEMENT ‘TEST OF GOOD FAITH AND FUNDAMENTAL 
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FIRST STEP IN IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS, ETC, ANOTHER 
FUNDAMENTATL STEP WAS RENUNCIATION FORCE, 


HE MADE NO REPLY WHATEVER TO MY PRESENTATION ON MISSING 
SERVICE MEN REFERRING ONLY HIS PREVIOUS STATEMENTS, 


HE PROPOSED AND | AGREED NEXT MEETING MARCH ik, 


GOWEN 
JS 
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UNITED STATES RESIDENT DELEGATION fy | , ~ 
AND CONSULATE GENERAL | ioe a 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND \Servent of S7 
a ee os ; 
* : DEPART? r OF ST, \TE Poteear} lh, 1956 Us 
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Letter No, Su | Review Ag HW /B 7 & 
[ heyie we! t & fj. Ku 
Lg Bevewer 4D. IT; 
Dear walter: 


mae « 


I received your letter sent to Prague enclosing the 
O'Neil-Huang Hua December 28 interview and the material 
on Wirin's travel before I left. Yesterday I also re- 
ceived your February ll letter. (Fast service!) Thanks 
; very much for both of them, 


I talked with Gowen and he has agreed also to loan 
me Popper, He sent a telegram on this last night. I 
am sending you a telegram today on the contract employ- 
ment of a secretary to replace Helenka, I had hoped I 
( could use Popper's secretary who previously worked for 
me but she is going on leave shortly and I did not want 
to strain the office here by asking them also to furnish 


a secretary. In any event, I think that the FE budget 
is now getting off very easily. 


of the United States 


ST’ dad ZL 707 


As you know, I know and respect Dave Popper tremend- 
f ously, but he, of course, simply does not have the 

specialized FE experience that would be most useful to 
me. He also has more than a full time job here with not 
much time to devote to this and the office needs him 
badly in many ways, I therefore hope that we can shortly 
shake Ed Martin or someone else loose before long. Dave 
Osborn has some ideas he will discuss with you, 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


I have been hit hard here by the press, particularly 
the New York Times, on the Secretary's February 5 state- 
ment on the newsmen and the Americans, wanting to know 
exactly how and when the Chicoms made the proposition, 

I have, of course, said nothing except to point out our 
often reiterated statements that the Chicoms were holding 


Walter P, McConaughy, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
‘ Bureau of Far Eastern Affirs, 
, Department of State, 


= Washington 25, D.C. 
ere SECRET 
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the Americans as political hostages, 
= In this regard there is, of course, no specific 
= oR statement in the record, The most specific statements 
7 are, as you have noted, those on the "State of relations" 
f which he long ago dropped when he saw the box into which 


it had placed him, 


Since his last "state of relations" statement on 
September 23, 1955 there are only a few relatively obscure 
statements bearing on this that 1 have been able to recall 
or Dave has been able to find, At the 56th meeting [para 
16) I picked up his remark (para 15) that a "reasonable 
solution (on trade) would contribute to resolution other 
disputes", but he sidestepped, At the 63rd meeting (para 
6) he said “if U.S. had genuine desire resolve problems 
it should make progress in second item agenda”, Both of 
these are very tenuous and only have any meaning at all 
within context, 


You will recall that in accordance with my original 
basic instructions, at our first dinner (Mytel 535 Aug. 23, 
1955) I inferentially brought up the possibility of visi- 
tors after all Americans were released, and at our second 
dinner (Mytel 642 Aucust 29, 1955) made this somewhat more 
specific with respect to correspondents, I cannot recall 
that the subject again came up until the Chicoms issued 
their invitations to correspondents last August and at the 
55th meeting I gave him a copy of our August 7 press re- 
lease emphasizing the last paragraph (para 1h Mytel 135 and 
Wang's reply in para 19), At the 58th meeting he intro- 

/ duced the cultural exchanze proposal and I made preliminary 


comments (paras 11 and 12 Mytel 303) on which I expanded 
at the 59th meeting, 


of the United States 


f 
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Thus, while he took the initiative in raising "state 
of relations" as a factor in the timins of the release of 
Americans I took the initiative in specifically relating 
the travel of correspondents to their release. He has 
always been very careful not to be specific us to exactly 
what he meant by "state of relations" and althouch I have 
not the slichtest doubt that they would have considered 
our permitting correspondents to travel to mainland China 
as a step toward “improvement of relations" I cannot point 
to any specific statement that says this, However, I have 
always felt that they would consider travel of correspond- 
ents as only one factor in "improving relations" sufficient- 
ly to release all of the Americans, That is, I have never 


\ SECRET 














Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 





of the United States 
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felt that they had in mind releasing all of the Americans 

in exchange for the travel of corresvondents, although, 

as you know, I felt it might produce the release of a few, 
I have not gone back over all my messages in this regard, 


but I regret if 1 mislec you or the Secretary in any way 
on this, 


While there was nothing new in today's meeting I 
think that you will find much of it very interesting read- 
ing. (Incidentally I am sending it by cable as there is 
no courier from here until Sunday which would mean almost 
a week until you received it.) 


You will see that he more thoroughly developed the 
theme of U.S. "hostility", pressure, etc, than he ever has 
in the past. Throughout his presentation 1 could not but 
help think of Chou's remark to... 


\that the release of the Americans would be regardea 
as a confession of weakness, I think that that remark and 
Wang's expansion on it today is the real key to their atti- 
tucge, You know that I have long felt, and I continue to 
feel, that whatever other very useful and important pur- 
poses it may serve, the builcing up the issue of the re- 
lease in fact works in the opposite direction, However, 
we are now so far down this road that I see no choice but 
to continue what we are doing. They have, of course, be- 
haved very stupidly. The Agreed Announcement fave them a 
verfect back-drop arcainst which to release them and they 
would, in fact, have gained enormously if they had done so, 
I am amazed that they did not have the intelligence to see 
it. It only goes to prove that they are not "eight feet 
tall", However, they have now got themselves on such a 
box on this that they could not do so even if they desired, 


I greatly appreciated walter having spoken to the 
Secretary and having obtained a re-confirmation of his 
desires, I am, of course, willing to go on as long as it 
is thought to be useful, I just wanted to make sure that 
this was the case, I do well see and appreciate the ob- 
jectives, and will try to carry them out the best I can. 


Incidentally, I have just realized that the material 
on missing Air Force personnel forwarded us in June has 
not, at least technically, been declassified, Paragraph 
2 of Deptel 736 declessified the material sent me with 
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of the United States 
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your letter of December 7. However, as the Air Force 
material had been sent to us previously this does not 
cover that, Will you confirm to me whether I can also 


consider it declassified so that I can use it as occasion 
arises, : 


Pat arrived this morning just as I was leaving for 


the meeting. Haven't had a chance really to talk with her 
yet. 


Regards to all. 


Sincerely, 





| W «leszxis Johnson 
\ymericdan Ambassador 
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1, | OPENED 65TH WITH PREPARED STATEMENT: 


LS 


: A, ON DEC 28 1956 REPRESENTATIVE YOUR MINISTRY FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS TOLD UK CHARGE PEKING QUESTION OF DEPARTURE FR 

- MCCARTHY COULD NOT ARISE UNTIL HIS PRISON TERM EXPIRED OR 
A YOUR GOVT ADVANCED DATE HIS RELEASE, SHOULD LIKE CALL YOUR 
: ATTENTION PARAGROUP OUR AGREED ANNOUCEMENT SEPT 10 1955 

| WHICH READS; "PRC RECOGNIZES AMERICANS IN PRC WHO DESIRE 

| RETURN US ENTITLED DO SO, AND DECLARES IT HAS ADOPTED AND 
WILL FURTHER ADOPT APPROPRIATE MEASURES SO THEY CAN EXPED- 
ITIOUSLY EXERCISE THEIR RIGHT RETURN,, 





of the United States 


ZoSi-c/c6’*l 


B, DOES YOUR GOVT DENY FR MCCARTHY IS AMERICAN? DOES IT DENY 
HE DESIRES RETURN US? IF NOT, THEY QUESTON RETURN FR MCCARTHY 
TO US HAS ALREADY ARISEN, IT AROSE SEPT 10 1955, UNDER 
AGREEMENT INTO WHICH YOU ENTERED WITH ME ON THAT DATE, IT 
HAD ARISEN EVEN EARLIER IN VERY SPECIFIC MANNER IN THESE se. 
TALKS, FOR | HAD GIVEN YOU LIST NAMES, ON AUG 2 1955, OF «© 
oan AMERICANS DESIRING RETURN AND BEING PREVENTED FROM DOING SO, 
AND FR MCCARTHY*S NAME WAS AMONG THEM, WE HAD BEEN TALKING. 
FOR SIX WEEEKS ABOUT RETURN OF PRECISELY THIS GROUP AMERICaX* 
CAN YOU POINT TO ANYTHING IN OUR ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH WOULD : 
WITHHOLD !TS APPLICATION FROM FR MCCARRTHY? = 


&, 
C, THE REPRESENTATIVE ALSO TALK UK CHARGE QUESTION FR -” 
MCCARTHY#S ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTION COULD NOT ARISE WHILE ke 
WAS IN PRISON, WHAT DOES OUR ANNOUCEMENT HAVE TO SAY ABOUT 
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OBSTRUCTION? "IF ANY AMERICAN IN PRC BELIEVES CONTRARY TO 
DECLARED POLICY OF PRC HE ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTION IN DE- 
PARTURE, HE MAY SO INFORM OFFICE OF CHARGE DtAFFIARES UK," 

UNDER OUR ANNOUNCEMENT, IT CLEAR QUESTION OBSTRUCTION ARISES, 

NOT WHEN PRC WISHES TO RAISE IT, BUT WHEN "ANY AMERICAN IN 

PRC BELIEVES HE ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCTION," 1S FR MCCARTHY 
AMERICAN IN PRC? DOES HE BELIEVE HE 1S ENCOUNTERING OBSTRUCT !ON? 
THEN QUESTION OF OBSTRUCTION HAS ARISEN, 


D, THE REPRESENTATIVE ALSO ON DEC 28 TOLD UK CHARGE HIS 
REUQEST FOR FACILITIES INVESTIGATE FACTS WAS NOT iN ACCORD 
ANCE TERMS AGREED ANNOUNCEMENTS, WHAT ARE THOSE TERMS? 

ANY AMERICAN WHO BELIEVES HE BEING OBSTRUCTED, AND AGAIN | 
QUOTE FROM OUR ANNOUNCEMT, "MAY SO INFORM OFFICE OF CHARGE 

Dt AFFAIRES UK IN PRC AND REQUEST IT MAKE REPRESENTATIONS ON 
HIS BEHALF TO GOVT PRC, IF DESIRED BY US, GOVT OF UK MAY 
ALSO INVESTIGATE FACTS ANY SUCH CASE," DID FR MCCARTHY INFORM 
OFFICE OF UK CHARGE OF HIS BELIEF HIS DEPARTURE BEING 
OBSTRUCTED? DID HE REQUEST UK CHARGE MAKE REPRESENTATIONS ON 
HIS BEHALF? DOES US DESIRE FACTS THIS CASE BE INVESTIGATED? 
CAN YOU POINT TO ANY OTHER TERMS OUR ANNOUNCEMENT BEARING ON 
THIS QUESTION OF INVESTIGATION OF FACTS? CAN YOU CITE ANY 
PART ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH CAN BE USED JUSTIFY REFUSAL YOUR 
AUTHORITIES PERMIT THIS INVESTIGATION? 


E, WOULD LIKE ASK YOU IN ALL SERIOUSNESS THIS MORNING WHETHER 
THERE ANY PROVISION OF ANNOUNCEMENT WHICH YOUR AUTHORITIES 
INTEND APPLY TO CASES FR MCCARTHY AND NINE OTHER AMERICANS 
WHOSE DEPARTURE STILL BEING OBSTRUCTED BY YOUR GOVT, OR /S 

IT YOURINTENTION UTTERLY REPUDIATE OUR AGREEMENT? THIS !S 
QUESTION OF MOST FUNDAMENTAL IMPORTANCE FOR IF RELATIONS 
BETWEEN OUR COUNTRIES ARE TO BE PLACED ON SOME OTHER BAS!S 
THAN THAT OF PROFOUND DISTRUST AND MUTUAL SUSPICION, IT IS 

UP TO TWO OF US TAKE FIRST STEPS IN THAT DIRECTION, IT UP TO 
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US SHOW NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES CAN RESULT 

IN UNDERSTANDINGS AND AGREEMENTS WHICH WILL BE CARRIED 

OUT IN GOOD FAITH, IMPARTIAL TESTIMONY SHOWS MY GOVT HAS AND 
1S CONTINUING DEMONSTRATE ITS GOOD FAITH IN CARRYING OUT 

THIS FIRST AGREEMENT BETWEEN US, ! CONTINUE SEEK EVIDENCE OF 
INTENTION YOUR AUTHORITIS DO SAME, 


2. WANG SAID ATTITUDE ADOPTED BY CHINA IN THIS CONFERENCE 
HAS ALL ALONG BEEN RELATIONS BETWEEN CHINA AND US SHOULD |M 
PROVE, DISPUTES BETWEEN US SHOULD ACHIEVE SETTLEMENT, FROM 


STATEMENT | HAD MADE THIS MORNING HE DID NOT SEE DISPLAY 
SIMILAR SPIRIT, 


3. WANG (TURNING TO PREPARED STATEMENT) CONTINUED, MIGHT 
MENTION PRESS STATEMENT OF US DEPT STATE JAN 29 AGAIN IN- 
DULGED TOTAL INVERSION RIGHT AND WRONG TO CONFUSE WORLD, 

NO AMOUNT SUCH MALICIOUS ARGUMENTS CAN ESTABLISH POINT THAT 
MAKING AMERICAN CRIMINALS SERVE SENTENCE WHICH ACCORDANCE 
LAW, CHINA GUILTY VIOLATION ACCORD SEPT 1955, 


GOWEN 
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SP 4, WANG (FROM NOTES) CONTINUED, | HAD ASKED QUESTION WHETHER 
AGREMNT BETWEEN US WAS TO BE REPUDIATED, HIS ANSWER WAS NO 





~~ } ae oe 


AMOUNT GROUNDLESS CHARGES COULD DISTORT FACTS THIS MATTER, 
GOOD FAITH HIS GOVT CARRYING OUT THAT AGREEMENT BEYOND 
QUESTION, | HAD ASKED QUESTION ABOUT MCCARTHY, THERE NO 
QUESTION AS TO HIS BEING AMERICAN AND HE MIGHT DESIRE RETURN 
HOME, HAD TO POINT OUT WHILE HE SERVING SENTENCE, QUESTION 
HIS RETURN DID NOT ARISE, IN DEALING WITH THIS AND SIMILAR 
CASES QUESTION VIOLATION AGREEMENT BY HIS GOVT HAD NOT EVER 
ARISEN, HIS GOVT WELCOMED THIRD POWER REPRESENTATIVE INq 
VESTIGATING CASES WHERE OBSTRUCTION DEPARTURE AMERICANS FROM 
CHINA REPORTED; BUT HIS GOVT IN NO CASE WOULD ACCEPT INTER- 
FERENCE ON PART THIRD COUNTRY TO ATTEMPT INVESTIGATE ANYTHING 
WHICH PROPERLY WITHIN SCOPE AND TERMS REFERENCE AUTHORITIES 
THEIR JUSTICE DEPT, HE WANTED POINT OUT NO OBSTRUCTION HAD 
BEEN OFFERED TO ANY AMERICAN NATIONAL IN CHINA WHO DESIRED 
RETURN US, IN FACT SINCE LIBERATION CHINA ALREADY MORE THAN 
1000 AMERICANS IN CHINA HAD FREELY DEPARTED WITHOUT EN. 
COUNTERING ANY OBSTRUCTION, ALL AMERICANS DESIRING RETURN MY 
CC\INTRY HAD DONE SO AND HIS GOVT SO FAR NOT RECEIVED SINGLE 
COMPLAINT OBSTRUCTION TO DEPARTURE OF ANY, 


5. WANG (FROM PREPARED STATEMENT) CONTINUED, MY SIDE REPEATEDLY 
MAKING HOSTILE PROPAGANDA AND RAISING OUTCRIES AGAINST CHINA 

IN VAIN ATTEMPT HOODWINK AND MISLEAD WORLD, BY NOW | SHOULD 
HAVE COME TO REAL;ZE ERA LONG PAST WHEN CHINA COULD BE BROUGHT 
INTO SUBMISSION OR ABANDONMENT SOVEREIGNTY BY THREATS OR 
PRESSURE, CHINESE PEOPLE WOULD NEVER BOW TO THREATS, ERA GONE 
AND WILL NOT COMEBACK, WHEN AMERICAN OR ANY ALIEN COULD 

BREAK LAW AND GET AWAY WITH IT, AMERICANS WHO BORKE LAW IN 
CHINA NOW MUST PUT UP WITH JAIL IN ACCORDANCE SENTENCES METED 
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OUT BY CHINESE AUTHORITIS, THIS NATURAL FOR ANY SOVEREIGN 
COUNTRY, UNLESS CRIMINALS DISPLAYED GOOD CONDUCT IN PRISON 
THEY WOULD HAVE TO SERVE OUT THEIR SENTENCES, HOWEVER PRESS 
STATEMENTS OF MY SIDE HAD NOT SUCCEEDED IN CONVERING UP OR 
OBSCURING VIOLATION AGREEMENT ON PART MY SIDE, ON RECORD, 
STILL REMAIN TWO GROUPS OF 52 AND 25 PERSONS WHO HAD NOT BEEN 
ABLE COME BACK AS RESULT ALL SORTS OBSTRUCTION BY MY COUNTRY, 
AND MY SIDE STILL REFUSED ACCOUNT FOR THEM, OBSTRUCTIVE 
TACTICS OF MY AUTHORITIES NOW DEVELOPED TO EXTENT OF ENCROACHING 
ON HUMAN RIGHTS TO INCLUDE EXAMINATION OF CORRESPONDENCE 
BETWEEN CHINESE AND RELATIVES, ALREADY MANY RELATIVES HAVE 
REPORTED CORRESPONDENCE WITH FOLKS IN US WAS BREAKING OFF, 
THIS APPARENT OUTCOME THREATS AND PRESSURE APPLIED BY AMERICAN 
AUTHORITIES, FURTHERMORE WHILE REPRESENTATIVE US GOVT CON. 
DUCTING NEGOTIATIONS WITH REPRESENTATIVE PRC, AMERICAN AUTHOR. 
ITITES HAD SEEN FIT CONTINUE COERCE CHINESE RESIDENTS AND SEND 
THEM TAIWAN, SUCH ACTIVITIES AND OTHER VIOLATION AGREEMENT 
CALL FOR STRONG CONDEMNATION, PRESS STATMENTS MY SIDE ALSO 
ATTEMPTED COVER VIOLATION AGREEMENT OF MY SIDE WITH REGARD 
QUESTION IMPRISONED CHINESE, MY SIDE TAKEN UNILATERAL ACTION 
IN SUBJECTING PRISONERS TO ILLEGAL SCREENING PROCESS, INTENT 
THIS ALL TOO CLEAR-~IT 1S TO DETAIN SUCH PEOPLE THROUGH THIS 
ILLEGAL SCREENING PROCESS, UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES WOULD 

THEY ACCEPT SUCH PROCESS, THEY CONTINUED URGE US TAKE ACTION 
ON OWN INITIATIVE ENABLE THESE PEOPLE RETURN AS HAD BEEN 

DONE IN CASE FORMER AMERICAN CONVICTS, 


6. WANG CONTINUED, DURING PAST WEEKS WORLD HAD WITNESSED 

TWO LEADING MEMBERS US DEPT STATE TRYING IN TURN PASS RASH 
JUDGEMENT ON CHINA, MR ROBERTSON#S VITUPERATIONS AND SLANDEROUS 
STATEMENTS FROM BLOOMINGTON ROSTRUM AND OTHER SUCH UNFRIENDLY 
UTTERANCES HE HAS CHOSEN TO MAKE NOT EVEN WORTH TROUBLE 
REFUTATION, HOWEVER PEOPLE COULD NOT FAIL TAKE NOTE STATEMENT 
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AMERICAN SECSTATE AT PRESS CONFERENCE FEB 5, MR DULLES REPORTED 
TO HAVE DECLARED CHINA CONDITIONING RELEASE AMERICAN CONVICTS 
ON PERMISSION BY US GOVT FOR US CORRESPONDENTS GO CHINA, 

HE DID NOT KNOW ON WHAT GROUND SECRETARY CREATED THIS STORY, 
HOWEVER, REFUTATION FROM HIS SIDE SEEMED SUPERFLUOUS AS 
NEWSPAPER EDITORS IN US ALREADY SEEM TO HAVE DONE JOB FOR 
THEM IN DISMISSING THIS AS GROUNDLESS FABRICATION, ANXIET® 

OF AMERICAN CORRESPONDENTS VISIT CHINA SHOWS AMERICAN PEOPLE 
DID NOT APPROVE OF POLICY AMERICAN GOVT IN OBSTRUCTING EX- 
CHANGES BETWEEN PEOPLES, AMERICAN NEWSMEN DESIRED VISIT 
CHINA, CHINA HAD ACCEPTED APPLICATIONS, THIS GESTRUE 
GOODWILL CHINESE PEOPLE TOWARD AMERICAN PEOPLE, ESTABLISHMENT 
LINK BETWEEN QUESTION AMERICAN PRESSMEN AND RELEASE AMERICAN 
PRISONERS CONSTITUDED OUTRIGHT INSULT TO AMERICAN PRESSMEN, 

BY AMERICAN AUTHORITIES, MY SIDE ALONE ATTEMPTING INTRODUCE 
LINK BETWEEN THESE TWO DISTINCT MATTERS, NOTICE WHICH 

CAUSED MY SIDE ATTRIBUTE THIS PIECE OF PURE FABRICATION TO HIS 
SIDE 1S NONE OTHER THAN DESIRE HOODWINK WORLD AND SLANDER 
CHINA AND MAKE PRETEXT FOR BARRING AMERICAN PRESS VISITS TO 
CHINA, HE AND | BEEN ASSOCIATED HERE LONG TIME, | MUST HAVE 
BECOME AWARE LONG AGO SLANDER AND THREATS COULD IN NO WAY HELP 
PROGRESS IN TALKS, INTERESTS OF TALKS COULD ONLY BE ADVANCED 
WHEN | ABANDONED THIS AND READY DISCUSS HIS PROPOSALS, NAMELY 
FMC, RELAXATION TRADE EMBARGO AND CULTURAL EXCHANGE, 


MOVEMENT BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES, THIS ALWAYS THEIR 
HOPE, 


GOWEN 
JS 
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. | REPLIED HE AND | HAD SPENT LONG TIME DISCUSSING THESE 
SUBJECTS, | HAD BEEN AND CONTINUE BE WILLING TAKE TIME DO IT 
BECAUSE | FEEL ISSUES ARE OF SUCH OVERWHELMING IMPORTANCE, 
QUESTION OF AMERICAN CIVILIANS IN HIS COUNTRY COULD NOT BE 
DISPOSED OF AS HIS AUTHORITIES APPARENTLY FELT IT COULD BY WHAT. 
WE MIGHT CALL SIMPLY SWEEPING IT UNDER RUG, | HAD IN PAST 
AND CONTINUED TRY DO BEST TO UNDERSTAND AND APPRECIATE HIS 
POINT VIEW, FRANKLY AND AS ONE WHO HAD TALKED TO HIM NOW FOR 
LONG TIME, THIS SUBJECT ONE | SIMPLY COULD NOT UNDERSTAND, 

EVEN BEFORE WE CAME HERE FOR THIS SERIES TALKS WANGtS GOVT 
PERFECTLY AWARE OF IMPORTANCE WE ATTACHED TO QUESTION THESE 
CIVILIANS, IN TERMS REFERENCE OUR TALKS IT AGREED THIS QUESTION 
WOULD COME FIRST, HOWEVER UNJUST WE FELT ACTION TAKEN BY HIS 
AUTHORITIES WAS, | HAD NOT DEMANDED UNILATERAL ACTION WITH 
REGARD THEM, | HAD NOT HAD AND DID NOT NOW HAVE ANY INTEREST 

IN ATTEMPTING HUMILIATE HIS GOVT OR OBTAIN ANY PROPAGANDA 
VICTORY IN THIS MATTER, THIS ONE OF REASONS THAT RIGHT AT 
OUTSET THESE TALKS | HAD SUGGESTED THEY BE PRIVATE IN CHARACTER, 
MY SOLE INTEREST WAS FINDING METHOD RESOLVING THIS PROBLEM SO 
THAT IT COULD BE REMOVED AS IRRITANT OUR RELATIONS, | HAD 
KNOWN FROM TALKS WE HAD 1954 ATTITUDE HIS GOVT WITH REGARD 
CHINESE STUDENTS IN US, | HAD ATTEMPTED BEFORE WE EVER CAME 
HERE TO MEET HIS POINT VIEW IN THIS REGARD, | HAD NOT RAISED 
WITH HIM ANY QUESTION US SOVEREIGNTY, US JURISDICTION, OR OTHER 
SUCH THEORETICAL QUESTIONS, MY GOVT HAD TAKEN ACTION TO 
RESOLVE THIS QUESTION TO HIS SATISFACTION, MY GOVT HAD TAKEN 
ACTION TO ENTIRELY REMOVE RESTRAINTS WHICH HAD BEEN PLACED 
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TO DEPARTURE OF SOME FEW CHINESE FROM MY COUNTRY, 1! HAD 
CONCEEDED TO HIS POINT VIEW ON DECLARATION BY US, AT SAME 
TIME, HE KNEW PERFECTLY WELL MY PRIMARY INTEREST WAS IN THESE 
IMPRISONED AMERICANS, IT PERFECTLY PROPER FOR US REACH 
AGREEMENT WHICH INCLUDED NOT JUST CHINESE IN US BUT AMERCIANS 
IN HIS COUNTRY, HIS REACHING SUCH AGREEMENT WAS CERTAINLY NOT 


IN ANY WAY DEROGATION SOVEREIGNTY BUT WAS AN EXERCISE HIS 
SOVEREIGNTY, 











8, § CONTINUED, INSOFAR AS DISCUSSIONS LEADING UP TO 
AGREEMENT CONCERNED, HE WOULD RECALL THAT THEY CONCERNED 
THESE IMPRISONED AMERICANS, | WOULD NOT TAKE TIME REVIEW 
THOSE DISCUSS!IONS--HE WAS AS FAMILIAR WITH THEM AS |, HE 
WOULD RECALL THOUGH THAT PARTICULARLY IN DISCUSSION LEADING UP 
FINALLY TO USE WORLD "EXPEDITIOUSLY" IN THAT AGREEMENT, IT 
RELATED TO TIME WHEN THESE IMPRISONED AMERICANS WOULD BE 
RELEASED, FACT HE AND HIS AUTHORITES AT THAT TIME WELL RE- 
COGN!IZED THIS AGREEMENT RELATED TO IMPRISONED AMERICANS HAD 
BEEN WELL DEMONSTRATED BY THEIR RELEASE TEN IMPRISONED AMERICNS 
ON SAME DAY AND IN CONNECTION WITH ISSUANCE AGREEMENT, FOR 
HIS AUTHORITIES NOW TO GO BACK AND SAY THE AGREEMENT HAS NO 
RELATION TO THOSE IMPRIONSED AMERICANS--JUST PERSONS WE 
TALKING ABOUT AT TIME WE MADE THE AGREEMENT~-SIMPLY NOT 
LOGICAL, JUST, OR DEFENSIBLE, 


9. | CONTINUED, HE SPOKE OF THREATS, PRESSURE, EXERCISE 
SOVEREIGNTY, HARD AS | TRIED UNDERSTAND AND FOLLOW HIM ON 

THIS | JUST UNABLE DO SO, | COULD NOT SEE HOW ASKING THAT 
AGREEMENT FREELY ENTERED INTO BE CARRIED OUT CONSTITUTES 

THREATS OR PRESSURE, | COULD NOT UNDERSTAND HOW ANY GOVT 

ABLE SAY CARRYING OUT BY IT OF AGREEMENT, INTO WHICH IT HAS 
ENTERED, IS DEROGATION OF ITS SOVEREIGNTY, IN FACT IT SEEMS 

ME IT IS OPOSITE+-IT IS EXERCISE OF ITS SOVEREIGNTY, IF | OR MY 
GOVT WANTED SEE CONTINUATION OF TYPE RELATIONS WHICH HAD SO UNHAPPILY 
HERETOFORE EXISTED BETWEEN US--1 CERTAINLY NEVER WOULD HAVE LAID 
STRESS | HAD ON IMPORTANCE RESOLVING THIS QUESTION CIVILIANS, 


GOWEN 


JS CONF |DENT IAL 





COMING TELEGRAM Department of State ACTION COPY 
30 "CONFIDENTIAL action acsioned to Lm’ 


Action contgets 


FE Rec'd RY BRUARY 
FROM: GENEVA 15, 1957 


Info 6259 AM 1 
S RMR 10: Secretary of State ae ee 5 


SS NO: 790, FEBRUARY 15, 8 AM (SECTION \ OF 7). 




















Oifics Symbol 


SP ; ue OP Officer 


C 
L LIMIT DISTRIBUTION ‘trection to DC/R 


FROM JOHNSON 


G2 





10, | CONTINUED, FOR HIM TO DEMAND CONCESSIONS AND AGREEMENTS 
FROM ME ON OTHER SUBJECTS PRIOR TO RESOLVING WHAT OUR GOVTS 
BOTH AGREED WAS FIRST QUESTION BETWEEN US AND PRIOR CARRYING 
OUT THIS FIRST AGREEMENT BETWEEN US, IS TAKING COMPLETELY UNi~ 
LATERAL POINT VIEW, AT TIMES HIS AUTHORITIES AND HE HERE 
SEEMED TAKE POSITION THEIR FAILURE CARRY OUT THIS AGREEMENT 
BASED UPON ALLEGATION AGREEMENT DID NOT COVER THESE !MPRISONED 
AMERICANS, AT OTHER TIMES HE SEEMED HAVE TAKEN ATTITUDE 

THIS AGREEMENT WOULD NOT BE CARRIED OUT AND AMERICANS RELEASE 
UNLESS AND UNTIL THERE WERE FURTHER POLITICAL CONCESS ! ONS 

By MY GOVT ON MATTERS OF INTEREST TO HIS GOVT, | COULD NOT BUT 
INTERPRET IN THIS SENCE STATEMENTS HE HAD MADE W!TH REGARD 
IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS BETWEEN US BEING A FACTOR IN TIMING 

OF RELEASE THOSE PRISONEERS, AT OTHER TIMES HE SEEMEB TAKE 
ATTITUDE BECAUSE OF ALLEGED VIOLATION OF AGREEMENT BY US 

WITH RESPECT CHINESE IN US, HIS AUTHORITES IN RETALIATION 

WERE REFUSING IMPLEMENT AGREEMENT WITH REGARD AMERICANS STILL 
IN PRISON IN HIS COUNTRY, 


CY 
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CONT!|NUED HE HAD SPOKEN OF PRESS RELEASE MY GOVT JAN 29 

AND HAD TERMED IT GROUNDLESS CHARGES, 1! WOULD NOT TAKE TIME 
GO THRU THAT PRESS RELEASE-.~SEEMED TO ME BE MOST SOBERT, 
CAREFUL PRESENTATION FACTS THIS MATTER, INSTEAD TRYNG 
DISMISS IT AS GROUNDLESS CHARGES | ASKED HIM SHOW ME SINGLE 
MISSTATEMENT FACT IN RELEASE, THIS NOT JUST MY OPINION OR 
OPINiON MY GOVT, HE WOULD RECALL AND HAD PROBABLY NOTED 
WITH RESPECT CHINESE IN US, FOLLOWING THAT RELEASE, FEB 2 
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SPOKESMAN OF GOI STATED INDIAN EMBASSY WASHINGTON HAD FOUND 
NO CASE OF ANY PROVED OBSTRUCTION ANY CHINESE IN US DESIRING 
RETURN HIS COUNTRY; THAT WHILE FEW CASES ALLEGED OBSTRUCTION 
BEEN DRAWN ATTENTION INDIAN EMBASSY, IN NO CASE HAD IT PROVED 
TRUE, 


12. | CONTINUED, HE HAD SAID HERE THIS MORNING HIS GOVT 

HAD NOT RECEIVED ANY COMPLAINT OBSTRUCTION OF DEPARTURE OF 
ANY AMERICAN HiS COUNTRY, HE KNEW AND | KNEW GOVT UK HAD NOT 
AND COULD NOT MAKE STATEMENT SUPPORTING THAT ALLEGATION SUCH 
AS |NDIAN GOVT MADE SUPPORTING STATEMENT | HAD MADE HERE 

THIS MORNING, TO GO INTO ANY FURTHER DETAIL WOULD SIMPLY 
OBSCURE THESE FUNDAMENTAL UNDENIABLE FACTS, 


13. WANG REPLIED, 'N MY STATEMENT | HAD TERMED MOST FUNDAMENTAL 
ISSUE BETWEEN TWO SIDES QUESTION CIVILIANS, IN THIS REGARD, 
GREATER PART THIS PROBLEM ALREADY RESOLVED AS RESULT EFFORTS 
MADE BY CHINESE GOVT, THAT WAS TO SAY, MOST OF AMERICANS OR 
PRACTICALLY ALL AMERICANS DES!RNG DEPART THIS COUNTRY TO 
RETURN US HAD ALREADY BEEN ENABLED FREELY DO SO, NUMBER 
PEOPLE WHO HAD DONE SO NOT IN NEIGHBORHOOD SEVERAL SOCRES OR 
SEVERAL HUNDRED BUT MORE THAN 1000 DONE SO, IF | WANTED SAY 
QUESTION CIVILIANS SOLE ISSUE INVOLVED IN IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS, 
1T COULD BE SAID GOOD BASIS ALREADY ESTABLSHED HIS RESPECT, 
WHAT US TRYING DO WAS PRESENT THIS MATTER AS ONLY CONCERN!NG 
FEW CRIMINALS--THIS WHAT HE COULD NOT AGREE WITH, THEY FEL: 
THAT PROBLEMS EXISTING BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES CONCERNED 
KIND OF ISSUES WHICH ARISE BETWEEN TWO GREAT POWERS AND ARE OF 
GREAT CONSEQUENCE TO HUMANITY, IF WE FAILED SEE PROBLEMS FROM 
THIS POINT VIEW, IT WOULD SEEM BE WHAT PEOPLE CALL LOSING 
SIGHT OF FOREST WHEN ONLY SEE!NG SINGLE TREE, IF ANYBODY 
GOING PRESENT RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES AS ONLY INU 
VOLVING QUESTION OF HANDFUL CRIMINALS, CAN ONLY SAY IT MAKING 
GAME OF THESE TALKS, WITH PRETEXT OF QUESTION FEW CRIMINALS, 
IF WE WERE TO TAKE THAT COURSE HE AFRAID PEOPLE WOULD HAVE 
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PASS JUDGMENT ON THOSE WHO HAD WASTED SO MUCH TIME AND FAILED 
CARRY OUT FERVENT DESIRES ENTRUSTED TO THEM BY PEOPLE, 


14, WANG CONTINUED, HE ALSO FOUND IT HARD FOLLOW MY LOGIC 
WHEN | SAID IN CONCLUDING INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENT SOVERE!NGNTY 
HAD TO BE DEROGATED, THEY TOOK DIFFERENT VIEW, THEY THOUGHT 
IN CONCLUDING INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENT IT SHOULD NOT PREJUDICE 
BUT SAFEGUARD SOVERIEGNTY, 


15. WANG CONTINUED, IN DISCUSSING QUESTION RETURN CIVILIANS, 
ONE MUST TAKE NOTE OF FACT CHINESE GOVT ALWAYS BEEN CARRYING 
OUT THAT AGREEMENT FAITHFULLY, THEY COULD NEVER CONCEDE TO 
ANY ALLEGATION CHINESE GOVT INTRODUCED ANY OBSTRUCTION DE. 
PARTURE AMERICANS FROM CHINA, IF SUCH OBSTRUCTION EXISTED, 
HOW COULD ONE EXPLAIN FACT MAJORITY AMERICANS IN CHINA HAD BEEN 
ABLE LEAVE, MOST CONVINCING FACT AND PRACTICAL MATTER WAS 
FACT IN CASES NUMBER FORMER AMERICAN PRISONERS WAS WHO REFUSED 
REPATRIATION WHENEVER ANY OF THESE PERSONS DESIRED RETURN MY 
COUNTRY KIS AUTHORITES HAD NOT OBSTRUCTED AND HAD ALWAYS GIVEN 
ALL FACILITIES ENABLE THEM DO SO, IN FACT NUMBER THESE ALREADY 
RETURNED MY COUNTRY, AS HE HAD TOLD ME IF IN FUTURE ANY OTHER 
PERSONS THIS CATEGORY CHANGED MIND AND DESIRED RETURN MY 
COUNTRY THEY WOULD HELP HIM DO SO IN SAME WAY, THIS SHOWED 
THAT HIS AUTHORITIES ALWAYS CARRIED OUT AGREEMENT IN ASSISTING 
DEPARTURE ANY AMERICAN WHO DESIRED DO SO, 
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16, WANG CONTINUED THERE WERE NUMBER CRIMINALS IN CHINA AND 
THIS INVOLVED ANOTHER MATTER, THEY HAD SAYING IN CH!NA DEBTORS 
MUST PAY DEBTS AND MURDERERS UNDERGO PUNISHMENT, SO THEY 
HAD TAKEN POSITION THAT QUESTION REPATRIATON DID NOT ARISE WITH 
- RESPECT PERSONS SERVING PRISON TERMS, HOWEVER THEY HAD RE- 
(. PEATEDLY MADE IT KNOWN IF THESE PERSONS IN QUESTION HAD DIS. 
PLAYED GOOD CONDUCT THEY WOULD ALSO BE ENABLED EXERCISE THAT 
RIGHT, BUT IF ANYBODY TRYNG FORCE ISSUE UPON CHINESE GOVT 
PRESSURIZE iT INTO ABANDONMENT ESTABLISHED PROCEDURE LAW-- 
THIS SOMETHING WHICH SIMPLY NOT DONE IN CHINA, 1! WOULD RECALL 
WHEN WE FIRST MET IN THIS THIS ROOM 1954 | HAD TOLD H!M RE- 
STRAINTS IMPOSED MY GOVT ON CHINESE STUDENTS MY COUNTRY MATTER 
JURISDICTION MY GOVT AND CATEGORICALLY DECLARED | NOT GOING 
CHANGE THAT LEGAL PROCEDURE MY GOVT, 
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17. WANG CONTINUED WITH REGARD MY ALLEGATION THAT HIS GOVT ON 
QUESTION AMERICAN CRIMINALS TRYING EXTRACT POLITICAL CON. 
CESS!IONS FROM MY SIDE, HE COULD ONLY REGARD THIS AS INVERSION 
OF FACT, HIS GOVT IN INTEREST IMPROVING RELATIONS MADE NUMBER 
CONSTRUCT!VE PROPOSALS, BUT MY GOVT SO FAR REFUSED TAKE UP t 
THESE PROPOSLAS-—MOREOVER MY AUTHORITIES REPEATEDLY BANNED 
CORRESPONDENTS FROM VISITING CHINEA, THIS COULD BE TERMED 
ATTEMPT BY MY AUTHORITIES BY VARIOUS MEANS TRY EXTRACT 
POLITICAL CONCESSiONS FROM CHINA, IF THERE GENUINE DESIRE 
IMPROVE RELATIONS, ONE WOULD HAVE TO TAKE INTO DUE CONS! DERATON 
VIEWS OF BOTH SIDES INSTEAD OF STICKING TO ONES OWN VIEWPOINT, 
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HE SURE | AWARE PUBLIC CONVESATION MADE BY PREMIER CHOU WITH 
NUMBER AMERICAN CORRESPONDENTS, PREMIER SPOKE ABOUT CHINAtS 
DESIRE FRIENDLY TERMS WITH US AND AMERICAN PEOPLE s SPECIFI- 
CALLY POINTED OUT CHINESE SIDE TAKEN MANY STEPS FORWARD, IF 
ORDER REALLY IMPROVE RELATIONS BOTH SIDES MUST TAKE STEPS 
FORWARD SIMULTANEOUSLY, 


18, | REPLIED, FIRST LET ME CORRECT APPARENT MISUNDERSTANDING, 
| UNDERSTOOD HE THOUGHT | HAD SAID THAT CONCLUDING AN INTER- 
NATIONAL AGREEMENT !S DEROGATORY OF SOVEREIGNTY, 1! DID NOT 
SAY THAT NOR AT LEAST DID NOT INTEND TO, WHAT | SAID WAS 
EXACTLY OPPOS!ITE}j-THAT CONCLUDING INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENT NOT 
DEROGATION OF SOVEREIGNTY-IN FACT IS EXERCISE OF SOVEREIGNTY, 
INTERESTING THOUGH IT MIGHT BE MY POINT WAS NOT ENTER INTO 
PHILOSOPHICAL ARGUMENT BUT MY POINT WAS THAT HIS GOVT HAVING 
ENTERED INTO AGREEMENT SEPT 1955, ITS CARRYING OUT THAT AGREE- 


MENT WOULD BE EXERCISE SOVEREIGNTY RATHER THAN DEROGATION 
SOVEREIGNTY, 


19, | CONTINUED, | DID NOT BELIEVE ! HAD SAID QUESTION 
CIVILIANS MOST FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION BETWEEN US, WHAT | HAD 
SAID WAS IT A FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION BETWEEN US AND BOTH OUR 
COUNTRIES HAD AGREED IT FIRST QUESTION BETWEEN US, DEMON. 
STRATION OUR ABILITY RESOLVE WHAT OUR GOVTS CONSIDERED FIRST 
QUESTION BETWEEN US CERTAINLY FUNDAMENTAL TO RESOLVING OTHERS, 
A FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION BETWEEN US STILL REMAINS QUESTION 
WHETHER PERMIT OUR MISUNDERSTANDING IN TAIWAN AREA TO LEAD WAR, 
REMAINS STILL FOR US SAY UNCONDITIONALLY UNEQUIVOCALLY IT 

WILL NOT, HOWEVER TO GO BACK TO WHAT BOTH AGREED WAS FIRST 
QUESTION IT NOT QUESTON RESOLVING IT IN PART,FOR SOME AMER! CANS 
OR MOST AMERICAN--1T QUESTION OF RESOLVING QUESTION, 


20. $$! CONTINUED, WHEN WE ISSUED STATEMENT SEPT 10 WE NOT TALKING 
OF AMERICANS WHO ALREADY LEFT HIS COUNTRY AND RETURNED US, 
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WE TALKING ABOUT 19 SPECIFIC AMERICANS STILL IN PRISON 

THAT TIME, NOT TALKING ABOUT AMERICAN POW WHO VOLUNTARILY 
DECIDED REMAIN WANG#S COUNTRY, WE TALKING ABOUT THESE 19 
AMERICANS, HE HAD TERMED !7 MATTER OF FEW CRIMINALS, | 

COULD NOT AGREE WITH HIM ON’ THAT, WE HAD IN PAST AND STILL 
CONS |IDERED IMPRISONMENT THESE AMERICANS COMPLETELY UNJUST, 
HOWEVER | DID NOT ASK HIM AGREE ME ON THAT, | ONLY ASKED THAT 
FIRST PROBLEM WE CAME HERE RESOLVE BE RESOLVED AND GOOD FAITH 
BE SHOWN HERE IN RESOLVING IT, AS HAD POINTED OUT HERE MANY 
TIMES, NOT ONLY DID WE CONSIDER GOOD FAITH NOT BEEN SHOWN IN 
RESOLVING IT, BUT SEEM TO HAVE GONE BACKWARDS, CONS!DERAT!IONS 
WANGtS COUNTRY!#S SOVEREIGNTY AND JUDICIAL PROCEDURES HAD NOT 
PREVENTED RELEASE ELEVEN FLIERS DAY OUR MEETINGS OPENED HERE, 
1T HAD NOT PREVENTED RELEASE 10 AMERICANS SEPT 10 AT TIME WE 
ISSUED AGREEMENT, SINCE THAT TIME, SEEMED QUITE CLEAR THEY 
HAD ADOPTED POLICY REQUIRING THESE UNFORTUNATE PEOPLE 

SERVE WHOLE TERM THEIR SENTENCE, 
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21, | CONTINUED, IT PERFECTLY NATURAL IN LIGHT THIS HISTORY 
OF CARRYING OUT AGREEMENT AND TREATMENT AFFORDED AMERICANS HIS 
COUNTRY, THAT MY GOVT FELT IT WOULD BE DELINQUENT IN ITS 
RESPONSIBILITY PROTECT AMERICANS TO APPROVE THEIR TRAVEL TOM 
HIS COUNTRY, 


22. WANG REPLIED, ON THEIR PART THEY HAD ALSO MANY GRIEVANCES 
IN CONNECTION WITH TREATMENT THEIR NATIONALS IN US, | HAD 
DESCRIBED THOSE MEETINGS AS GOING BACKWARD, HE AGREED WITH 
ME, BUT POINTED OUT THEY HAD NOTHING TO DO WITH IT, IF ONE OF 
TWO PARTNERS TRYNG GO FORWARD WHILE OTHER TRYING PULL BACKWARD, 
OF COURSE IT VERY DIFFICULT HAVE RESULTS, | HAD REFERRED 
RELEASE 11 MEMBER AMERICAN AIR FORCE ON THEIR OWN INITIATIVE 
AND HAD REFERRED TO RELEASE NUMBER AMERICANS ON DAY AGREEMENT, 
THESE RELEASES HAD BEEN EFFECTED SIMPLY AS RESULT DECISION 
CHINESE AUTHORITIES IN ACCORDANCE JUDICIAL PROCEDURE, ALSO 
TOOK THESE MEAUSRES IN EXPECTATION AND HOPE SUCH LENIENT 
MEASURES GIVEN AMERICANS WOULD BE EXAMPLE GOODWILL AND 
EVENTUALLY LEAD TO IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES, 
WHAT WAS REWARD OF THIS GESTURE GOODWILL THEIR PART? US TAKEN 
SERIES UNF IENDLY ACTIONS AGAINST WANG#S COUNTRY AND HAD DE. 
MANDED WANGtS COUNTRY DO THAT AND THAT WHILE MY AUTHORITIES 
DOING UNFRIENDLY THINGS TOWARD WANGtS COUNTRY, FOR US DEMAND 
THAT OTHER SIDE DO SOMETHING, AND NOT DO IT OURSELVES WOULD 
NOT IMPROVE RELATIONS, IN LAST PART STATEMENT | HAD REFERRED 
TO RESPONSIBILITY US PROTECT AMERICANS IN CHINA, THEY HAD JUST 
SEEN NUMBER AMERICAN CORRESPONDENTS RETURNING IN SAFETY 
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TO MY COUNTRY FROM VISIT CHINA, NOTHING WRONG DONE TO THEM, 
ONE COULD NOT FAIL NOTE AMERICAN PRESS, INCLUDING ASSOCIATION 
AMERICAN PUBLISHERS, REFUTED ALLECA7!ON THAT PROTECTION AND 
SAFETY OF CORRESPONDENTS WAS ANISSUE, IT WAS FRIENDLY THING 
FOR AMERICAN CORRESPONDENTS TO WISH VISIT CHIN..; IT WAS 
FRIENDLY FOR CHINESE GOVT TO LET THEM COME, BUT US GOVT 
FORBIDDING THEM WAS UNFRIENDLY ACT; TO SAY IT WAS MATTER OF 
SAFETY WAS STILL MORE UNFRIENDLY ACT, !T WOULD BRING NO 

GOOD TO AMERICAN GOVT CONTINUE POSE SUCH UNFRIENDLY AND HOSTILE 
ATTITUDE AND SPREADING UNFRIENDLY STATEMENTS AGAINST CHINA, 


23. +%$| REPLIED, HE NAD SPOKEN OF RELEASE 1] FLIERS, AND OF 
10 CIVILIANS RELEASED SEPT 10 AS MOTIVATED BY DESIRE IMPROVE 
RELATIONS, | SUPPOSED THEN | COULD ONLY INTERPRET CONTINUED 
HOLDING OF 10 WHO STILL THERE IN SPITE OUR AGREEMENT AS 
MOTIVATED BY OPPOSTE DESIRE, CERTAINLY HARD FOR ME BELIEVE 
BEHAVIOR OF 10 STILL HERE SO MUCH WORSE THAN BEHAVIOR THOSE 
RELEASED AS TO PRECLUDE RELEASE, LET US BE CLEAR ABOUT THIS, 
WE GIVEN AS FIRST TASK QUESTION CIVILIANS, THAT BEEN COM. 
PLETELY RESOLVED ON INDEPENDENT EVIDENCE OF AGENCY AND GOVT 
WHICH HE DESIGNATED TO CONFIRM THIS WITH RESPECT CHINESE IN US, 
EVEN THOUGH DID NOT ENTER INTO ORIGINAL DISCUSSIONS, IT BEEN 
RESOLVED EVEN FOR CHINESE IMPRISONED FOR COMMON CRIMES, | 
HAD NOT THROWN OFF FOG OF ARGUMENTS ABOUT JURISDICTION, 
SOVEREIGNTY, OTHER SUCH TERMS.-.WE HAD GONE AHEAD AND RESOLVED 
IT, WE STILL DID NOT SEE EVIDENCE INTENT THIS AUTHORITIES 
RESOLVE IT EQUALLY AS FAR AS AMERICANS HIS COUNTRY CONCERNED, 
WE RESOLVED IT WITHOUT ASKING ANY POLITICAL CONCESSIONS, WE 
RESOLVED IT COMPLETELY IN SPIRIT AND LETTER OF AGREMENT INTO 


WHICH WE ENTERED, WE STILL LOOK FOR SIMILAR INTENT ON PART 
HIS AUTHORITIES, 


24, | CONTINUED, NOT ONLY HAD THEY NOT RESOLVED THIS, BUT 
NOT RESOLVED QUESTION AMERICANS STILL MISSING FROM KOREAN 
HOSTILITIES, BOTH ARE SIMPLE STRAIGHT~FORWARD QUESTIONS 

RESOLVABLE NOT BY TALK OR FORMULAE BUT BY ACTION, NOTHING 
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COMPLICATED ABOUT THEM, THEY THINK THINGS CAN BE DONE SIMPLY, 
WHEN | FIRST RAISED QUESTION AMERICANS STILL MISSING KOREAN 
HOSTILITIES HE HAD SAID NOT PROPERLY WITHIN SCOPE OUR TALKS 
HERE, AS | HAD TOLD HIM AT TIME, | DID NOT RAISE SUBJECT 

HERE IN ORDER RAISE CONTROVERSY BETWEEN US--! RAISED IT SOLELY 
GET RESOLUTION, IT MADE NO DIFFEENCE TO ME WHERE IT WAS 
RESOLVED, WHEN AFTER LAPSE OF OVER YEAR | RAISED IT AT LAST 
MEETING HE MADE REMARKABLE ALLEGATION THIS RESPONSIBILITY 

MY GOVT, HE MADE THIS ALLEGATION IN SPITE RESPONSIBILITY 

HIS SIDE ASSUMED UNDER KOREAN ARMISTICE AGREEMENT AND IN SPITE 
CLEAR EVIDENCE HIS GOVT AT LEAST AT ONE TIME HAD INFO REGARDING 
THESE MEN, 1 HAD CITED TO HIM EVIDENCE THIS,...,,REASONS 

WE AND FAMILIES THESE MEN FELT THEY MUST HAVE SOME INFO WITH 
REGARD THEIR FATE, | SIMPLY COULD NOT UNDERSTAND WHY THAT 


INFO COULD NOT BE GIVEN TO US, AS SAID IT MAKES NO DIFFERENCE 
WHERE, EITHER HERE OR KOREA, 
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: 25. | CONTINUED, FOR EXAMPLE ON JUNE 22 1951, PEKING RADIO 
BROADCAST INFO REGARDING MR CASIMIRE T, DEMOLL INDICATING TO 

HIS FAMILY HE ALIVE AND WELL IN PRISON CAMP AT THAT TIME, 

ON JUNE 27 THAT YEAR SIMILAR BROADCAST CONCERNING WILLIAM 

D, SCHONDER AND ON JUNE 29 CONCERNING MYRON JOHNSON, !T 

CERTAINLY NOT RESPONSIBILITY US THAT HOPES FAMILTES RAISED 

IN REGARD THESE MEN, IT CERTAINLY NOT RESPONSIBILITY US THERE 

NO FURTHER INFO REGARDING THEM, THESE WERE JUST FEW OF MANY 

MANY CASES IN WHICH IT CLEAR WANGtS AUTHORITIES AT ONE TIME HAD 

THESE IN THEIR HANDS AND HAD INFO REGARD THEM, | AGAIN ASKED 

THAT INFO BE MADE AVAILABLE US, WHETHER HERE OR IN MILITARY 

ARMISTICE COMMISSION KOREA, WAS MAKING NO ALLEGATIONS; IF 

THESE MEN DIED, IT WAS ALL THE INFO WE ASKED FOR, 1 COULD 

NOT UNDERSTAND, THOUGH, WHY INFO WITHHELD, 
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26, WANG REPLIED, ADVANCE RELEASE 1} AIRMEN AT OPENING THESE 
NEGOTIATIONS AND RELEASE TEN AMERICAN CRIMINALS SEPT 10 

1955 ALL EFFECTED IN ACCORDANCE JUDICIAL PROCEDURE HIS COUNTRY 
AND HAD BEEN MADE VOLUNTARILY ON THEIR PART, THOSE RELEASES 
INDEED REPRESENTED VITAL EFFORT MADE HIS GOVT VIEW IMPROVING 
RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES, THIS RECOGNIZED FACT 
THROUGHOUT WORLD, WORLD RECOGNIZED CHINESE GOVT DID NOT MERELY 
ENGAGE IN TALKING BUT HAD ACTUALLY TAKEN CONCRETE ACTION IMPROVE 
RELATIONS, DETERIORATION RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES NOT 
RESULT UNFRIENDLY ATTITUDE TO US BUT ON CONTRARY, HAD SOLELY 
BEEN RESULT HOSTILE, UNFRIENDLY ATTITUDE US TOWARD CHINA, 

EVEN AFTER SERIES FRIENDLY ACTIONS TAKEN BY HIS GOVT, US 
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GOVT HAD NOT IN ANY SINGLE INSTANCE SHOWN SIMILAR INTENT 
TOWARD CHINA, THESE ACTUAL FACTS SPEAK FOR THEMSELVES, IT US 
LACKING DESIRE IMPROVE RELATIONS WI7': CHINA, NOT ANY LACK GOOD- 
WILL PART CHINA, THEREFORE HE WOULD LIKE CALL ATTENTION TO 
FACT IF RELATIONS BETWEEN TWO COUNTRIES TO IMPROVE, IT REQUIRED 
EQUAL SIMULTANEOUS EFFORT BOTH SIDES, IF MY GOVT KEPT DEMANDING 
ONE THING FROM HIS GOVT ONE DAY AND RAISING ANOTHER THE 

NEXT, IT 1S SIMPLY WISHFUL THINKING, HE WOULD REFER TO SAYING 
IN HIS COUNTRY THAT IF PERSON TREATS ME WELL, | WILL GO ONE 
BETTER BUT IF HE TREATS ME ILL, LET HIM BEWARE OF CONSEQUENCES, 
WITH RESPECT OTHER POINTS | RAISED MY STATEMENT HE HAD AT 


LAST MEETING AND ALSO THIS MORNING EXPRESSED POSITION AND 
WOULD NOT TAKE TIME GO OVER THEM, 


27-2 | SAID | HAD NOT ASKED HIM TAKE ANY ACTION WITH REGARD 
THOSE REMAINING AMERICANS OTHER THAN WHAT HE HAD TAKEN WITH 
REGARD ELEVEN AIRMEN AND TEN CIVILIANS, NOT ASKED TO TAKE 


ANY ACTION OTHER THAN WHAT WE HAD TAKEN iN REGARD CHiNESE IN 
US, 


28. WANG REJOINED, *iE HAD MADE IT CLEAR TIME AND AGAIN PRO- 
GRESS TALKS DEPEND CONCERTED EFFORTS TWO SIDES, 


29, WANG SUGGESTED NEXT MEETING MARCH 14, | AGREED, 
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Deer Alex: 


1. Dave Osborn retcrned on March i an! received a warm welcome. 
“Ms ringside report on recent developments tas been illuminating cond 
has given ts a better feel of the atmoschere. He reported to “r. “~obertson 
bricfly on Yarch S. ‘tnfortunately “r. Fhierer could not attend that 
session. Mr. “obertson left with the Secretary March 6 for the SzATO 
meeting at Canberra. ‘“r. “ebertson will visit several of our SA and 
SPA peats after the Canberra meeting and will not retum to ~ashington 
until March 25. A cony o his itinerary is omclosed, 

2- The Secretary on Varch S$ personally arthovized your hone leave 
following the next reeting on ‘arch li. Je arreed that you showld take 
your full home leave, -assing up the 4rrt] reetinre as far as you are 
concerned. “ec 1411 have sorething to say in our pvidance telerran wirich is 

to so out on /arch 1) rerparding the ver you will “andle the ammouncecrent 
of your home leave plans with War - at the next secting? The instructions 
will also cover the action you should take if “ang should insist on a 
meeting at sore level while you are away. 52 feels in any event you should 
fo back to frarce for two or three days after the next meeting because 
The llencrable 

U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Asbessed-r now at Ceneva, 
Arerican Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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; x C- SECSET 
a taere ray be some excitesent on “erch 15 generated by the Huncerian issue, 


which might have some repercussicns throcrhout the blec. We assure you 
would not plan to come direct to the States from Goneva in any event. The 





foreroing is all based on the assurption that you would like to take your 
hore leave imedfiately. If you world crefer to pestpene it until late 
eprinc or carl> summer, there is no opposition on anybody's part. More on 
this in your puidance telerram, snd possibly in a follow-rn letter by 
Monday's pouch which shovld beach you on or before the next ~esting. 


3. “@ are sencdine you several enclosures on the iseve of American 


j 
: 
~ 
. 

- 


travel to Corramist China, including tho Secretary's coments at his 
March 5 press conference and a momorandconm of conversation he had with an 
executive of tne LP at the Cridiren Club dinner last Saturday ni-ht 


of the United States 


March 2. Also enclosed is an excerpt from the President's Press Conference 
of yesterday. This vhole question 13 rrocably being debated richt nm on 


the -ecretary's plane enroute to Canberra. ‘he vecretary aed “obertzon, 
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and Andrew Derding, the new Assistant Secretary of State for Public Affairs, 
were planning to review the matter st lencth aboard the plane. it looks 
as if there certainly vill be no feneral relaxation and we in Ti are hepefvl 
that a strone line can be maintained. 

he You will have received news of “Nackensen's reported release from 
prisen upon axrpiration of his sentence. Ort we rather that he is so thora sg uy 
brain washed that he is likely to elect to rerain tn Communist Chima at 
least for the present. “o De-artmental comment on Mackensen's reloase and 


his aprarent decision to stay in China is now contesplated. 


FE Sa.ET 








° eo 
SECRET 





ee S. We are enclosing a copy of recent correspondence regarding the cases 


of prisoners Edwin Pon and John Woos. In resard to the Woos case, it is the 





. confirmed U. S. Government position that dual nationals who are not dependents 
z are not entitled to the benefits of the Agreed Announcement. Foz_your 

background, we do not consider that we are bound to extend the benefits of 

the Agreed Announcement to alien Chinese criminals incarcerated after our 

offer to Chinese aliens of last summer. The benefits of the Acreement are 

being offered to Pon because it seems desirable to do so in view of the 

fact that he was sentenced about the tise tne arrangement of last summer, 

But this does not constitute a binding precedent. Each case will be judred 
on its oun merits. 


6. We do not contemplate any new tack in your instructions for the 


of the United States 


next meeting. Mr. Robertson's last word was that you could and should be 
as tough as you wanted +n be in dealing with Wang on the violation of the 
Agreed Announcement. He sees no reason to rull your runches on this 


issue, 
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| 7. Ihave just learmed that I am slated to fo to Bermuda 
March 20-2) for the tals with the UK. 
Regards and good wishes and a hope that we shall have the pleasure 
) of seeing you soon. 
. Sincerely, 


. Walter P, MeConaughy 
Enclosures: 


1. Mr. Robertson's itinerary. 
2. Correspondence on Zdwin Pon Case 
Letter to Pon 3/1/57 








Enclosures (continued) - 


Letter to Senator Kennedy 2/20/57 

Letter to Senator Zennedy from Edwin Pon 1/22/57 
Hero from Derartment of Justice to CA 2/11/57 
Memo from Karden-Lewisburg to Director 2/6/57 
Letter from Edwin Pon to “arden Taylor 2/1/57 





3. Letter to “yr. Munsiff re Jonn Yood 3/5/57 
lk. “emorancum cf Conversation between the cecrstary and 
Frenk 2artholorew, UP, dated 3/3/57 
S. FSIS varch 6 ~ Text of Gou in-lai's speech 
Press Release 'o. 111 - Secretary Delles' News Conference 3/5/57 
7. Text of President Sisenhower's liews Conference March 7, 1957 
3. emo of Conversation 2/19/57 with Congressman Lane 


* The vecretary wants you to describe your hom leave to Vang as 
; being for the purpose of consultation and a needed rest, when the 
\ time comes to inform hin, 


yr Pubdl ication 1M FOTEIQN KReElavivits 
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= Guidance for March 1) meeting: é ! 
8) o 
~ 
S 1. Keep discussion throughout meeting centered on growing sense ¢ 
S wn outrage American people over failure Chinese Communists keep pledge of 
ow 
Li. 0 
<8 September 10, 1955. This evidence bad faith casts doubt on Chinese = 
h $4 = 
Se Communist protestations they desire improvement relations. US attitude . 
£3 
» + f 
o> throughout on issue been one of extreme forbearance. Chinese Communists 0: 
— w | ~ 
38 have had ample time demonstrate good faith. Howeverg far from showing es 
- t 
° ° good faith by implementing announcement they have been increasingly _ 
ood 
o demanding political advantage. Chinese Communists should realize O. 
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& 3. On other subjects maintain position as required, leading discussion | 








hiniiince back to civilians by pointing out essential establish some mutual good faith 


before considering other agreements. 


0 ARO 


4. In your discretiong cite Mackensen case as example violation Agreed 
Announcement. He presumably would have been released at end of term even if 
Agreed Announcement non-existent. Challenge Wang to show any part Agreed 
Announcement was applied by Communists his case. 


S. If vou decide on consultation and home leave at this timeg suggest 


Pw 


you inform Wang you must return to US for extended period this purpose 
and propose next meeting late May. 





of the United States 
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LETTER No. 67 


Dear Alex: 

Walter McConaughy received a message yesterday that uis 36-year old 
father was seriously ill following a heart attack, so he flew to Alabama. 
He hopes to be back on Wednesday but that will, of course, depend on his 
father's condition. 

I have onl: one item to add at this time to Walter's letter of March 3. 
The Department of vefense "Prisoner Officer,” Jim Kelleher, has told us that 
there is strong sentiment in Defense for an official “frozress report" 
of some kind on actions taken by State and Defense recardine the missing 150. 
Both departments, but particularly Defense, are under continuous pressure 


from relatives and interested parties in Conrress and elsewhere for action. 


Conzressman Lane's proposed resolution that this be made the "primary oojective 


of the foreicn policy of the United States" (later toned down at our 
sugzestion) is an indication of the feeling. Unfortunately, the only progress 
report we could make is one which said, in effect, "no prosress," but it 
would serve to show that ve have not been idle. w/e would appreciate any 
ideas you might have as to the kind of public statement that micht be use- 


fully made on this subject. We would, of course, have to decide whether 


we would 


The Honorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
A-erican Ambassador now at Ceneva, 
American Consulate General, 
Geneva 
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we would stick to the 50 fizure or use the new figure of 333, with a 
suitable explanation to account for the diffcrence. 

We will meet today to draft instructions for your next masting. 
As Walter said, we do not expect to come up with anything new. We are 
all looking forward to seeing you when you come home on leave. 


With best regards, 


Sincerely yours, 





Ralph N. Clough 


of the United States 
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Two hcur meeting this morning with no new developments. 
Wang opened with statement attacking "stepping up" of” 

slanderoup attacks and false charges by U 
Secretary's Canberre statement was “ 
this campaign poisor atmosphere and try slander China 
in order arrest improvement Sino-American relations’. 
This contrafy attitude of even American people where 

even including "some occupying important 
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Agreed announcement 
was also test good faith and value of agreements but had 
operated only to advantage PRC. 
and would continue express growing sense outr 
American people against PRC bad faith in carrying out 
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treat agreement. PRC failure resolve question American 
civilians belied their professions desire improve relations, 
et cetera. Also cited failure PRC agree renunciation force. 


Give and take centered almost entirely around implementation 
with Wang reiterating famrillar chhrges, and I reiterating 
‘heme only way to progress was carrying out agreed 
announcement, citing GOI and UK as proofs of who had 


demcnstrated good faith with respect agreement. During 
course give and take informed him departure of Lee Lic-chuen. 


Meeting ciosed on note my blunt reiteration release Americans 
and rewircietton force essential. 


He accepted 'ry proposal next meeting Thursday April 11. 
Fil’ record by pouch ieaving tonight. 


Retyr ing Frague tomorrow morning. 
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1. Wang opened 66th with prepared statement. As result my side dragging 


out talks and persisting in unreasonable demands we have failed make progress. 


This state affairs could not but cause them doubt that my government had 


any sincere desire resolve problems. Even in U.S. ‘itself, more and more 


people getting fed up this attitude my side. More and more people, even 


including some occupying important positions, were speaking out for change 


in U.S. ostrich policy toward China. These people take view removal trade 


barriers, cultural exchange, holding of Foreign Ministers Conference, 


might be carried out as concrete steps leeding to improvement in U.6.-Chinese 


relations. 


2. Wang continued instead of considering these ideas, however, 


spokesmen of U.S. Government stepping up slanderous attacks and false 


charges. Recent statement U.S. Secretary of State at Canberra meeting was 
particular evidence of this campaign poison atmosphere and try slander 


China, in order to arrest improvement Sino-American relations. In course 


these talks, my.side trying incessantly through so-called Renunciation 


Force Doctrine induce China recognize present status American control 





| over Taiwan. U.S. also incessantly intensifying military control over 
Taiwan, extending military bases and planning install guided missiles. 


Such maneuvers could hardly be reconciled with purposes we should pursuc in 
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these negotiations. Aggressive steps adopted by U.S. in Taiwan would only 
enable all Chinese patriots, including those now on Taiwan, to recognize 
that steps now being taken by U.S. were attempt enslave Chinese nation. 

3. Wang continued Chinese people desire be kindly terms with 
American people. Chinese people not to blame for failure bring about 
improvement Sino-American relations. In discussions here his side already 
contributed series efforts with aim improve relations between two countries. 
Proposals made by his side calling for meeting between Chinese and American 
Foreign Ministers, removal of trade barriers, and peoples contacts and 
cultural exchange are just such effective steps for improvement in relations 
between the two countries. If there still any desire on part my government 
for improvement relations as well as resolution questions between China 
and America he did not see why there should be further delay our getting 
down to serious discussions. Only by putting forward constructive opinions 
and display of good faith, rather than entangling talks by introducing 
side issues, can improvement in relations be effected. This what he had 
always tried achieve in these talks. | 

4, I replied he had spoken of what he alleged were attempts of U.S. 
entangle these talks with side issues. Impossible for me understand how he 
could make such statement in light history steps leading up to these talks 
and talks themselves. In fact I had been one who -had been attempting 
keep us to resolution problené with vnich we given to deal. No amount 


such statements could change fact our governments gave us as first task 


question of return civilians. 


me ere uh * Be ¢ = OS * . oats 
-_ ‘ 


5. I continued in Terms Reference setting up these talks his government 


had agreed that was first question.» Even before meetings began his 


authorities stated this question would be etsy to settle with respect 


a ne Ee ee Oe ee eee eee @ ae ww tmwvenvntmma yh Te CIS RET A Tau... 
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Americans detained in his country, and my authorities, even before: these 


meetings began, settled it with respect to Chinese in my country. When 





his authorities agreed .. those Terms of Reference and made those 


nae se OT OT SI TIS ETD a 


statements, they well knew from the talks which he and I had had here in 
1954, and the subsequent contacts between respective consular officers, 
that my country not interested theoretical concepts or abstract theories; 


that it was not then concerned about Americans who eppeared to have chosen 





to remain in his country or other irrelevant questions -- what we might 
term side issues. It interested solely ensuring that a specific group 
Americans should be able return their country -=- Americans who being denied 
F their right return either through refusal exit permits or through 
imprisonment. If there any possibility doubt thie regard, it would have 


been entirely dispelled by statements I had made at very opening our 


of the United States 


discussions here. Indeed our discussions respect Americans leading up to 
Agreement September 10, 1955 had to do entirely with that group Americans 


whose names I had given him. He hAD given me every reason believe 
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: agreement proposed by him would lead to "expeditious" resolution that 

; problem, and on that basis I had entered into Agreed Announcement. 

f | 6. I continued, results however had been precisely contrary not only 
to our expectations but to clear words of pledge contained that Agreement. 


For more than year it been apparent policy his government require all 


xEam remaining imprisoned Americans serve full terms their sentences even 
down to last day. There seemed be clear intent not resolve first question 
na with which we called upon deal, even at price violating solemn public 
} ; 
commitment. There seemed be clear intent perpetuate this acknowledged 


first obstacle to improvement relations between us. American people, 





American Government and my:: lf find it entirely impossible reconcile 
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statements he and his authorities had made with regard desire improve 
relations between our two peoples and continued failure carry out first 
agreement between us. At time we entered into that agreement I pointed 
out to him as earnestly and clearly as I could that if it were desire his 
government improve relations between us, the carrying out of that agreement 
was of utmost importance. I pointed out at time, agreement iteelf meant 
nothing. Only its implementation could have meaning. He was well eware 
at time we entered into that agreement of very favorable effects it had on 
public opinion my country. I pointed sy out to him at time thet those 
effects would be Gispelled unless it carried out. As had often pointed 
out here it would have been better never enter into agreement if it not 

to be carried out. What I had said at that time I believed had been emply 
borne out. Those effects had been dispelled. 

7. I continued there was increasing canes outrage among American 
people and American Government not only over failure these Americans return, 
but over what we could only consider as bad faith which had thus far been 
demonstrated in carrying out this first eqvecnesh between us. Spokesmen 
for American Government could not, even if they would, conceal or ignore 
this feeling. They had and would continue express sentiments of American 
people this regard. If facts unpleasant to Wang's authorities, it was they 
who must blame themselves for creating this set of facts. They could not 
expect extract price political advantage for carrying out their already 
pledged word. This could not be obscured by introducing proposals on 
subsidiary matters. Progress could not be achieved by repudiating 
acreements which had been made, by making false charges or holding hostaces 
for political advantage. It could not be concealed by charges that U.°-. 


using these as pretext to prevent improvement relations. 
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8. I continued I had reiterated that his authorities ah epee that 
' this question return civilians would be first question we should hendle 
here. They could not conceal fact that their failure make progress this 
first question was what had prevented progress these talks. Attitude 
my government regarding this Question had throughout these long months 
been one of greatest forbearance. Only his authorities could remove this 
continuing block to progress which they themselves had established. Only 
his authorities could make decision that they willing renounce use armed 
force in achievement their objectives and accept simple and straightforward 
proposals we had made for renunciation force and settlement these issues 
only by peaceful means. If, as Wang said, atmosphere being poisoned, it 


not been by any action U.S. It been by failure his authorities carry out 


of the United States 


already pledged word and by failure his authorities renounce their threat 
use armed force achieve their ambitions. They and only they could correct 


this situation. 


9. Wang replied every time he came here he had had determined hope 
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my authorities would change present policy dragging out talks and 
preventing progress these deliberations. However, eacn time after he hai 
finished listening to my words he had felt that attitude I maintained 

could not contribute to progress these talks. Their side had made clear 

in past that number American nationals in China small and resolution their 
problems could be made easy. If we examined course these talks from 
opening meeting to present with sober mind, we able readily see Chinese 
Government had always faithfully carried out agrecment entered into with 
respect question civilians. All charges being poured upon his sovernment* 
in connection question civilians false and not true. Government which fel), 


carry out concluded asreement on civilians none other than Americen Governuen 
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10. Wang continued he had in past repeatedly called attention of my 
government to fact steps being adopted by my authorities in connection 
requirement Taiwan entry permit and permanent residence requirement 
entirely violated agreement between us. Action taken by my euthorities 
in restricting and interfering with freedom of communication between 
Chinese residents in U.S. and families in China as well as action taken 
by my authorities in coercing Chinese residents in proceeding to Taiwan 
were all violations of agreement. U.S. failed up to now account for 
failure of return 53 Chinese in U. S. whose names he had given me and 
failed account for fei lure another group 22 persons return. Could this 
attitude taken by American authorities be reconciled with provisions our 
ecreement. Although he had made repeated representations in these meetings, 
this failure carry out Agreed Announcement with respect Chinese in U.S. 
bad not been corrected or improved. 

11. Wang continued charges made by American Government in connection 
with question civilians could only be considered as tactic to cover 
American Government's own failure carry out agreement with regard Chinese 
in U.S. So far as seprovencat in relations between our two peoples 
concerned, of which I had spoken this morning, Wang's side aware there was 
such a desire among American people, in same way as Chinese people had 
desire improve relations between two countries. Statementt made by 
American spokesmen entirely contrary to this desire of American people. 

I had spoken about what I called feeling of outrage against his country 

among American people; his side could not discover any such feeling amons Azerr 
American people. Rising sense of outrage seen by side was not outrage 

eageinst China but rather outrage against American Government's repeated 


efforts try continue prevent reestablishment contact between Chinese and 
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American peoples. If one was going to talk about improvement relationc, 
‘lip service not sufficient, but rather adoption of concrete steps toward 
real improvement in relations between two countries. These concrete 
steps include putting forward generate opinion and steps with view to really 
improving relations. A single action of advantage to both sides was 6 
greater contribution to improving relations than much empty talk. The 
teking of such action would not only help progress our talks, but action 
itself in interest both peoples. 

12. I replied I believed I probably in better position speak for 
and represent feelings American people. However, he entirely right when 
said American people desired better relations with people his country. 
They did this in spite hostility his government demonstrated toward U.S. 
and its allies. fie made serious error if he interpreted these expressions 
of desire for better relations with his country as leck concern for, or 
absence resontment of, fact that his country had thus far failed either to 
release our fellow citizens whom Wang's country holds, or to carry out 
first agreement between us. American people 4id not enjoy living in 
attitude of hostility with anyone or toward anyone. No one would be 
quicker to respond to action by others indicating desire for such friendship. 
He hed welu said that lip service not sufficient, concrete steps are what 
counted. This precisely what I, my Government, and American people been 
seeking with regard to first item egenda. ‘This preciscly whet his 
government had not done. As I had previously eaid, the question resolvin-= 
first item agenda by action rather than words was something which transcended 
even importance of individual Americans concerned. It was test whether 
acreements between us were to have substance and whether they te be carricd 


out. He hai talkea skukxn about necessity of ogreements boing advantocco:s 
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to both sides. I would certainly not argue with that. What had 

happened with respect this first agreement between us was that ia appeared 
be entirely to advantage his side, with no advantage my side. In fact as 
I hai again pointed out this morning, it seemed to have worked to positiv: 
disadvantage our side. Whereas even prior our agreement, his authorities 
had on occasion released Americans prior expiration full term sentences 
imposed, now his side not only not permitted all return expeditiously 

in accordance agreement between us, but even required them serve full term 
sentences. 

13. I continued, on other hand I had from beginning fully met all 
pertinent points his views regarding Chinese in U.S. In 1954 we had 
talked of Chinese students in U.S. who being prevented returning his 
country. By time we met here August 1955, all orders preventing return 
such students had been withdrawn. Thus in that mtter I had entirely met 
ais point view. That I had done so and that any Chinese in U.S. desiring 
return his country could do s0, was proven by official statements of 
very agency he himself had suggested for establishing facts. 

14. I continued no amount of distorted efforts to attempt misrepresent 
various aspects U.S. immigration legislation could change fact, established 
by evidence of third power agency established for purpose, that no Chinese 
in U.S. desiring return to Wang's country had been or was being obstructed 
from doing so. Chinese steadily returning to his country whenever they 
desired do so. My latest information was that 277 had returned by direct 
route to Hong Kong since beginning our talks here. I had no way knowin; 
how many returned other routes. He continued speak of 53 and 22 and 
demanded what he termed accountings for them. U.S. was under no obligation 
provide accounting for Chinese in U.S. What it was under obligation to do 
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and would do was not obstruct departure of any Chinese in U.S. who desircd 
. depart. As far as 53 and 22 concerned I had told him in past and 
reiterated categorically that their return not being obstructed and if 
they had not returned it was because they did not desire do so. If they 
felt being obstructed, they, along with any other Chinese in U.S., entirely 
free communicate with Indian Embassy. They had not done so as far as I 
knew. Certainly no case alleged obstruction brought to attention my 
government by Indian Embassy. I certainly did not propose have them cross- 
examined as to reasons for whatever decisions they may have made. 

15. I continued there was another example of continued freedom of 
Chinese in U.S. to proceed to Wang's country if they desired do so. I 
referred to case Lee Li-chuen, whom he mentioned 64th meeting here. This 
man at no time prevented from returning Wang's country if he desired do 60. 
This true even though he was seaman on ship registered by Goyernment 
Republic China and had overstayed period temporary admission to U.S. and 
was therefore subject to deportation. According my information he had 
departed from U.S. on February 23 en route to Hong Kong. It my understanding 
he expressed intention proceeding Wang's country at time he left. However, 
whether he did so was of course matter his own choice. 

16. I continued again as matter meeting Wang's point of view and 
edvantegeous his side, after he had raised with me question imprisonment 
Chinese common criminals U.S. we took mecoures asoure any Chinese desiring 
proceed Wang's country able do so. The one who desired do 80 was enabled 
do s0 -= even though he far from heving served term sentence or even 
cligible for psrole. 

17. I continued, thus situation regard Chinese in U.S. contrastecé¢ 
chorply with that of Americans imprisoned in Wang's country. Thus there 
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eappearcd to have been what he would term no advantage to American side in 
this agreement. However what is even more serious is that it calls into 
question whether agreements between us are to be mere forms and words or 
whether they to have concrete substance. It calls into question whether 
we to give appearance by form of words of having resolved questions 
between us -- or whether we to resolve them. Thus first question we calicd 
on to deal with ba been resolved with respect Chinese in my country. It 
had not been resolved with respect Americans imprisoned in Wang's country; 
and it would not be resolved until they permitted to return in accordance 
agreement entered into 1955. 
18. Wang replied I had quoted him as having said in past that 

whatever agreement we entered into should be advantageous to both sides. 

I had indicated having accepted this opinion. However when it came to 
concrete facts, I had always demonstrated attitude entirely ignoring interests 
his side, while simply seeking advantage my own side. This particularly 
conspicuous respect Chinese now in U.S. prisons for offenses. This group 
Chinese in prison in U.S. very gt big yet my side so far failed give his 
side complete full list their names. In dealing with question Chinese in 
U.S., my side only thus far released one of these people and allowed him 
return China. My side not taken steps with respect remaining prisoners. 
My authorities even conducted illegal screening process on them against 
their will. Wang's side could not believe anyone in prison could freely 
express his choice as to where he wished to go. 

19. Wang continued he glad be informed by me concerning desire amons 

American people impr@ve relations between two countries. wever American 
officials not only dared not openly make remarks expressing such desire 


but had deliberately insulted and made falee charges against China. 
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Wans's side agreed that improvement relations between two countrics urger+ 
_ task we called upon to serve. They acknowledged question civilians had 
been one part of differences between us. Insofar as question civilians 
concerned his side already entered into Agreed Announcement and up to two 
sides to carry o t this agreement faithfully. Frankly he had to make it 
clear that while his government, his side, willing continue strive for 
improvement relations between two countries, his government could not be 
made to renounce its sovereignty. What was more, question civilians was 
far from being sole issue between us. In addition to this question there 
were other questions such as Foreign Ministers Conference, removal of 
embargo against his country and reestablishment of peoples contacts ani 
cultural exchange between two countries. All these questions and maybe 


others urgently call for solution between us. If I were going to entangle 
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these talks by sticking to question civilians while refusing take steps 





resolve other important questions, he could only interpret this as deliffzrate 
attempt prevent progress our talks by using question civilians as pretext. 


This certainly cannot result in any benefit to our talks. 
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20. I replied tangling hai been done by his side. If his side wanted 
to resolve first question civilians, could have done so August 2, 1955 by 
simply matching action my government already taken, that is permit civilians 
both sides who desire do so to return. Evidence of third parties designate: 
under our agreement of September 10, 1955 showed who had permitted that 
take place and who had not. Difficult foresee value further egreenente 
between us when first agreement not carried out end when his side refused 


unconditionally to say our dissutes would be scttled only by peaceful tetns. 
After \ 


ver want incicated he had nothinr more to say 
21./1 proposed next meeting Thursday, April 11. Wang acrecd. 
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Please read the attached letter of March 14 
from alex Jchnson, I presume EUR has no objection 
to his proposal to take leave from about May 10 
to July 1, but I would like to have definite 
confirmation of that before I answer his letter. 

I am also attaching a copy of my letter to Alex of 


aha piss Ae Meee. 5k 3 March 6, 





Walter P LicConaughy; 
~ 3/20 
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Letter No. 55 





Dear Walter: 


You will see that nothing remarkable developed at today's 
meeting. At the ena I virtually dared him to make a move to break 
off if he wanted to but he didn't accept the challenge. 


First, I enormously appreciated your letter and the authority 
from the Departzent to take home leave if I desired to do so. 
Please express ny personal appreciation to the ssevetery at a 
suitable opportunity. Frankly, when I wrote to £2 I had no 
thought whatever of the possidility, and, as I told them, was 
thinking only of a quick trip between monthly meetings. However, 
I must confess that the prospect of some leave at home is most 
attractive, and opens up new vistas that I had not contemplated.... 


of the United States 
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Therefore, to 
extract maxicum advantage from the opportunity I took advantage 
of your generous offer to set my own time and did not ask for the 
postponement this time. My present thought is at the meeting 
May 9 or thereabouts to esk for the following meeting July li. 
This would enabdle me to leave directly from Geneva following the 
Mey 9 meeting, spend the week of May 13 in the Department, start 
leave the week of May 20 taking about six weeks ending about 
June 30, and be back in Prague for the July 4 reception, and then 
come down here for the meeting the following week. This is, of 
course, always subject to any last minute developments either here 


Walter P. McConaughy, Esquire, 


( Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau p? Fer Eastern Affairs, 
Department of State, 
aaa Washington 25, D. C. 
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or in Prague that would clearly make it undesirable. I would 

appreciate your letting SE know of this plan, and confirming that 

neitner FE or 35 have any cbjections. I do not know how Wang will 

take it, out the more I think about it I think that it might not 

be a bad idea from the standpoint of the talks themselves. In any 

event, I might come back with a somewhat more sprightly approach. 
Frenkly, I feel run out of ideas at the moment. 


Now for other business. Thanks very much for your letter of 
Merch 8, as well as for Ralph's of March 1l.... 


I see that Taipei came up with about the same idea as the 
Secretary's on the correspondents. ~ seems like a very good out 
to re and hope that it goes through. = 


I have gone over the ICRC list of Korean POW's (your 
transmittal slip 2/23/57). While I have not hed a chance to check 
it against our list, I am struck by some very odd aspects that 
aopear to indicate it is in itself very incomplete. You will note 
that it is arranged alphabetically starting off with "Chidester" 
an American and continues with Americans "no materials available" 
through "Smith" and then suddenly; shifts to "Southworth" British 
tarough "Wylie" British "no materials available" and then again 
Starts up with Americans running from “Adamo through "Chavez". 

It then starts out with "Macnair-raga" an American escapee and 

runs alphabetically through" Zawacki" later starting with "Alcorn" 

as an American escapee and running through "Levitski". Subsequently 
it starts another alphabetical list of Americans "no materials 
available" with "Jensen" and running through "Ziemer", but there 
does not apvear to be any place that the first part of that 
alpnabetical series is given. In any event I would appreciate 
knowing what Deferse makes of it, and whether it adds anything 

te what we were given at Panntunjon. 





With respect to Ralvn's inquiry on my views concerning a 
public "progress report” on this question, I certainly have no 
objection ?rom my standpoint. I think that by all means we ought 
to use the new figure of 233 with an explanation of the difference. 
I have no particular thoughts on what frm it might take, »dut 
perhanvs a letter to a Congressional committee pegged to Lane's 
resolution might be the best. I have no objection, and, in fact 
think it ought to include what we have done here on the subdject, 
keening it entirely factual. 


I notice that in the Secretary's statement at Canberra he 
spoke of the Chinese Communist refusal to renounce war "as an 
instrument of its policy in relation to Taiwan and Penghu", 
wherees we have previously been very careful to use the tern 
"Taiwan area" so as to embrace the offshore islands. Does this 


have any significance? I am sure it will be noted in Peiving and 
Taipeh. 
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Has the “Wirin case" entirely subsided or is it going to 


= raise its head again? 


"ae Tell Dave we have been moved out of our room because of the 
Hungarian hearings and ardbacl: where we were during the Foreign 





Ministers' Conference. 


Siniieeahedinain I... ts 


I hope you have 2 chance for a little relaxation at Bermuda. 












" 
c 
pe I do not suppose you are getting to make the slow cruiser trib, 
> but it would be nice if you could. 
- 
WY 
= All the best to everyone. 
Cc 
m 
~-= 
se) 
. w 
e3 
— Sincerely, 
cH» 
_— Ww 
7 
ow 
_ ~ 
= Y. Kgl Yeiinson 
ad tfican Ambassador 
w / 
a ; 
~ / 
> \ P.S. Tell whoever handles it that they no longer need to send the 
aily Summary extracts to me here. With the gap between 


copies I receive at Prague are entirely 


meetings the 
sufficient. 
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Walter NcConauchy has just informed me that your tentative plans 


for home leave call for leaving directly for the States from Ceneva 
about May 10, 


I regret to have to bring up a complication but thought you 
should know that a meeting of the Zastern Suropean Chiefs of Ilission is 
new scheduled for May 10 throuch 13 in Vienna. -urile Elbric:. will 
preside, and among others exvecting to attend are iiessrs. denderson, 
Murphy, “erkins and 5il1 Clark from USLi. \“e feel it very important 


hat you be there to present your views abovf the situation in Czechoslovakia 


+ 4 3 ro 
at the meeting. 


I hove tue delay of a few days will not seriously disrupt your 
home leeve vlans, You will be receivins more specific information 
abovt tne meeting very shortly. 


Best rerards, 


Sincerely, 


Edvard L, Freers 


The :lonorabdle 
U, Alexis Jonrson, 
American Ambassador nov at Geneva, 
Arerican Consulate General, 
Geneva, Switzerland 
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7 Wang's interpreter called Ekvall this morning and asked for 
= postponement next meeting to May 15 as Wang was in China in 
& connection visit Polish Prime Minister. I have replied May 15 
o not possible for me and have suggested any time between May 6 
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Wang has replied not possible meet before May 15. In view 
desirability my meeting with him after his return from 
Peiping and before my consultation with Department have 
agreed to May 15 meeting. Usual announcement postponement 
meeting will be made at Geneva but have authorized PAO 


there inform any press inquirers on background basis 
postponement at Wang's request. 


At May 15 meeting will propose July 11 for next following 
meeting. 


Plan depart Geneva evening May 15 arriving Washington 
afternoon May 16. 
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Dear Alex: 
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The cancellation of the April meeting at Ceneva has somewhat disrupted 


the normal exchanve of letters with ou there. CA has been sending to Geneva 


. ed 
e : 


some of the material that would normally have been sent as enclosures to a 
letter, so as to keep down the bulk of the letter I will send -ou in time for 
the ay 15 meeting. However, Defense has raised some questions with regard 


to the missinr personnel issue, going beyond the inssediate context of the Geneva 


of the United States 
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meetings, and ve vould appreciate your preliminary thourhts on the matter, 
* if possible before your arrival in Washington. 
I am enclosing a copy of the letter from Defense asking about the current 


status of yuur efforts at Geneva, and whether it would be desirable for the UNM 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations: 


asain to raise the issue in the FAC. The Defense letter enclosed a copy of a 
statement prepared br the UNC for possible use in the latter eventuality, and 
asked for our approval or comments. We sent Defense an interim repl; to the 


effect we were asking you for your comments and would reply more fully when we 


had heard from you. 


On the desirability of taking the issue up in the IAC, it is our fceling 


here that we can build up a better public position if we maintain a posture of 


unrenitting 


The donorable 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
| American Embassy, 
_— Pracue. 
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eS ee unremitting efforts in both forums to cet an accounting, continuing to bring 
it up both at Geneva and in the NMAC. 


I think you will agree that the proposed UNC statement is not of the sort 





best calculated te build up a strong public position, and that it should be 
re-vritten to bring it more into line with the approach you have followed at 
Geneva. To be of maximmm usefulness, a public position on the missing personnel 
question ought to be ready for disclosure by the fall, shortly before the 
openins of the UNGA. It would be good if, before that time, all the well- 
documented individual cases (i.e., those where the Cormmnists obviously should 


have information, but have indicated "no data” in their accounting) could have 





been cited, either in your presentations at Ceneva, or the MAC, or both, 


of the United States 


We also feel our position would be stronger if the UNC took more note of the 
Cormmist "accounting," calling attention to its falsifications and its 
inadequacies, but not simply ignoring it. For exarple, with regard to the 


"escaped" caterory, the UNC could ask the Vormmnists to provide supplementary 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


data on the time and place of escape. Naturally any presentation in the MAC 
should be cleared by such other of the 16 allies as have unaccounted for 
personnel on the list, but this ourht not to prove too difficult. 

If a general stratery alone the above lines can be agreed upon, it would 
not cause much of a chanre from your past approach to the problem at Geneva. 
Thore would be individual presentations on perhans four or five persons per 
meeting, drawing your material lergely from the better doctmented cases in 
the Air Force roster (as the Air Force list was entirely in the "no data" 


catercory in the Cormmist “accounting"). We have sent on to Geneva material on 





me | 20 USAF personnel. Upwever, you need not feel restricted to the use of this 


s raterial, 
ee 
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material, as Defense has informed us that all the information on the copy of 

the roster you have (Air Force included) may be used as though it vere 

unclassified, except for actual citations of certain specific intellirence sources, 
With regard to the selection of "well-documented" cases for individual 

citation, we believe after talking to Defense it would be better to let you 


- choose on the basis of the material you have in Geneva, as you will in any 





case to work up the presentation. We will effect some coordination with the 
effort in the MAC by keeping Defense informed of the cases you have cited. 
I would hope that when you are here on consultation we will be able 
to arranre a meeting on the missing personnel question with Defense representatives. 
We vould appreciate ary comments you may be able to send us before your arrival 
in Washington, however, a3 they would help prepare the eround for our 
discussions. 


Sincerely yours, 


Walter F, icConaurchy 


Enclosure: 


Copy of letter dated 3/11/57 from Gon, Erskine 
with attached copies of letter yand statement 
proposed by the UN Command. 
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I hive received your letter of April 17 with recard f' ~ ~ 
to the next stens concerninc the missins FC's. 
7 I should heave, verhans, earlier excressed my thouchts 
; on handlinse this. have been thinkin-~ that the mee's use- 
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LStactory results in that 
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e well for Panmunjon atain to take it uo befo 
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tae sthee ‘side aia nece nt the lists 2n@ did mace some 
small oretence of an additional accountins. I then, acain 
toox it un at Geneva, and it uli now seem t2 me that it 
would b L 
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make another move in seneva on it. I an sorry that it has 
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not been taken up again »Sefore now in Br ae pew If and 
when they zct no mlace at Tamaunjon, I will assin hit “ane 
with it in detail. In the meantime I will continues to 
taxe advantace of all suitable orsortunities to mention it 

J as a still outstandins item of business. Pernans it would 
be well for me to at Least touch on it acain at the way 
meotine 


I do not see any oarticuler advantase in attemotins 


~ 
to exhaust by indivijual presentations wnat micht de terned 
the well document ed individual cases. They havins accepted 
the list of names, we ar? alvays in rosition Socurevesy to 
tell sapere that the individual case in which they ars 
interested has svecifically b ean Drou;stht to the attention 
of the other side. You will note that the cases I have 
thus far used and I believe to be by far 


res 
the strongest froa 
hose in which 


the standpoint of such a »vresentation ars ti 
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Peiping had itself odmitted they were at one time doeins heli. 
i am under the impression that I hive already used the best 
cases in this catesory, althoush there may be a few more. 

t Not having tne lists here I am not sure, dut Dave who did 

: all the research for me on this will undoubtedly be able to 
recall. In any event I will look into it on my next trip. 

if my belief is correct, I am now or soon will be at the 
point of citing cases in which the evidence is primarily 
unilateral from our sice. “Mile, I do not, of course, 
question the validity of such evicence and its usefulness 

in other contexts it seems to me that for Geneva purnoses it 
, is much wetter that I continue to make my stand on those : 
cases where Peivinzt itself had ac'movrledzed the man was beings 
hela. I have left nim now with the impression that I may 
wall still have a large nunder of such cases in my pocket. 

If I cull out any considerable number of other tpes of cases 
he will undoubvtedly heaves a sish of relief that I do not 

have hin on as bad a snot as he is with those I first cited. 
Therefore, I would pvrovose that the next time take the 
matter un in detail I cits any adcitional cases I may have 

in the first catesory, or if necessary refer dSactk to those 
oreviously cited rather than taner orf on what may be weater 
cases from a Gensva standpoint. 


ial 


c™ 


of the United States 


I cannot think of anyvtninzs that woul? be better calcu- 
lated to give them the impression our sole sxurnose is to make 
& pronasanda play out of Snis issue rather than a serious 
uest for information than the draft statement submitted by 
the UNC. “Yhile I well realize the difference in tone between 
i the Panmunjon and Geneva mestings I should think that it 

woul’t te worthwhile for the UNC to at least try a somewhat 


r,Q 


rie 


different aporoach on this subject. It prodaoly will not 
produce any more results, but it certainly stands a better 
crance of doins so than the approach in the draft. Also, 

it seems better to me from the standpoint of the 15 and pub- 
lic relations when the record is nrublished. I also thoroushly 
acree that any such statement must taxe account of the Com- 
munist "accounting" callins attention to its falsifications 
and inadequacies rather than simply icnoring it. I should 
think that this woule be much more effective than »Sulldinz 
the case almos* entirely around the fact that some vrisoners 
were taxen to Mainland China as in the draft, the avnvarent 
presumction being that we think that the PRC is holdins all 
or most of those on our “resent list. Our primary interest 
is not whether nvnrisoners were taken to China, but in informa- 
tion about them. Fron my examination of the voresent cases 
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I would doubt that many of them involve their ever havinz 
been taken to Thina. “hile they may be holcins dack som 
information, my feeling is that in fact they probably jus* 
do not have the records, voarticularly in the cases of those 
who fell into the hands of the North Koreans. This does 
not mean that we should not keep voressing them, but I am 


not sanguine we will ever achieve any substantial results. 


I also do not sse the voint in tho draft of laborin: 
the point on PRO delliserency.ané@ “volunteers” in ZYoresa. 
They seem largely to have dronped this fiction and I do 
not think we should seem to ve soing out of our way to labor 
the point. 


I would, therefore, succest a complete rewritins of the 
draft and dDelieve that Dave Osborn should be able to do so. 
He thoroughly xnows the subject, ‘nows my ideas on it, and 
I would be content with anything he produces. 


I assume the WIC has now been informed of what I have 
last done at Geneva on *he subject. I should think it would 
be well to arrange to keep it informed on a current basis 
and asx that they do the same. Secause of the GA resolution 
I should also think it well to keen the record clear on keen- 
ine Hamuars'sjoid informed. 


I will, of course, be very clad to discuss the subject 
when I an in ‘“vYashinston. My voresent olan is to spend th 
wees Cezinnins May 20 in the Devartment and I hove to be 
able to finish evorrthins in that week. It will be a »usy 
time and I hope that betveen you and S2 you can schedules 
it in the most efficient way. I leave myself entirely in 
your hands so feel free to arranze anythinz you thin’: useful. 
I hops that the Secretary, “alter and Hermann will be there 
at some time dur‘ng that week. 


I am leaving herve May 8 for the Yienna “= thiefs of 
Mission meeting which becins itary 10. There are no planes 
on Liay 9, the national Holiday here, an’ 2lso for vartous 
reasons I would orefer to be out of torm on that day.) I 
plan to lsave Vienna the morning of May 13 and arrive in 
Geneva the same afternoon. I then plan to leave Geneva the 
evenings of May 15 for New Yor, and if my car is ready drive 
dowm to “Tashinzton tiay 1S. If you want to get in touch rith 
me while I am in \ Vienne you can, of course, do so thro uch 
the Smbassy there. 














pig Pat is leaving here directly May 10 and will arrive 
tae in “'ashincton iiay 12. 





o all and looking forward to seeing you soon 
a3 


R* 
a’ 
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: Dear Alex: — 





Wialter iicComauchy has <one off on a short trip to Alabama and expects 
to be back early next week. The Senate Fforeicn Relations Committee, after 
twice postoonine his appearance before them to discuss his appointment as 
Anbassadcor to Burma, has indicated that they will call sim lata next weex. 


daturall, ne is anxious to complete this -rocedure end receive his conrima- 
tion. 


Since you have not aad 2 letter fron UA for some time I vill try to 
include here mention of the principal develcpments relating to your <alks = 
durinc the last month. we intend to becin preparation of instructions for fe) 
your next mectine today end will probabl; neet with itr. Robertson on iionday ° 
to put then in final Cor. we co not anticipate any new departure. ~ 

l. A°vearances of Departzent Orricers on Hill sa waren 25: Sill Sebald a 
and Walser .clonaueny Gspearea seiore wie 2ar cast Sudcomilttee of the douse = 
Commictce on roreicn Af-osirs to answer juestions about the ban on corresnondents 
travel to Communist China. The memcoers or the Subcowittee were quite 
Sympathetic to our position, with onl; two or <irce members appearins to 
question it seriousl;,. The majority a@ypcared to take the position that x 


of the United States 





wae 


central question was whether or aot a distinction between newsmen and orcinary 
citizens for the purvose of travel was justified. we have sent you seperately 
the record of the proceedinzs. On April 2, ir. curpay went before the Senate 
Subcommittee on Constitutional 2ichts. He mace avery forceful presentation 
of the Decartument's policy, which was put out cs a oress release by the 
Department, and a copy of which mas been sent ;ou. The Senators were somewhat 
less sympathetic and understandinz than the enresentatives aad been with 

Sill Sebald and “alter. Their questions were sharp and the hearin; was rather 
lenvthy. Foliowinz the hearin:, ‘enator Sulbri:ot sent over an additional 
list of some 35 questions to te answered by the Deoartment. The questions were 
for the nost part alons the same lines as the ones asked in the hearin: itselr, 
but some of then wero very trickily worded. ne of then, for example, :izs the 
question whethor the fact of nonerecocnition itself made it more airticult for 
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the Department to extend protection to Americans travelins in Cormcumist China. 

As you cam imacine, it is difficult to phrase 2n answer to tis question without 
appearin- either to offer an argument forrecocnition or, on the other hana, to 
Giscount the validity of the arzument that we cannct offer protection 2s one of 

tre reasons benind our »-olicy, Another questicn wiich apveared to be scnewhst 
loaded was the question of whether ou at Geneva still Jelt tnat resovinz the <ravel 
ban would have an unfsvorable effect on the prospects for release cr the crisopers 
or whether rou had come to belicve, in the li-ht of the cropazanda édvantaze that 


Peizins had already zained from exnloitin; the issue, that the ban no lencrer had say 
value in your ne-otiations. 


Jur answer to this one was in effect that our position 
at Jencva had always seen alon; tne lines of the vepartment's .ress release of 
Ausust 7, chat you felt the trevel of certain reporters in cefiance o: the ban hod 
weafenca your position viseaevis the ban, and that you had stressed that the 
Communists would orobadly not release the Americans in excaance for 2 renoval of 
tlebam, The lepartnent asreod wit: this analysis, and in any case did oot intend to 
bargain for the release of Americans. ( I am enclosin= a copy of the ¥s portion 

of our reply). 


ce ithe Yortiir Case: Allian orthy was civen a hearing on ‘oril 2? in crder 
to invorm hin oilicially of the tentative ijenial of his request for a new passsort. 
The Lepartment, at this stu-e, sent tae Tocus on the issues as defined in the pass- 
rort revulations. The next step will oresumably voc a Rearine before the Sozre of 
Parsport Aspcals. < rc} ; 
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3. Cases of Downe, “ecteau ond Redmond: +e have already sent to Jenova a 
menoronmdum c. conv rsation with ire. cowmy, <e mother of Jonn Lowney, in wi.ich 
ir. Rooertson Ascussed with her various possibilitics «rowinre out of a contact sie 
gad with 0s7 'amarekjold. You will sea that there is a possibility she micht cane 
to Geneva -t the time of "our next meetin: for an interview with Nanz. the Senartment 
did not attenpt to diccourn-e oer from makin: the trip, althouvh we, of course, could 
not “ive hor any assurance that the interview voul:: be -ramtcd, or that it would 
have any «frect on the release of her son. We are attemstin; to find out nore about 
Da: dammarckjold's resorted willia:ness *o take up avain the cases of Jowney anc 
Fectcau, On she Toumis of their Sein; civilicas under the authority o: the UC in 
Korca, snd chererore <ntitl<d to repatriation uniter the Armistice Arreenent. You 
will recall that at the tine of Mannarsk'old's visit ‘eo Peipin; in Jamuary 1955, 
althoush he went there orimsrily on behalf of the 11 airmen, we left the door open 
to the inclusion of the two civilians in che cate-ory of personnel wno soul< be 
released unicr the Amistice Acreement. Also, in .an’'s list of Anericans in Caina 
which he ave you ot the stert of the talxs, Lowney and Fecteau are placed ia a 
Separate cate-cry from the other civilian crisoners, 2f course, in anytiin’ that 
we mi;ht do or ask the Secretary General to do, we would nave to be careful not to 
ppear to relax our wcmands that the Chinsse Comrinists release forthwith all the 
prisoners without recsard to their ctatus or any other distinction. 


In the above connection, -illlan Wortity has been stirrin; up a scod ceal of 
trouule anonz the ‘merican relatives of the prisoners. ile tried to lead Ars. Seciesu 
on into savinz that the Departsent had for two years failed to permit Ser to send 
parcels tcher som, ortinately, Mrs. Fecteau issued a refutation of this alle-;ation 
throuch her Concressman, “r. Lane, to whom CA also supplied a ststenent sumaricinc 
our efforts to tet parcels to Fecteau and all “he other prisoners and makin; the 


point 
SECRiT 











~ - ° ad - 
eee - 
ees point that, almost as soon as we learned of the fact that Downey and Feci-au were 


alive and in prison in Communist China, we commenced efforts to nake it possible 
3. for their families to send them parcels. ‘orthy hes also been in touch with 
ar Mrs. Redmond tryin; to convince her that the Departmuent has not done everytiins 
3 in its power ‘o 7et her son's release, and advising oer that she mizht speed up 
; Redmond's release if she made a trip to Peipinc. 


A Yonkers citizens cownittee for the release of Redmond has also been very 
active lately, dema:.dinz an interview with the Secreiary, and protesting the 
relaxation of CHINCOM controls as a sicn the Department is "aidine ed China hile 
our bors are ro.tins in prison." The cormittee claims to have been responsible 
for sendinz Mao Tse-tuns over 300,000 "polite" letters on behalf of Redmond. It 
alsoamocars to be umder the misapprehension that the De-ertment made some sort of 
"deal" with Red China whereby Father <icney was put at the head of the list to be 
released. The committee aoparently attributes the success or this "deal" to the 
efforts of Aivcney's Con:ressman, Mr. Macvormacx, and it appears they may uso tris 
allezation in atziackin> Con-ressman Cwinn, in whose district Yonkers is. 
iiaturally, this adds to the complications of the matter. 


nal 


ed 


i, Case of Daniel Kelly: We have had some correspomience lately with an 
american sno is intcresied in assistin; Uanicl Kell;, the son of un Anerican Jather 
and a Cninese moimer, 211 now livin; in Peipins, to come to the States to complete 
nis preenedical trainin:. It woul:i appear that the boy has 4 valic clain to American 
citizenship, but the Chinese Communists probably consicer nim also Chinese. ‘We havo 
recormended that Daniel Kelly be adviseu to apply for an edit cernit, and if it is 
refused, to notif;r the Urfice or the UK Char-é, ‘ie did not want to make an issue 
of tnis case at jeneva, as we would naturally orefer to have it settled without 
havin: to cite the Ayreed Announcement. it would be out of line for us to insist 
upon the application of the Agreed Announcement to a dual aational, unless he 
were trvins to leave in order to accompany his parents. This is esparently not the 
case ih this instance, 








ee ne 
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5. Matador: The first elements of a USAF unit equipped with Matador -uided 
missiles arrived in Taiwan about Nay 5. ‘4 press release <iving the bare facts, 
emphasizinz the defensive nature of the action and the US control of the unit was 
issued tlav 7 by Embassy Taipei and the GRC Foreizn Ministry. Comment by US 

fficials is to be linited t> a minimum. The Chinese Communict reaction nas already 
appeared in an article in the"People Daily" on Hay 3. Copies of this article and 
our announcenent are enclosed. Wan, may brin: up the matter in the next neetin«. 


4. Father dacner's Condition: A despatch from Hone Kone (No. 360), a copy of 
which was sent to Uenevs, reports Father Gross as saying Wagner's ustmma is quits 
gerious, and that there were at one time “hints” he mizht be released in advance of 
his sentence (June 1953). Despite some feeling that pressure on the Cormunists micht 
prevent sazgner's early release, we are consiverinz havinz the Sritisn make up 
representations as well as the possibility of askin> you to take it up at Geneva, 





7. Donald Blackwood 
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aj< 
eed 7. Donald Btackwood Enters Corwmnist China: An American citizen, Donald 





Blackwood, with ts sorean wile and son, went into Communist China from Macao 


. April 27. He appears to have zone voluntarily out we are at a loss 2s to 
Fe? his motivation. 


re Such information as we have on this mysterious development is 
‘* contained in & sunmmary attached. There is no reason at present to brine this 
Bs matter up at Geneva but it is conceivable that it micht become a subject of 

ve discussion there in the future. 


Sincerely yours, 


Ralph 4. Clough 


Enclosures: 








Copy of Questions « Answers for Senate Subcommittee. 
; eo = :? ’ , S on 





PPS == iw oO - @ 
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article in "Peoples Daily" on iatador,. 


36 Copy of announcement on Matador. 


S. Copy of British Despatch on Fr. Gross. 
6. Summary of Blackwoodcase. 
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TO: Secretary of State 3 
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PRIORITY | 


LIMIT DISTR! BUT ION 


FROM JOHNSON 
ONE HOUR AND FORTY MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING, 


| OPENED MEETING WITH STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION ALONG 
LINES PARA ONE AND TWO DEPTEL 1181, WANG REPLIED ALONG USUAL 
LINES WITH DETAILED PRESENTATION CASE OF DR, LIN LAN YING (SPELLINGS 
UNCERTAIN) WHO DEPARTED SAN FRANCISCO PRESIDENT WILSON JANUARY 6, “ 
1957. WAS SYLVANIA ELECTRIC EMPLOYEE, ALLEGED GREAT PRESSURE _ 
BY FB! AND INS, INCLUDING AT STOP IN HONOLULA, PERSUADING HER on 
NOT TO RETURN, ON DEPARTURE [BAN FRANCISCO THOROUGH SEARCH IN. 3) | 
CLUDING BODY SEARCH AND TAKING FROM HER ALL NOTEBOOKS AND $6,800 
IN TRAVELERS CHECKS, PROTESTED "ROUGH HANDLING"AND ASKED FOR RETURN 
PRSONAL PROPERTY INCLUDING NOTEBOOKS AND TRAVELERS CHECKS, |. ®-, 
1g 
WANG ALSO MADE STRONG STATEMENT RE STATIONING GUIDED MISSLES © 
TAIWAN, SPOKE OF GUIDED MISSILES BEING ATOMIC WEAPONS, = 
STATEMENT INCLUDED "STRONG PROTEST IN NAME OF HIS GOVERNMENT ":_- . 
AT THIS "ACT OF AGRESSION", "HOSTILE ACT AND ANOTHER 
SERIOUS PROVOCATION" PROVING FALSITY US PROFESSIONS PEACEFUL > 
INTENT, "US MUST BE HELD RESPONS/BLE FOR ALL CONSEQUENCES §& 
THIS ACT AGRESSION", IF US PURPOSE IS TO ACHIEVE PEACEFUL “© 
SETTLEMENT GOOD F..\'H SHOULD BE DEMONSTRATED BY ACTS, ETC, 
IF US WERE NOT IN MiLITARY OCCUPATION OF TAIWAN REUNION 


WOULD HAVE BEEN REAL!ZED LONG AGO, CHINA WILL NEVER TOLERATE AN 
CERTAINLY WILL LIBERATE, ETC, ETC, 


S6* LILY 


mo 
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| REPL!ED ALONG LINES PARA THREE DEPTEL 1181 AND DEPTEL 11 
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INCLUDING REAFFIRMATION LAWFUL ADMINISTRATION TAIWAN BY GRC, 
MUTUAL DEFENSE TREATY WITH GRC AND THAT THOSE WHO HAD NO AGRESSiVE 
INTENT HAD NOTHING TO FEAR, 


WITH RESPECT DR, LIN POINTED OUT SHE HAD, IN FACT, RETURNED 

IN CONTRAST THE EIGHT AMERICANS STILL IN CHINESE PRISONS AND 
THOSE WHO WOULD NEVER RETURN BECAUSE OF DEATH UNDER MISTREATMENT, 
CITED FACT SHE HAD NOT CONTACTED INDIAN EMBASSY IF, IN FACT, 

SHE FELT SHE WAS BEING OBSTRUCTED, ALSO STRONGLY MADE POINT 
AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT THUS FAR NO ADVANTAGE BUT RATHER DISADVANTAGE 
TO US, 


INTERESTING TO NOTE THAT IN TODAY'S MEETING FOR FIRST TIME 
WANG CONSISTENTLY MUSED TERMINOLOGY "GENEVASAGREMENT" [N 
REFERRING AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT AND TO "GENEVA TALKS", 
NEXT MEETING JULY 1}, 
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1. After Wang declined open, I opened 67th. 
It had been 20 months since he and I first entered agreement 


of the United States 


here to resolve first question with which we called upon 
to deal. It had been 20 months during which the high hopes 


of myself, my government, my people, that this problem of 
civilians could be resolved, had been disappointed. It had 
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been 20 months during which failure his authorities carry 

out this agreement between us had blocked improvement relations 
between our two countries. So long as his authorities continued 
fail carry out this agreement between us, it could only have 
result increasing our distrust and increasing doubts 4/ con- 
cerning intent his authorities carry out agreements into 

which we entered. So long as this situation continued we could 
not exvect anything other than the sterility which had thus 


far existed in resolving other problems in these talks. 
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Apparently it was intent his authorities emphasize that none 
of persons whom we had been talking alout in the Sept. }' 
agreement would be released until expiration their sentences. 
Last two persons released, Reverend Mackensen and Father 

Gross apparently held until very last day their sentences, thus 
emphasizing this pattern. 

2. I continued entirely apart from question of obligation 
of his authorities under Agreed Announcement, he had often 
spoken of his authorities humanitarian and lenient approach 
toward unfortunate victims of their oppression. It difficult 
for me not conclude even this had now been abandoned. For 
example, we know Father Wagner was in hospital and seriously 
ill. I would have thought any policy of leniency and humanitarianism 
would certainly have dictated release Father Wagner long before this. 
I wanted express hope Father Wagner could certainly be released 
at latest next month at time Father McCarthy and Father Houle 
due to be released so he could accompany them. I would have 
hoped he wou’d have for me this morning some indication his 
intent, not only about Father Wagner, but about other imprisoned 
persons -- and his intent concerning carrying out our agree- 
ment so that this block to progress in dealing with matters we 
called upon to consider could be removed. 

3. Wang replied (from prepared statement) he also had 


feeling although more than twenty months had passed since we 


entered talks, yet problems we called upon consider remain as 


CCNFIDENTIAT deadlocked 
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deadlocked as ever. People of our two countries held high 
hopes with regard talks between us; however they seem be 
disappointed in this hope. Must be made clesr that he and 

I entered into this series talks for purpose achieving 
peaceful settlement problems between China and US. Therefore, 
good faith of each side must be demonstrated with regard 
reduction tensions and improvement relations between two 
countries. 

4, Wang continued, however, for an extended period, 
agressive acts of my side in Taiwan area entirely contrary 
this rurpose. My government had recently taken new steps 
to eccravate tensions in Taiwan Area by flagrantly stationing 
guided missiles units on territory of Taiwan, thus turning 
aiwan into launching ground for attacks against China. 

This hostile act of US could only be regarded as another 
serious provocation against China. This act also served 
prove pronouncements of our peaceful intent, which I had made 
repeatedly in past, were entirely false. 

5. Wang continued,in name his government he lodged 
strong protest. My side must be held resporsible for all 
consecuences this act egression. Inside Conference Room my 
sicc continued stalling tactics, refusec discuss tensions 


Men dara a 


Taivan Area and refused discuss his proposal removal enbargo 
anc cultural exchanges, cte. Outside of Conference Room my 
sia: tishtcning grip on Taiwan in attempt obstruct efforts 
Chinese people liberate Taiwan and continuing war-like acts 
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to increase tension. Ors could not but doubt serious good 


faith my side. 


6. Wang continued, so far as question civilians concerned, 


charges I had made were unacceptable to him. Ever since we 


had entered into Sept. 10 agreement his government had always 


been dealing wth question civilians in accordance that agree- 


ment. As contrast to this there still remain 33 Chinese 


civilians in US prisons. So far as other Chinese nationals 


in US concerned, they still encounter repeated obstruction on 
part US authorities. He had raised such matters with me 


repeatedly in previous meetings. This morning he wanted take 


up case Chinese student Dr. Lin lan ying (spelling uncertain) 


who returned early this year. Since this case involved performance 


of US authorities in carrying out agreement of Sept. 10 and 
this related to ability thousands Chinese students in US 


return China, he felt it necessary call my attention to her 
complaint. 


7. Wang continued, Dr. Lin graduated University Pennsyl- 
vania in US and employed in Sylvania Electric Co. in Phila- 


delphia till her return in January, 1957. She departed San 


Francisco Jan 6, 1957 on SS President Wilson. Succeeded return 


homeland only after going through series unreasonable obstructions 


by US authorities. Let us follow story of unhappy lady and see 





what American authorities were doing in so-called carrying out 


of our agreement. When Dr. Lin was known to desire return, 


agents of U.S. Immigration Service came early December, 1956 
interrogate her, used every vicious slander in intent intimidate 
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her and compel her change mind. This sort interrogation and 
intimidation repeated Dec. 20, 1956, this time by agents 
FBI, who intruded in her apartment to do this. When these 
FBI agents failed to intimidate her they tried induce her 
move her family out of China. 

After these two attempts failed to shake her resol ve 
return, US authorities resorted to rough handling. On Jan 6 
1957 when Dr. Lin waiting for embarkation San Francisco FBI 
agents suddenly turned up, made search all her baggage. What 
was more insulting was forced body search. In disregard 
her protests, agents also took away all notebooks and private 
property of $6,800 in travellers checks. \i1en liner arrived 
Honolulu US authorities made last attempt by sdnding immi- 
gration agents aboard attempt influence her against continuing 


journey. 


8. Wang continued, my authorities had remarkable record 


attempts hinder return Chinese students. 





Dr. Lin only one 


among many such unfortunate victims. That many more Chinese 


students so far unable return, due to our obstructions, was 
beyond question. Dr. Lin was Chinese student who had nevef 
offended our laws, yet subjected to rough handling by our authori- 
ties merely because she desired return and invoked Geneva accord 
to return. What was there to assure freedom of Chinese in 
US to return? He urged my government actually take necessary 


COMFTDENTIAL measures 
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peasures stop all violation of agreement to return Chinese 
from US. With view safeguarding legitimate interests 
of Chinese nationals, Wang also asked me request my authorities 
return to Dr. Lin her private property of $6,800 and all 
notebooks taken from her and give assurances against all recur- 
rences such incidents, in addition. If I had any information 
with regard 52 and 22 persons who failed return, as well as con- 
cerning Chinese confined in our prisons, he glad hear it. 

9. I replied, with regard Dr. Lin, I noted two things. 
First by his own statement she had returned to his country. 
Eight Americans who covered by our Agreed Announcement had 
not returned. There were other Americans who would never return -- 
who had died from treatment they received in his prisons. There 
were others who had returned broken in mind and body. Virtually 
without exception they tell stories of most violent mistreatment. 
ZurmmriyxEx Second point I noted with regard Dr. Lin: if in fact 
there was basis for statements which he said she had now made 
and if in fact she felt being obstructed from leaving, she was 
at all times free to communicate with Indian Embassy. Fact 
that she apparently did not do so, fact that Indian Embassy 
not yet called to our attention single substantiated case 
obstruction among thousands Chinese in US, was incontrovertible 
evidence of faithfulness with which my authorities been carrying 
out our agreement. This has been affirmed also by public state- 
ments issued by Government of India and Indian Embassy. 


-10. I continued, with regard first part his st»tement 


_I must flatly reject his KEMPS ESE GT F Oneous statements that. 


Wr LU 
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US had, or had intent carry out any acts aggression. We had to 

start with recognition of fact, whatever the views and policies 

of his government might be, the territory ‘at Taiwan was lawfully 

occupied and administered by a government with which US 

had long had diplomatic relations, by a government recognized 

as a lawful government by majority of nations of world, by 

2 government also so recognized by UN. US had with that govern- 

ment a treaty of mutual defense which had been published and | 

registered with UN. That treaty and all our arrangements and 

understandings with that government were publicly and irrevocably 

defensive in their nature. Very first article of that treaty 

very specifically sets forth the agreement of both parties 

to it to settle any international dispute in which they may be 

involved by peaceful means. This an element which common to 

all our treaties with like-minded countries who entered into 

arrangements to pool defensive strength against aggression. 

US adherence to this principle without exception and without 

equivocation amply demonstrated to world in recent months. 

None who did not have aggressive intent, none willing accept 

principle peaceful settlement disputes had anything to 

fear from any defensive arrangements US might make with countries 

of like mind. No threat to use force being posed by US anywhere 

in world, including area Taiwan. | 
11. I continued, I wanted point out on October 8, 1955 

I made provosal here that force be removed in settlement our 


disputes including dispute in Taiwan area. That was proposal 


which 
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which he thus far rejected. Threat hostile action Taiwan 


area thus still being maintained by his authorities. US 
would be deficient in carrying out international obligations 
and lacking in responsibility if it did not recognize this 
fact and take whatever defensive measures appeared be prudent. 
This posed no threat to his country or anycne of peaceful 
intent. I still hopeful he would accept proposal I had made 


for unconditional renunciation force in Taiwan area as well 
as elsewhere. Nobne of truly peaceful intent could object to 
that proposal. 


12. Wang replied, cases Chinese civilians residing US who 


encountered unreasonable obstruction on part American 4 


authorities appearing every day. Experience of Dr. Lin to whom he 


referred this morning was only one of many similar such cases. 
Actions taken by American Immigration authorities in case Dr. 

Lin assumed such scale one could only term it plain robbery 

by taking away private property and confiscating all her notebooks. 
I had just now argued Dr. Lin returned Wang's country after all. 

He wanted point out she did not return freely as entitled to 

under Geneva Agreement. Succeeded returning only after encountered 
series unreasonable obstructions by American authorities. Fact 
thaty Dr. Lin succeeded returning did not absolve US authorities 


of responsibility for obstructing her return. As to allegations 


I made this morning regarding alleged ill-treatment Americans 
jn China, he could only term them entirely unfounded and 


irresponsible allegations. There were facts to prove even 
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of their own free will. These facts would shatter all unfounded 


rumors and slander against his country. 





13. Wang continued with regard protest he had lodged with 
our side this morning regarding act aggression by US government 
by stationing guided missiles atomic unit on Chinese 
territory Taiwan, he could not accept statement I had just 
made. It was entirely due to military occupation by US 
government that Taiwan still not united with Chinese mainland. 
Unre**onable stan’ taken by US government in supporting in 
Taiwan the KMT regime to oppose the Chinese government also 
met a disapprobation by all peace-loving peoples of the world. 
Underlying factor in existing tension Far East entirely created 
by US in military occupation Taiwan. Had there not been 
American military occupation in Taiwan, reunion between Taiwan 
and Chinese mainland would have been realized long ago. Chinese 
people would never tolerate occupation of Taiwan by US. | 
Chinese people certainly will liberate Taiwan. No force on 
earth could ever deter this determination on part Chinese 
people. No amount rationalization and argument offered by me 
could ever cover acts of aggression by US government demonstrated 
in their latest military threats, posed in the Taiwan area in 
form of stationing guided missiles until on Taiwan. 

14. Wang continued, had been common practice by aggressor 


governments in history always speak of aggressive arrangements 


#5 if these aggressive arrangements entirely for defensive 


COUFTNENTIAL purposes. 
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‘purposes. The stark fact at present is that it is US 


Chinese 
government occupying faim territory and not Chinese govern- 


ment occupying any territory of US. Fact is at present 


US posing threats against China and not China posing threats 


against US. If one desires talk of renunciation of force 


he should make good his words by actual deeds. In face of latest 


tansion created by US in Taiwan area, how could anyone believe 


any more in any peaceful promises by US. Chinese people would 


oppose to end such open dgression, provocation. If US had any 


peaceful intentions, it should demonstrate sincerity by 
concrete acts. 


15. 


This what he always looked forward to. 


of the United States 


I replied, nothing he had said changed ¢ fact that 


( ~it his government which still posed threat use force in Taiwan 


area. There was vast difference between saying willing settle 


disputes peacefully if other side surrenders to your point of 
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view and saying unconditionally you willing settle disputes 
peacefully. 





16. Wang replied, facts show who was advocating peaceful 
use 


settlement dispute Taiwan area and who was willing/force 


that area. These facts could not be distorted. Today when 


people everywhere oppose policy of war threats, latest steps 


taken by US government in Taiwan area can never be explained 





as resulting from peaceful intent. Latest military threat posed 


by US government in Taiwan could never succeed in frightening 


people. On the contrary, they can only stir up indignation and 
hatred. 


17. 
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17. I replied, our problem not to reach agreement on 
situation in Taiwan area. Problem is to agree we will not use 
force to settle it. That and carrying out of first agreement 
between us are still the essential steps in bringing about 
that improvement in relations which we, on our side, seek. 

18. Wang replied he had made clear his point of view 
that this series talks here in Geneva should have as purposes 
relaxation international tensions and improvement relations 
between our two countries. In accordance this purpose he had 
made series proposals advantageous to both peonles, both 
governments Believed these proposals advantageous to both 
sides. They continued hope there should be progress in these 
talks between us. 

19. I replied I accepted first proposal he had made here. 
I accepted it with understanding it would be advantageous to 
both sides. I could not see that there had been any advantage -- 
in fact, it seemed to have been disadvantageous. 

20. Wang rejoined whether advantageous or 4 disadvantageous, 
only the facts could prove. 

21. Wang had nothing more to say, and I had nothing more. 
I suggested next meeting July 11. Wanted him know I planned 
return this evening to Washington for consultation and short 
rest with my family. 


22. Wang agreed. 
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ways July 5, 1957 far. = 
8 I naven't a ereat deal to add to our conversation last Tuesday. I 


have discussed the matter of yvorr instmctions for tie next »veeting with 
Dave Osbom snd Uoward Jones, and we have same ideas on how to reet the 
problem which you mentioned to the ~ecretary. We plan to discuss the 
draft instrections vith “r. Pobertson either today or Uonday and will 
also send them up to the Secretarr. 


The rroblem of travel of newsmen to Commmhist China remains mresolved 
and the Secretary is currently considerins the latest preposal for some 
kind of rool arrangement. We still feel ere that if newspaper men are 
permitted to .o, it would be very difficult to hold the line on travel 
of otners. 


ete eee 


With resnect to the missine nilitary -ersonel, ve are still thinking 
in terms of saving the next move take place in *anrunjom. ‘e heve Leen 
urcirg Defense to move on this, tut they have not yet indicated when ticey 
will be reacy to do so. J hove that it will ve before your nexi reetinr 
so twt ve covld then shift the attack to “emevn if it seemed desirable. 
We are tentatively thinking that if new efforts at bota Penmunijon and 
Ceneva bring no results, it mirnt be useful to publish a Joint otate- 
Defense report on tais subject, soing into ecre detail as to the criteria 
for rlécing names on the list, ~entieninr cur various attermmts to cbhfain 
en accounting from the Vormunists and civ'ny ecurmples to show now defective 
has been txe accounting ve have received. 


of the United States 


St? d ZL 30 


‘Tseng Kuenrechih, the student from Purdve -niversity who has been in 
the statemental hosoital at Loransport, Indiana was doported dune 13 
aboard one o: tue rresident liners. Cther cases of whom the Chinese 
Communists have or may have knowledce are: 
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Lin lan-ying (meres atiached) 

Chang Chih-ye (memo attacted) 

Jonn 00s (cony of letter attached) 

Déwin Jon (cony of letter attached) 
We have been informed by Immirration and Naturalization Service that . on 
is leaving July 7. 


e@ will try to cover in your instnictions the various subjects which 
wane might raise, and sirrest appropriate lines of reply. ‘Ss iave sent 


The doncrable 
CU, Alexis Johnson, 
Arerican Arbassador now at Geneva, 
; Arerican Consulate General, 
\. Geneva. 
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to Geneva various iters cf backsround raterial which we thovrht might 
oN be useful te you and are attaching to this letter certain cthers. As 
é a general practice, we send mterials as soon as they come to hand rather 
a than hold them to enclose with a letter, since letters have become too 
infreqent,. : 


aT 


We will be watching with interest to see thether Vang presents anything 
nex. “e don't really expect hin to, bit many remarkable things have deen 
happening in the Cormunist world of late and he may surprise us. 


+ was a great pleasvre to see you the other day. You can count on 
us to support to the vest of our ability rour tediovs ict skillful 
endeavors at Geneva. 


Sincerely yours, 


Ralph Il, Cleurh 
Director for Chinese Affairs 


Excloscres? 


of the United States 


1. Devt. of “efense Press Melease re Aircreft Carrier ‘lomet 
2. TSIS Item re"Armistice Mecting -eqvest Jacked" dated June 2", 1557, 
3, FRBIS Item re Korean Arbessador's otaterent re Sorean Armistice arreement. 
bh. Desratch No, 631 from Taipei re "Cause end notivdttons for riots of £/2k:." 
t. Chronolo y of mob attack on ©. S, -mbassy and (SIS at Taipei. 
6. “emo for files re "Increased Terp of Jostilities around “ffshore Islands* 
Ti Copy of letter to Edwin Pon dated 4/25/57. 
3, Article from view York Times dated 6/13/57 re "U. S, Carrier Ylane 

Wit by ‘ed Chinese Vunfire",. Tet 
9, Telogran from CICUNC Tokyo ifo. FZ 202197 re/Lwoting of the TAC. 
19. Telerran from CISCUNC Tokyo No. FE 202123 re 75 meetine of NAC. 
ll. FOES item dated Jume 13, 1957 extitled "US Chiang Planes 

Invade Swanrtung". 
12. FBIS item dated June 13, 1957 entitled "U.S. Die~<iard Group 

Hostile to “hina”, 
13. Deferse Derartment News Pelease dated Jume 21, 1957 
lie Copy of ‘emo dated 12/11/5% from FBI re Lin Lan-ying with its 

enclocures. 
15. Copy of memo dated July 3, 1957 from itr. Aylward to .r. Clough re 

"Dr. Lin Lan-ying - removal of 246,00 in Travelers Checks at 
San Francisco". 
16. Item from New York Times, June 2h, 1957, re '. 5. Missionary 
Dies in China. . 

17. Memo from Aylward to Osborn April | re Deportation of “hinese Alicas. 
18. Meme from Aylward to Clough 6/15/57 re Chang Chineye 
19. Paver entitled "Interin Assessmmt of Micte of May 2h in Taipei®. 


A 20. Fommundcpe, re _Kjoht yisity setet ems Si see on eer 
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(Contirmed) 


Sub-Committee of the H-use Committee on Appropriations 6/27/57. 


E 
i 
& 
& 
E 
£ 
3 E 
al 3 
: 
§ 
£ 
- 











S$93ze3S Ppediupn eyQz 40 
-SUOL1P10M UBL@UO4 UL UOLIPXLIAGNaA UOL PSLILSSPeIL2E0 


























ae | 
ox 
he ; ~ 
ist JUL 9 py 8 45 
Department of State ee 
SECRET 5 2 => F 
Classification > a 
ich 
bu g 
3 5s 8 
SENT TO: Amconsul GENEVA PRIORITY o7G Bi 
Vv = 
5 ae 
2 — FOR JOHNSON 7 : = 
@ LIMIT DISTRIBUTION “8 
& Guidance for July 11 meeting: 
vu 
63 1. Remind Wang one of basic obstacles progress in talks and peaceful 
© 
=o discussion and settlement problems threat posed by Communist insistence 
cw ; 
A # on use force if necessary. = 
- = " om 
-* This also basic cause of tension Far East, which imposes heavy burden tc 
oa = j 
e* on peoples of area, Essential first step to remove threat and tension is = 
& © 
e reciprocal renunciation force. Step deserves serious discussion long as 7 
a) 
= necessary to reach agreement. Responsibility cannot be evaded by submitting 
n number of drafts which reflect no serious attempt meet US view, then N“ 
& attempting shift discussion to corollary problems as Wang did year ago. 


4 2. Tell Wang your trip to US brought nome depth concern American 





i people for six prisoners. This ought te be short-run problem which("need 4 
. not require long discussion. Only requires’ measures promised by Communists 
in Agreed Announcement. American people cannot understand failure take 

ad _ such measures. FYI We hope that shifting usual order presentation 
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Chenifizetion 


gS foregoing subjects and emphasizing fundamental nature renunciation force | 
problem and US willingness undertake prolonged discussion if necessary may help 
counter possible Communist belief that release remaining prisoners would result 
in prowpt withdrawal US from talks EMD FYI. 

3. Regarding Wang's inquiry on Lin Lan-ying, inform him search made 

accordance customary procedures and with customary safeguards. She was 
allowed take money required for trip and excess taken from her as required 
by long-standing regulations and placed in blocked account. Note that Chinese 
Communist regulations strictly limit funds Americans permitted take out of 
Communist China. If Wang inquires about Tseng Kuang-chih or Edwin Pon 
inform him they left US on June 13 and July 9 respectively for Communist China. 
If he mentions Woos, inform him Woos entered US 1922 as US citizen by birth 


of the United States 


and Agreed Announcement not applicable US citizens. 

L. If Wang attacks UNC decision introduce modern weapons Korea or US 
despatch missile unit Taiwan point out actions taken only in response long- 
term Communist introduction modern weapons Korea in violation armistice 
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agreement and in case Taiwan as reaction to continued build-up military 
; facilities opposite Taiwan and refusal renounce force, 
S. Wang may refer to Secretary's San Francisco speech, Taiwan riot 
[ : or plane incident Swatow, probably as part. generalized attack on US policies 
in Far East. Your response should demonstrate, using material from speech 


and elsewhere, that US policies of which Wang complains made necessary by 
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; & Page—2.__of telegram to__ Amc onsull. 
$ SECRET 
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Ss threatening nature of Commnist policies. It should not be necessary be | 
: drawn into discussion of either plane incident or riot which would place you 


in undesirably defensive positien. 





ibs _ 


of the United States 
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FROM JOHNSON Action O2fi¢9 Symbo) 
a>2 ef ope 

HAMMARSKJOLD SAW ME THIS MORNING TO SAY HE WANTED ™ “ttieor J, 

CONTINUE TO COORDINATE WITH ME ON QUESTION MISSINGion to poyp Lf 

MILITARY PERSONNEL AND DOWNEY AND FECTEAU. HE 

SAID WITH RESPECT MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL SOME ~<( 

ONE SUGGESTED RECENTLY PROPOSED CONGRESS! ONAL 

RESOLUTION MAKES |T DESIRABLE TAKE SOME NEW ACTION. 

HOWEVER, HIS VIEW WAS THAT AS MATTER NOW PRIMARILY 

IN MY HANDS HERE AND AT MAC BEST THAT HE NOT CROSS 


WIRES AND WOULD DO NOTHING ADDITIONAL UNLESS WE ASKED 
HIM. | SAID | AGREED. 


of the United States 


WITH RESPECT DOWNEY AND FECTEAU SAME: CONS|DERATIONS yk 
APPLIES. IN REPLY MY QUERY AS TO WHAT HE THOUGHT <Ke 
HE COULD DO HE SAID THAT AS @HOU HAD TAKEN INITIATIVE 

RAISING THEIR CASES WITH HIM HE COULD READILY GO BACK =z 
TO CHOU WITH PERSONAL COMMUNICATION CONCERNING THEM. = 


ZLSLIL-L/26°1I9 
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HE SAID ARGUMENT SOME MADE AGAINST THIS WAS THAT IT 
WOULD SINGLE OUT DOWNEY AND FECTEAU FROM OTHER CIVILIANS oe 
STILL HELD. | SAID LATTER CONSIDERATION DID NOT SEEM 3 ir 
TOO IMPORTANT TO ME AS DOWNEY AND FECTEAU WERE NOT 8S > 
ONLY COVERED BY AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT BUT ALSO BY KOREAN ~ ms 
ARMISTICE AND THUS WITHIN SCOPE RESOLUTION UNDER : a 
WHICH HE ACTING. | WAS THEREFO:;.. .CLINED TO FAVOR | 
SUCH APPROACH BY HIM AT THIS TIME. | DID NOT SEE IT * 

Rieu COULD DO ANY HARM AND IT MIGHT DO GOOD IN INDICATING = 

| “py THAT U.N. INTEREST IN THEM STILL ALIVE. SAID | WOULD 

INFORM WASHINGTON AND AMBASSADOR LODGE WOULD BE IN — 

FURTHER TOUCH WITH HIM CONCERNING MATTER. >» 
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So FROM JOHNSON sen to Do BAAL™. 
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» 
ae TwO HOUR TEN MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING, s 
cw 
of 
tz WANG OPENED WITH GENERALIZED STATEMENT ATTACKING "POLICY OF — 
== HOSTILITY" AND "AGGRESSIVE POLICY" AIMED AT OVERTHROWING PRC ° 
es SET FORTH IN SECRETARY?S SAN FRANCISCO SPEECH AS WELL AS 0 
—< REFERRING STATIONING GUIDED MISSILES ON TAIWAN AND PLANE A 
s° INCIDENT, NO RPT NO MENTION KOREA, POLICY SET FORTH BY a 
pa SECRETARY WAS MEETING INCREASING OPPOSITION ABROAD AND IN , 
- US AS WELL AS MEETING WITH DEFEAT AS EXEMPLIFIED BY RECENT «a 
7 ACTIONS OTHER WESTERN COUNTRIES CONCERNING EMBARGO, "EVEN _ 
” IN TAIWAN PATRIOTIC PEOPLE HAVE RISEN IN PROTESTS AGAINST 6) 
3 THIS POLICY,® US PROPOSAL OF RENUNCIATION OF FORCE WAS N 
"DECEPTIVE AND HYPOCRITICAL EXCUSE," THEN CONTINUED WITH QO: 
STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION REFERRING PREVIOUS INQUIRY ON Od. 
DR L!N AND MAKING STATEMENT TSENG KUANG-CHIH, SITUATION ve: £ 
WITH REGARD TO CHINESE IN US CONTINUES TO BE UNSATISFACTORY, 4° & 


| REPLIED WITH LONG STATEMENT ALONG LINES PARAS ONE AND TWO. FS 
DEPTEL 36 AS WELL AS MAKING STRONG COUNTERATTACK ON PRC RECORD!’ 

OF HOSTILITY TOWARD US, PRC ATTACK ON US IN KOREA, PRC ATTEMPTS: -y 
AT SUBVERSION OF AND SUPPORT OF REBELLION AGAINST ASIAN STATES, > 
FRIENDLY TO US, ETC, MADE DETAILED REPLY ON DR LIN POINTING [4 
OUT THAT THOUGH SHE ATTEMPTED TAKE US FUNDS IN VIOLATION OF US 
REGULATIONS SHE WAS PERMITTED TO PROCEED, ALSO MADE DETAILED + 

REPLY ON TSENG USING MATERIAL DEPTAL 4o WHICH MUCH APPRECIATEDE 
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AND MOST USEFUL, CHARACTERIZED OUR HANDLING BOTH DR LIN AND 
TSENG AS MOST CONSIDERATE FOR WHICH WE SHOULD RECEIVE APPRECI- 
ATION RATHER THAN COMPLAINT, WISHED PROBLEM IMPRISONED AMER! CANS 
WOULD BE HANDLED WITH SAME CONSIDERATION, SOLUTION PROBLEM OF 
IMPRISONED AMERICANS "WOULD PERMIT US DIRECT UNDIVIDED ATTENTION 
TO QUESTION RECIPROC4L RENUNCIATION OF FORCE WHICH REMAINS 


FUNDAMENTAL TO SUCCESSFUL DISCSS!ION OTHER ITEMS UNDER SECOND 
PART OUR TERMS REFERENCE," 


SUBSEQUENT GIVE AND TAKE LARGELY RESTATEMENT RESPECTIVE POS! TION 
ON RENUNCIATION OF FORCE, PRC WILL NEVER AGREE TO ANY FORMULA 
WHICH VIOLATES ITS SOVEREIGN RIGHTS, MANY PRC PROPOSALS FOR 


IMPROVEMENT RELATIONS HAVE NOT RAISED "RESPONSE OR ECHO" FROM 
US, 


NO SURPRISES OR NEW DEVELOPMENTS, LINE TAKEN BY WANG BEING VERY 
MUCH ALONG LINES ANTICIPATED BY DEPTEL 36. HIS PRESENTATION, 
THOUGH, WAS LARGELY PRO FORMAS AND CARRIED NO INTIMATION ANY 
INTENTION BREAK TALKS OR MAKE NEW MOVE, AT ONE POINT WHEN | 
USED TERM "NEW DEPARTURE" IN REFERRING TO RENUNC!ATION OF FORCE 
HE EAGERLY PICKED IT UP AND USED IT AS TAKE-OFF POINT FOR 
URGING NEW DEPARTURE BY US iN TALKS, HE ALSO POINTED OUT BOTH 
SIDES AGREED TAIWAN AREA TENSION IS FUNDAMENTAL PROBLEM, GAVE 
NO INDICATION WHETHER HE CAUGHT MY POINT ON WILLINGNESS CON. 
TINUE TALKS EVEN IF ALL AMERICANS RELEASED, 


NEXT MEETING AUGUST 8, DETAILED RECORD BY POUCH ARRIVING DEPT 
MONDAY, 


GOWEN 
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1. Wang opened 68th with prepared statement. As he had 
repeatedly stressed, rurpose of talks was for both sides to 
arrive at peaceful settlement of disputes between two ccuntries. 
In this desire his side had put forth series of practical and 
feasible proposals each of which could lessen tensions and open 
up prospects of improved relations between ‘China and America. 
But what had history of talks shown? My side had not only 
shown no intention of contributing to that realization, but 
had not abandoned its hostility toward China. My side was 
only interested in working up tension and stepping up threat 
of armed force against China. This wilful policy of U.S. was 
increasingly meeting with defeat. For example, a great number . 
of Western countries relaxed embargo in face U.S. objections. 
U. S. policy of hostility against China did not conform to 
interests of peace or of American people. Even people in U.S. 


criticizing that policy. 
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ro Be Wang continued in Sen Francisco, Secretary of State 
Dulles not only elung to ‘that outworn policy but called for. 
even more ageressive policy. American Secretary of State was: 
‘not yet willing to reconcile himself to fact PRC had existed) 
for eight years. His ‘speech did not hide intention subverting 
and overthrowing PRC. Dulles called PRC passing phase and 


pledged self. ‘to contribute to this passing. Could this be 


of the United States 


called sincere desire for settlement disputes ani relaxation 
OnL 
_. tensions between ‘two countries? U.S. notaunvilling renounce 


occupation Chinese territory Taiwan but had installed guided . 


missile bases on Taiwan. An American squadron had intruded in 


Chinese territorial waters and 66 sorties ‘of carrier-based planes 
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violated Chinese air space. However, this U.S. policy of 





creating tension. ‘and threat of ageression against China could 
a not achieve ‘4ts ends. 


3. Wang ‘continued, not only was this sitden opposed by 
| Chinese people but it being condemned by all peaceful people. 





Bg Even in Taiwan, under close control American aggressor, all 
patriotio people can no longer endure being enslaved nor 
countenance Taiwan being turned into American base; they have» 
therefore risen in. protest against this policy and against 

| outrageous slaughter of Chinese people. 600 million people 
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would never forget this and other bloody crimes committed by 
American aggressor against China. — | 

4. Wang continued, after seizure of Chinese Territory 
Taiwan, my side has been proposing what it calls Renunciation 
of Force. During these negotiations my side had never slackened 


-agéression against China, and continued set up bases for 


aggressive guided missile atomic warfare against China. My 


side continued create provécation incidents to increase tensions. 

Uncer these circumstances the Renunciation of Force proposal 

was a deceptive and hypocritical excuse. AS long as U.S. 

did not change its policy .of hostility and aggression tensions 

would not be relaxed, disputes would not be settled, relations 

would not be ‘sproved and there would be no results in our talks and 

“the U.S. would be held entirely responsible for the consequences. 
5. Wang continud, he had another matter to bring up. At 


previous meetings he had given examples of unreasonable obstruc- 


dions. Last year on February 9 at the 36th meeting he had given me 


-@ list of names including Tseng Kuang-chih. Tseng had now 


returned to China but story he had to tell was appalling one. 
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Wang had ‘thought ay ‘aide vould have taken measures concerning, 
and give accounting of, individuals on that list. He understood. 
: Tseng ‘taken away in handcuffs under orders Immigration Service 


se ghu fey Tee aT TARO) , 


: and confined in solitary conf inenent in mental institution. 
Until recently Tseng hed been subject to deportation although he 
had ‘not violated any laws. It is hard to understand under what 
‘ quthority: 80° ‘many have been detained, and, in the cases of 


Rep: TéTror/ 
‘Mr. Tseng and Mr. Lin, imprisoned in mental hospitals. Reptien 


* Ble Fe 


of the United States 


ee Sie el 





of this kind of treatment shows US authorities pay no heed to our 
Agreed Anncunsenente This situation increases our anxiety con- 
cerning the fate of the 50 and the 32 people who not yet returned. 
Wang urged me impress on US authorities that they should stop 
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violating Agreed. Announcement and give accounting of those 


_ being detained. . “with regard to detention of Dr. Lin which he 
had mentioned last meeting he would like to hear any comments 
I had and would like to know whether US prepared to return 


1 
property to owner. | 


—— 


- 


6. I replied urine east two years we had long and frank 
discussions of certain questions existing between our two 





countries. Although our differentes unhappkly remain deep and 


EO Ey 


fundamental I believed he would share my view that it had never- 


. ‘been desirable and useful to. have such a direct exchange 
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of views between us. We had though, at times, tended to digress 
from what both of us agreed was a fundamental matter, and I first 
wanted briefly to return to that this morning. I referred to the 
cquestion as to whetheY we were going to permit the clash of our 
policies and in particular ow differences with respect to the 
Taiwan area to lead to a clash of arms. He would recall that at 


the very beginning of our discussion of this subject I had proposed 





( the simvle first step of a reciprocal renunciation of force 


of the United States 


couched in terms that would make it clear that neither of us were 
. renouncing any policy objectives tha* we considered ourselves 
4.. 
legitimately entitled to achieve Ht continued Wang had this 


morning again spoken of what he called the policy of aggression and 
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hostility of U.S. government against his country. He could not 
ignore fact that from beginning these talks it was U.S. which had 
made protosal we renounce force as means achicve national toad al 

: objectives and especially with regard clash our policies in 
general and specifically with regard Taiwan area. From very beginning 
of the time when his authorities took control of Mainland China 
they exhibited policy of undisguised hostility toward my country 
and everything for which my country stood. This hostility not 
cnly evtended to my country but also to countries with which ny 
country stood in relationship of friendship and alliance. It was 

CONFIDENTIAL 
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authorities of his country who had grossly mistreated,and made 


~ 


t *s 
“ > 


impossible the maintenance of U.S. official establishments on 


et pilin eee | 


territory under the control of Wang's authorities. It was the 
authorities of his country who expelled, mistreated and imprisoned © 


~~ mae, 





Americans who attempted remain in territory under control Wang's 
authorities. 


\ «oF Se 


U.S. never had threatened, and never would initiate 


the use of arms against Wang's country. It was Wang's country 


be 


which had attacked U. S. forces in Korea who were there on a lawful 


of the United States 


— 


mission under the ~ ame of the U.N. It was his authorities 
An 


who had supported, ‘onented rebellion in the territory of countries 


© vee, ory 
2 





friendly to the U.S. I would not take time further to review 


- record but that record clear one of undisguised hostility of his 
| ~=—s country toward my country. 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


8. I éontinued it was with hope bringing about fundamental 
change in that situation and thus opening of way to peaceful 
settlement in those disputes that I had made my proposal for 
peaceful settlement of disputes between us. It not possible | 
to ignore the fact that one of basic obstacles to progress our 
| talks here and peaceful discussion and settlement of our problems 


Ohl ON 


continued to be unwillingness of his authorities to agree to this 


| simple proposition. It was a source of deep disappointment and con- 


cern that they.continued to insist on their intention to use force 


| at necessary to achieve their policy objectives. This was basic 
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cause of tension in the whole Far East which imposed a heavy 
burden on the people of the area. Neither those people nor the 
lnited States and its allies could ignore this threat nor fail 
(- to take such steps as were within their power to meet the possi- 
4 pality of its implementation. It was absurd to say that the 

steps taken by the U.S. snd other like-minded countries to meet this 
( threat were the cause of tension. The cause of tension came not 


from those who took reasonable and sensible precautions to 


of the United States 


defend themselves against the publicly announced threat of attack 
but rather from those who refused to renounce such threats. It 
was equally absurd to say that if those subject to such threats 


would only not take any precautions and supinely leave themselves 
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defenseless against such threats there would be no tension. Of 
curse, there would be no tension if all who were subject to threats 
in this world would meekly surrender to those who attempt to 


arrorp*te unto themselves the authority to tell peoples and countrics 





how their lives shouid be ordered. However, it hard to believe 
that those who take such point of view understand the meanirg of 
negotiation and settlement of differences by peaceful means between 
self-respecting sovereign countries. 

9. I continued therefore essential first step remained 


removal of this threat, and tension it caused, by a reciprocal 
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renunciation of force. This step was of such transcendental 
importance to the peaceful settlesint of our differences that I 
considered that it deserved discussion as long as necessary to 
. reach agreement rather than ignoring it or pretending that the 


- problem did not exist. Neither can the problem be evaded by 


_ submitting numbers of drafts which reflected no serious attempt 


- squarely to face the issue and then shift the discussion to other 
purely corollary problems. 








Such a course could not contribute ) 
to progress in our talks here. 


10. 
to U.S. 


r Publication in roreign Nelee 


d fo 
Declassified tor the United States 


I continued, as Wang knew, I had just returned from trip 
I want him to know that my conversations there not only 
with officials of my government but also with private individuals 
\brought home to me depth of concern of American people over 


ericans still imprisoned in his country. They also concerned 


ever failure give us that information about Americans still missing 


' from hostilities in Korea which his authorities must have. Question : 


of imprisoned Americans ought to have been and still could be 


short-run problem which need not require long discussions. All 





it required was that his authorities take those measures for their 


release that were envisaged in the Agreed Announcement. It was 


evident that none with whom I talked was able to understand the 


failure te carry out the promise contained in the Announcement. 


Neither could I. Chinese in U.S. desiring tc return their country, 
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is 


continued be entirely free do so. In fact, to best of my 


kux knowledge at least 345 had done so since beginning our 
sé talks, here. 


———.* 
. 


——— ore 


ll. I continued, in accordance with request made at our 


last meeting which Wang had repeated here this morning, I had 


*-. oP Pere 


looked into the matter of Dr. Lin Lan-ying who returned to 
Vang's country early this year. Contrary to the statements Wang 


said she now makes, she at no time prior to her departure made 


of the United States 


any allegation that she was in any way being obstructed or 
prevented from departing and very fact she did depart is best 
evidence that there was no such obstruction. At the time of her 


Jcparture a search was made by the Customs Authorities -- not by 
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the FFI as Wang asserted <= in accordance with customary procedure 
end with all customary safeguards to determine whether there was 
any attempted violation of law. It was found that Dr. Lin was, 

in violation of a long standing regulation of which she must have 
been perfectly aware, attempting to take with her an amount of 
U.S. dollar funds far in excess of any reasonable needs for the 
trip. In spite of this attempted violation of our laws and regu- 


lations no action was tatten against her and she was permitted to 





urexyerixxx proceed without hindrance. Excess funds she was 
attempting to remove from the country had not been confiscated as 
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implied in Wang's statement but had rather been deposited to her 
credit in a blocked account. Further search was made only to 
determine whether she was attcmrting to remove adijitional matter 
or information in violation of U.S. law ani rather than delay her 
departure she was told that written matter carried by her would 
subsequently be examined for such information. Not only is this 
a matter entirely within the competence and authority of my 


roverhnent but I had noted that Americans who had returned from 


| Vang's country reported that Wang's authorities had very strictly 


limited the amount of funds they had been permitted take with them. 

Thus, I saw no grounds whatever for any complaint with regard 

Dr. Lin who, in spite of attempted violation of U.S. law,was 

freely permitted proceed to Wang's country. Aw) 
12. I continued Wang had this morning mentioned, his xine 

radio had carried reports making entirely erroneous statements concerning 

Mr. Tseng Kuang-chih. Purport {'3 statements was after Tseng 

indicated desire return Wang's country, Tseng arrested and 

falsely handled as person mentally unsound. Facts of matter were 

quite different. Mr. Tseng entered U.S. on January 30, 1948 and 

originally entered as student Maryland University. In somewhat 


nore than a year he showGd signs of mental illness. Between June 


.1949: and March 1950 he was treated in Johns Hopkins Hospital 


r 
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in Baltimore and Spring Groves State Hospital in Maryland. He 
improved and was released and entered into study at Ohio State 
University, then Illinois University, then Purdue University. 
Although visa for admission into US expired Sept. 1955, he was 
permitted remain. Although Wang had included his name on that 
list given Feb. 9, 1956 as person who desired return Wang's 
country, Tseng himself in March 1956 formally and specifically 


—_ 


epplied for extension his stay in U.S. It became evident to 
authorities at Purdue University where he studying that he 


of the United States 


again becoming mentally ill. They made arrangements for his 
ndmission to Wabash Valley Sanatorium on April 18, 1956. At 


recommendation of doctors in that hospital, he was admitted to 
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Logansport Indiana State Hospital on May 25, 1956. At time 
moved from Wabash to Logansport he placed under restraint at 
recommendation of doctors for own protection. The restraint 
imacdiately renoved on admission Logansport Hospital. Any 
implication that this done on recommendation Immigration Servic~ 
entirely false. It done entirely on recommendation doctors for 
ovn protection and those around him. Student advisor at Purdue 
remained in touch with him to see what could be done for him. 


After admission to hospital, he indicated to student adviser 





thet he desired return to Wang's country. Student adviser 


communicated with Dept. of State and there was also communicaticn 
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F with Indian Embassy concerning his case. Doctors treating 


_ — ! — 
——— 
; oe i 


i Tseng certified not advisable nor was he competent to travel 
alone. Thus there arose question payment for attendant for 

him during his travel. Indian Embassy said not authorized 

pay for an attendant. I would not go into details, but in 

Jenuery of this year Mr. Tseng: informed the Indian Embassy that 





in order to facilitate question of attendant, he had informed 


v 
8) 
» 
o 
» 
Ww) 
a) 
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ao 
Cc 
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: 
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U.S. Immigration Service of desire leave country. Imbassy 
(_ yeplied they had no objection 4# if he desired use facilities 

INS rather than Embassy. INS then arranged for an attendant 

to accompany him. INS paid cost of such an attendant as well 


as cost of travel. He now returned safely to Wang's country 
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and arrived there. I thought handling this case by authorities 
my country showed utmost care in assisting him as well as 
facilitation “is return to Wang's country. Rather than ill- 
‘ considered complaints, I should have felt an expression of 
appreciation would be more in order. I regretted that cases 
ef jmericans imprisoned in Wang's country desiring to return hai 
not “bten as considerately handled as our authorities had handled 
cases Mr. Tseng and Dr. Lin. This problem of Americans revainir 


his 
in prisor in Wang's country was readily resolvable by/authoritics 


ne 


& 








' so that further discussion of it between us would not be necessary. 
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The solution of this problem would permit us to direct cur 


ee 
—_ 


undivided attention to the question of reciprocal renunziaticn 


> 
“* @ue * ae 


of force, which remains fundamental to successful discussion of 





> 


other items under second part our terms of reference. 
13. Wang replied question of taking effective steps and 


means to relax tension Taiwan area and settling disputes between 


= fea tomer 


our two countries was at center of terms reference leading to 


(~ 


~resent talks between us. In talking about causes and sources 


r Publication in Foreign Kelations 


of the United States 


tension Taiwan area and disputes between our countries he had 
to flatly reject my statement which he could only consider 
arbitrary. It entirely reversed and obscured the facts. It 


failed to take into account facts of # situation. Liberation 


Declassified fo 


of China and establishment of PRC entirely naturalg development 


of intcrnal forces China and no foreign country should have any 


right to interfere in this affair. 


14. YdéAe Wang continued, since establishment PRC U.S. 
been pursuing policy sour tet hostility to China and polick which 
did not recognize existenee of PRC. Furthermore, U.S. taken serics 
steps in opposition to PRC. It was U.S. which had initiated pclicy 
/ smbargos-=> WCE SY against China. It U.S. started aggression 
in Korea and brought about armed threat against his country. It 
U.S. who still occupied by armed force their territory Taiwan 
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and established aggressive military bases against his country. 
It was U.S. which carried out threatening and aggressive activities 
around territory his country. It was U.S. which did everything it 
. could deprive PRC of right take part in affairs of international 
community. | 2" 
a 15. Wang continued, objectiveg this series hostile policies 
| and activities was interfere in internal affairs his country and 


as Dulles announced object of US was try subvert Wang's govern- 


of the United States 


ment. No amount statements could cover up the series arbitrary 
and gross violations of standards international conduct, and of 
Charter U.N., against Wang's country. Wang's country could not 


be shaken by such aggressive and hostile policies by HXX U.S.-. 
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China would exist forever and would become consolidated and 
stronger. Those who would suffer would be persons who tried play 
with fire in this respect. 

16. Wang continued, today's situation was that U.S. 
stationing military bases on territory other countries. It was 
U.S. threatening and attempting subvert Wang's country rather 
than Wang's country trying subvert my government. It was no “ore 
than ‘deception to present this sort of policy. of hostility as 
being steps for defensive purposes. In point of fact people 





in Asia as well as all other places rising to protest against-U.S. 


policy of 462 creating tensions. This was underlying cause present 
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tension in Far East, and cause failure achieve relaxed situation 
there. This was reason he proposed discuss question relaxing 
tension in Far East. They on their part had made £ repeated 
efforts and made series of proposals in course talks in order 

that tension in Taiwan Area may be relaxed. 

17. Wang continued, K we had discussed for nearly two 

ycars and still had not achieved anything. He had dZv¥d4¢¢ always 
been dissatisfied with the situation. It not his side who stalling 
in this dquestion, not his side who had digressed from this problen. 
Still remained to see whether serious efforts would be made in 
these talks to relax tension in Taiwan Area. In this regard 

no #4¢#Z% empty words would settle the problem. 

18. I repliea/T had to say was important thing not that 

we agree on past “istory. Important thing was we take new 
departure . I proposed that new departure two yeers ago. That 
departure was to make it unequivocally clear that we were not going to 
use force or threat of force to settle our differences. His 
government still pubtieg Tiyan this room maintained threat use 
fore: if it could not otherwise achieve its objectives. Nothing 
that had been said could change that fact. Once that threat 
clearly and unequivocally removed so negotiations could take placc 
free from that threat, attempts to resolve them could be under- 
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‘U.S. in conjunction with allies would renounce common sense 
_ measures taken to meet that ‘threat was not serious attempt at 


) negotiation, but rather a call to surrender to Wang's point of 





view. What I have asked Ag# and still asked was that the threat 
; be renounced. 


ee we 


19. Wang replied, in course past two years he had repeatedly 





said we should take active steps to settle dispute in Taiwan 


area. They had time and ¢ again expressed dissatisfaction at 


of the United States 


ow ee we lp ate er 


> ( fact meetings being stalled and problems remained unsettled. They 


; had made various concrete proposals but these had not aroused 


either a response or an echo. I had mentioned need of taking up 


new departure -- new starting point. 
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This would be welcomed on 


his part. This would mean one should not further drag out these 


talks but take steps to push talks forward, to stop empty statements, 


and one should take concrete action. Even more important would be 


. to see concrete action coming out from new departure I had referred 
to. | | 


20. I replied, M new departure I had referred to was 


renunciation threat force proposed by my side. It was departure 


he still refused to undertake. It was departure which was 


fundamental. | 


21. Wang replied I had said that relaxation tension in Taiwan 
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area was fundamental problem to be dealt with between us. To 

tnis he agreed. Question remained by what formula disputes 

between us were to be settled. Any proposal for settlement this 
probiem which violated sovereign: rights of one side was unacceptable. 
Any proposal to solve this auestion should be based on respect of 
sovereign rights. He had made this pro 7% fully clear in course our 
Jiscussion and in proposals his side put forth on renunciation 
forces. ‘fethod of dragging out talks could not settle these 
problems between us. Hd Now it remained for us to see what action 
U.S. would take to bring about genuine settlement this dispute. 

22. I replied, first problem not question settling one 

wey or other sovereign rights nor settling formulae or forums 

in which this matter may be discussed. I had tried to make it 
clear first ouestion was to agree we were not going to fight -- 
that is, that the threat to use force had been withdrawn. I had 
offered him various formulae #6 for draft declarations which would 
enable him fully to preserve his position and enable him to 
vnursue his policies Steet rename ihseat of force. He had come 
bac: with various formulae and drafts which in themselves in the 
lirht of discussions here, and of public statements, made it 


clear he preserved right threaten and use force.. He asked that 


I nevotiate substance of question itself under that threat. I had 
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tried make it as clear as I could this is what I could not and 


would not do. However, once that threat removed in clear and 


unequivocal statement we could then in that atmosphere discuss 
further steps to be taken. 


236 
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Wang replied, in settlement tension in Taiwan area, the 


question of sovereign rights could not be put aside. If sovereign 


rights were discarded, then a state could no longer be considered 
— a state. 


of the United States 





I had stated the central problem was avoiding war between 

weRe 
us. But China not proposing to start a war with U.S. They he 
prepared to settle problems between us: by just methods but 
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this did not mean surrender to any side. It -would not serve 


useful purpose to repeat old words which had been repeated many 


times. Repitition of old words and remarks did not constitute 


new departure. With respect my remarks this morning concerning 


Chinese civilians in U.S. he could not be satisfied with those 


remarks. He reserved comments for next meeting. 


24. I had nothing more and suggested next meeting 
August 8. He agreed. : : 


Gowen 
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Dear Ralph: ers 


I want to thank you most heartily for your letter 
of July 5 and the very full enclosures which, together 
with your most welcome telegram on Tseng enabled me 
to be fully armed for today's meeting. As you will see 
I was able to smother him with detail on Tseng and he had 


no comeback whatever at today's meeting. 
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gn Relations. 
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As far as coment cn today's meeting is concerned, 

I have nothing to add to my telegram. I, of course, did 

( not expect he would in any way overtiy react to my 
effort to nut across the point we would not necessarily 
stop the Talks if the Americans were released, and it 
is hard for me to tell whether it went across. It may not 
have, and I will work on this as opvortunity arises. Teil 
the Secretary I greatly aporeciated his personal message 
on this and will continue to pnlay it as best I can. While 
it is only a factor in their failure to let them go, it 
is perhaps one that I will be able to remove. 


of the United States 
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It was good to have Hi here but was sorry to learn 
after his arrival that it meant again busting uv his 


bei vacation. 


With Ekvall now staying in Psris between meetings 
there will be no one here to receive messages, handle 
correspondence or sort out incoming material. (Incidentaliy, 
I told Wang that Popver would be the contact here for 
any messages between meetings.) Therefore, I have 
several suggestions for handling material along the linés 


of our conversation. 
First, 


Ralph N. Clough, Esquire, 
Director. Office of Chinese Affairs, 


« Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 
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First, on the understanding that CA will screen 
and transmit to me all vertinent material from the FBIS, 


I suggest that FBIS be told no longer to transmit its 
file to me. 


I would suggest that insofar as is practical a copy 
of such material be sent directly to me as well as to 


Ed as it appears without waiting for the now monthly 
letter. 


I would suggest that press statements on our part, 


records of MAC meetings, speeches and similar unclassified 
material te similarly handled. 


In general, it would be best thet classified material 
such as the FBI revorts on Dr. Lin or other classified 
material for which I may have a need in meetings co-tinue 
to be sent to me here. This obviates the problem cf 


my having to carry classified material witir me on the 
plane. 


Also, vlease tell whoever handles it that they can 
cease sending me here the tear sheets from the Daily 
Summary but I would appreciate continu’ng to receive 
them at Prague. 


I am asking Mrs. Gress, who is my secretary ona 
contract basis, te come in once a week to go through and 
sort out incomine mail, but what I suggest above will 


reduce its volume. I may well have other suggestions 
later. 


With regari to =Skvali he has been told by the “A 
office in Paris that he should be in the States two months 
before his retirement date which is the latter part of 
February. They have told him that he should therefore 
plan to depart in December. Therefore, -if we want to hold 
him through the January meeting DA should say something 
to the MA in Paris. So that both of us know where we 
stand I suggest you get someone to work on this right 
away with the DA and get the date definitely established. 


Vreeland is also leaving but I have been able to 
arrange with the Consulate to have Cameron Le Clair replace 


him 
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=. him beginning next meeting. 
I forgot to mention in my telegram, but you will 
notice from the full record that I threw in a stort 
3 reference to the missing military personnel at today's 
ly 


meeting. I felt that in the context of mentioning ny 
trip to the States and the press stories on the Congres- 


sional Resolution its omission by me at today's meeting 
would have been comere 
Cly s 771d Las 


I hope Walter Robertson is getting along all right. 
Give him my best. 


- At; eit, — mae 
’ 


Sincerely yours, / 
fp mi’;! / 


#4 [: f. 
U. Alex%is Johnson 
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I have {ust received -mr latter of July 11 ami will not try 
te comment cn it in detail at this tine. Jeediess to say xe vill 








, ae procead to sct on your variovs st ezestions,none of which seers 

. “f rarticvlarl: difficult to accorplish. 

} ig 

7 f The murcese cf this letter 13 to inform you tust the Secretar’, 


Mr. Derding ond “or. “obertsen are meeting teday with rerresertatives 
of Arerican tress media to see +etser a formla can Le worked cut 
which weold -ermit Limited travel ty correswomdents to Corpunist China 
without too sericusly comromisin- ovr China felicy. hether it «ill 
se possible to devise ony effective safe;:vard arainst a crecval 
erosion of all trevel restrictions, + ratoeer doubt. lowever, it locks 
ver; mch as if ve will maxe the attest. 


— 





a 


If we should umiertake a l/-ited relaxation af our travel can 
to -ermit cerresrondents to fo to \ersumist “Trina, ‘© see any 
acrantarve in mmeuncine this to -enr at Geneva simultaneousl, with 
or prior to mullic anneuncerent7 ince ve teck a firm position last 
sear that we veuld net authorise such trovel so lonz as the Chineec 
Covmunists refuse to release the i-rrisoned Arericans, it is hard 
to see ‘ow we covld ret anv rileave out of announcing to Comunist China 
that ve are sckinre dam on this roizt. “ns the contrary ovr action 
mish:t sirply corfirn the Communists in their aprcarent celief tiat tim 
is on *xeir cide am! that we will eventvall> take tie concessions towy 
desire without their releasing the Arericans or takine any other step 
thich they michAt rerard es concussion to 1s. This of course would be 
the case shotoer ve ennounced cur acticn in the Goeneva form or note 


eo 7 


ere 


of the United States 
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veciassi rice 


Ce would op-reci:zte your vicws on this 22 seen as pessivlo. Tiore 
4s exclosei a draft -resa release which will ve -or an idea of ‘he 
tyre cf ammeuncesent shich is being ccencidared, It is 57 no ~eans 
final and ray waderre many further chary cs. 


Sincerely :curc, 


Ral sh J. Clou;h 
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DRAFT FPESS RELTASE 





The policy of the "nited States :ith r-ference to Comunis: 
in China, non-recognition. no comercial or cultural relations 2nd 
related matters has teen receutly restated ty the Secretary cf “tate 
in his address of June 25, 1957, at Sam Francisco. In amplie-tic- cf 
this rolicr, there are relevant lnws ond executive orcers, notcbly the 
Tradine with the "nem Act and determirations there-under, Cenerally 
speaiinre, it is not consistent with "nited “tates rolicy, or Inv, 
that there te travel t& ‘rericens to the sre1s of China now wader 
Communist contre’, 

Fowever, the Seerrtary of State kas cetermined that, in chew of the 
Gesirahility of additicnal in“or-ation resrectine wurrent ernditionrs 
within China, it may prove consistent with the foreien policr of the 
United States that excerticnally, there te trovel ty 2 strictly limited 
mrter of ‘reriern news rerresentatives to the China rainlané to rermit 
a4rect ~ororting by then to the American reople about conditions in the 


area under Chinese Corrunist contro!. 


The De-art-ent 
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The Départment of State is therefore wi’line on 2n exrcrinental 


tas-5 to issue ressrorts not restricted as recards travel to ind on the 
mainland of China to not more than ten to fiftsen exrerience? -ro- 
fessional ‘neric2n news representatives. These rerresentitives wil? 

be cesipnated, not by the Cerart-ent, tt by the rafor news tedia— 
newsrarere rmidio, television and magazines — 2s they have in cther 
gi vcetions requiring a limitation of mmters, The lerart-ent =-tes 
that representatives of many news medin have alreaéy sugreestcd that 

a rerresentative fro- each of the trelve orranicctions which ~aintained 
fulietine Anerican corresrondents in Onina -t *he time of “he 
Co-munist assunction cf power te included in the designated corres- 
vondents, and the Terartrent Is wrerered to ad-rt this sugrestion if 
ghere is substantial acree-ent ty the safor news redia. The rrovisicns 
of the Tradinz with the *nemy Act and t** re~w:'-ticns issned there. 
under will te ensrended to the lirited extent re-uired ty t*is 

expe” iment. The experinent will be carried cut on the folleving 
aseumrptions: 


(1) That the rresent validation of passports will be for a 


reriod 








we: 
— 
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4 X 
oy period expiring Decenter 31, 1957. 
x — (2) That these traveling to mainland China do so inewing that 


they face atner-21 rersonel risis due to tho failure of the Chinese 





Communist ~ecime to treat Arerican citizens tn acconiance vith the 
accerted code of civilized nations, 


(2) That all of the rerresentatives desimted ty the nafor 


eo ee eee ee - 


imerican news recia on this tasis receive Co~sunist rermission to enter 


the China saininnd, with the understanding tht they intend to travel, 


of the United States 


get infornation. and freely rerort as to rea) cerditicrs in Cina, It 
is *ored thit Srerictn corresronéents in ~ainiend China will te able to 


‘+e 


i report on the concition and treatment of the Americans illegally heid 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


in Chinese rrisons, 1a¢ te whose fate there is «= der concern on the 
rart of the American mition, It ic also to be wunderstocd that the 
United States will not accord recirrocal visas tc Chinese bearing 
ie: 
passports issued t- the Chinese Cormuni-t regine. 
(4) The Derartrent emphasizes that the linited exception ‘ere 
| sugrested is upon an experimental tasis, If for any reason it cannot 


aw be carried out substantially in accordance with the conditions states 
eres 


above 
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above, or is otherwise found ty the lerart~ent to have direct or 


aa indirect consequences adverse to the foreign policy of the United 
' States, then the experiment wil’ te discontinued. 
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Dear Ralph: 





ment to Yang on a partial relaxation of 


times. Would perhaps "trial period" be 


Hurriedly yours, 


of the United States 
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Raloh N. Cloush, Ssquire, 
Director, ’ 
Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Department of State, 
wert Washineton 25, D. C. 





UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


American Embassy, 
Prasue, Czecho 
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t The couriers have just broucht in your letter of July 18 

4 and I am sending this reply back directly with them. I entirely 
| agree that there is nothine to be gained by my making any state- 
: 


our travel ban on 


correspondents for Communist China if that should take place. 


On a hurried readinse of the draft press release I am some- 
what struck by the word "experiment". It appears in it several 


preferable? 


i 
s Johnson 
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Dear Alex: 


Biel 
2 


¥e have just received rour letter of duly 26 with your recommendation 
ageinst mentionine at Geneva amy partial relaxation wiich may take place in 
cur ban cn travel to Cemmmist China. ‘the results of *the meetine to which I 
referred in my letter of July 10 were inconclusive as you will see from the 
enclosed memorandum ef ccnversation. The Department has just written to all 
news orranications which maintain at least one frell-tine correspondent abroad, 
inquiring whether they vould stxtion a corresrondcent in Ciina if it vere pessible 
to do so. It is heced m the basis of the replies to reach a more realistic 
estimate of the mm-der of American correspondents who misht te stationed in 
Communist China -2 2 tore or less vermanent tasis, “he matter vill then be 
discusaed further with the rress. 


MMI ETE 
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| Wane's comments on the Secretary's speech have been parallelcd by other 
Chinese Communist statements, notadj; a speech to the Vational feoples' <onrress 
by Chanc Yanefu { cony enclosed). dudsine from these statements I vould expect 
Vang to maintain is mther hard line at the next seeting, we have just 
received a rerort frem a richly sensitive scurce to the effect that sao [se-tune 
in ids speech of -ebruary 27 stated that the most arpromriate time to establisia 
diplomatic relations with the sad ted States would be curing the third Seyear 
Dlan (192-1967) , since the disrarity between the tee comtries in economic 
mower would te cansidersbSly redueed oy that = iswever, he added that the 
Formosa protlem would have to be resolved firs This confirms indications ve 
have received fram other sources By the nll -ormnists co rot expect an: 
early rrorress in the directicn formal relations vith the inited States and 
are villinc to tide their time. 
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of the United States 
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A correspondent telephoned ‘rs. Fecteau to tell her that the press «as 
about to be permitted to send representatives to Communist China. er imrediate 
end srontanecus resronse, which was picked up cy the wire services, ¥as trat if 


they 


The onorable 
u, Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Ceneva, 
American Consulate Ceneral, 
Geneva. 
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they ~ent she ranted to so too and see her son. She has not ret made any request 
ef the Department, but certainly if correspondents fo we can expect immediate 
pressure from relatives of the prisoners to be allowed to do so. 


I have sent vou a copy ef the mexorandum of conversation wita Tir. Dalal 
from the Indian Inbassy concernminre the impounding by Treasury of a sum of money 
from another departing Chinese, isiao Chiemei. ‘Ye nave since furnished iir, ralal 
at his request cepies of pertinent extracts from the Foreizm Assets Control lieru- 
lations and the trade control remilations of the Department of Commerce. I have 
explained to him that these regulations apply to everyone alike and that there is 
nothing in the 4rereed Announcement which requires us to discrininate in favor of 
returning Chinese with resnect to export of soods on money to Communist Cirina. 


fense is instructing Fannmunjom to make a staterent in the MAC on the 
missing £50, The text cf the statement is the one you approved wile in Washincton 
of which I am enclosing a copy. Fe do not imow yet when the UNC will make the 
statement, tut we hope it will be before your September meeting. 


At the request of Fathers MeCarthy and ioule, the American ted Cross sent a 
telegrachic plea to the Chinese "ed Cross in Peiping for the release of Father 
Wammer on humanitarian rcrounds. A curt messace just received by the Arerican “cd 
Cross reads" Authorities contacted not consider release J... iarneor." 


we Rave been in corresnondence with John Dexter, who is beins trained in 
Taivan to replace Zeb “cvall as interpreter next January, Fresent plans ars 
for nim to leave Taiwan Seniermber 1°th and reeeive an additional month's training 
in the Derartrent's Lanruare Services Division following his leave and before 
voing to Ceoneva, “e are nerotiatine with 1" in the hove that ve can have hin rut 
on the 2 rayrell as a repular member of the Consulate General staff, tut with 
the understanding that he would be available to you as desired and that he would 
receive further lenfwage training at the Ecole des Intermretes between meetings 
and in addition to his regular dutiea, Je is one of cur most talented young 
Chinese lancvere officers and has been woricing hard in vreparation for this 
assisnzent. I am confident you will find him satisfactory, althou;h I realize 
it will be quite a Jolt to part with dob, who has the work so well in hand. We 
want John to have a week or two of consultation with fob either in Washington or 
Geneva cependinz upon how the schedile of meetinss is running at that time. ‘he 
ideal thins would be for hin te sit in with Dob at a meeting before he takes over 
on nis om. 


Mr. Nobertson will be avay the last two weeks of Sugust and I an hoping to 
take off the last week myself. It would ther:fore be mich rore convenient for us 
if ;our September meeting could fall on September 12 mther than September Sth. 


Regarding the sorting and vreparaticn of material received in Ceneva durin: 
your abtsences, I believe that if we keep the volume dow to the necessary minizun, 
and follow your surgestion of sending copies whenever possible to cd in Londen 
as well as to Pracue, it should prove possible for Job or 2d to arrive in Ceneva 
a fey nu 3 ahead of you and complete the sorting in that time, 


We 











hope rou will remind rour secretary to send us 2 carson 
enclosing it in >our next. 
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2. Remind Wanz he promised under Agreed Announcement 
take certain measures enable imprisoned Americans exercise 
right return. Only measures taken with recard any of Americans 
still remaining have had contrary effect. Challenze Wang to 
cite any measure taken by Chinese Communists to carry out 
Agreed Announcement with respect to Downey, xedmond, Fecteau, 
heCann, Wagner or McCormack. It would have been simple matter 
for Chinese Communists demonstrate sincerity and good faith by 
release these prisoners had they desired do so. Such action 
even now would have favorable effect on atmosphere these talks. 


3. Maintain position other matters also. 
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TWO HOUR AND FIVE MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING, 


LS 


| SCENED WITH LONG STATEMEMT REVIEWING RENUNCIATION OF 
FORL:. DISCUSSIONS CLOSING THIS PORTION OF STATEMENT WITH 
"| AM PREPARED TO DISCUSS THIS VITAL ISSUE AS LONG AS 
NECESSARY TO REACH AGREEMENT, AND WHEN THIS HAS BEEN ACCOMPLISHE 
WE CAN GO ON TO DISCUSS OTHER TOPICS UNDER AGENDA ITEM 
Two," | CONCLUDED STATEMENT WITH IMPLEMENTATION STRONGLY 
NOTING NO PRISONERS RELEASED SINCE DEC 1955 PRIOR TO COMPLETION 
ON SENTENCE AND ASKING HIM “CITE ONE SINGLE MEASURE" 


TAKEN TO CARRY OUT AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT WITH RESPECT TO 
REMAINING SIX, 


of the United States 
Sa 
1g8¢8/€6'! 


ri 
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US POLICY OF "HOSTILITY" TOWARD PRC CHANGED, "FUTILE 

WISHFUL TININKING TO EXPECT PJC WILK EVER RECOGNIZE UNDER , 
GUISE OF RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE US OCCUPATION TAIWAN," S 
"IF US NOT GOING GIVE UP POLICY OF HOSTILITY AND SUBVERSION 

AND AGRESSION AGAINST PRC AND INDULGES IN EMPTY TALK OF t=} 
RENUNCIATION OF FORCE THIS CAN ONLY BE TERMED AS A DECEIVING 
TACTIC," HE REPEATED USUAL CHARGES ON IMPLEMENTATION ALLEGING i7U 
TSENG KUANG-CHIH "ALWAYS DESIRED TO RETURN" AND WAS THROWN INT 
MENTAL HOSPITAL AS “ACT OF REPRISAL" AND TO FRIGHTEN OTHER 
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DURING COURSE GIVE AND TAKE | RETURNED HARD TO THEME AMERICANS 
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China Talks - 69th Meeting 


WWame of Officer 





1. I opened 69th with following statement: °°t?°? t? PC/8 


ae "In looking over the record of our nearly two years' of 
negotiation on the vital topic of renunciation of force, I 

am concerned that despite the many months of discussion there 
has been no progress since early 1956. Indeed I might even 
say that with the submission of your draft of May 11, 1956 
much of the progress which had been achieved before then seems 
to have been wiped out. I am deeply concerned with this be- 
cause the threat to peace in the Taiwan area which prevailed 
when we first began discussion of this topic still exists 

and, in some respects, has increased. Your side has continued 
building up its armed strength in the Taiwan area while at the 
seme time continuing to make clear that it will use this armed 
strength if necessary to achieve its policy objectives. 


b. The basic views of my government as to the question of 
renunciation of force remain those which I set forth in our 
meeting on October 8, 1955. You will recall that I stressed 
that the U.S. was not proposing that either side abandon its 
views or give up the right peacefully to pursue its policies, 
or that either side renounce the right to defend itself. I 
simply sought, and I still seek, an agreement whereby both 
sides would renounce force as a means of pursuing their 
respec'ive policies, both generally and particularly in | 
regard to the Taiwan area. Such a reciprocal renunciation. ~~ 
of force we regarded, and still regard, as an essential first 


step toward the peaceful settlement of differences between 
our two governments. 


, : : : i Relations 
ified for Publication in Foreign 
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Ce At our October 27 meeting you submitted a draft agreed: f° 
announcement dealing with the subject of renunciation of force 
As you will recall we found your draft deficient in its - 
omission of any reference to the right of self-defense and tin“; ' 
its failure to relate renunciation of force to the Taiwan drea.: ' 
ms We aiso felt that your suggestion for a foreign ministers tv 
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meeting was, at best, premature at that stage when your side 
was still unwilling unequivocally to renounce the use of 

force with respect to the Taiwan area. In our draft agreed 
announcement of November 10 we attempted to use language 

which would be mutually agreeable, not prejudicing the substan- 
tivepposition of either side and yet meeting the fundamental 
requirements. Thus our draft made it clear that renunciation 

of force would not prevent either side from peaceably pur- 

suing its policies or deprive either side of the right of self- 


defense, but it would have application to the Taiwan area 
as well as general application. 


de With these two drafts before us we continued our discussion 
of the problem of renunciation of force during our 26th and 

27th meetings and at our 28th meeting on December 1 you sub- 
mitted a draft which was brief and couched in rather general 
terms. While this draft of December 1 did not entirely meet 

the requirsments of the situation it did represent, we 

felt, a distinct step forward toward agreement. We were 

still disturbed, however, by the absence of specific reference 
in your December 1] draft to the Taiwan area or to the right of 
self-defense, and on January 12, 1956 we suggested two 


simple amendments to your draft designed to cover these two 
points. 





Ci In our meetings during the next six weeks much of our 
discussion centered around the two amendments which we had 
proposed at our January 12 meeting. You will recall that I 
drew a distinction between the claims and views of the two 
sides with respect to the situation in the Taiwan area and 

the question of renouncing force as an instrument of policy. 
Our proposals with respect to the draft declaration on 
renunciation of force were not designed, and are not now 
designed, to bind your side to an acceptance of our policies 
with respect to the Taiwan area any more than our agreement 

to such a declaration binds us to accept your policies 
respecting the Taiwan area. In an effort to reassure you that 
our proposed amendments did not seek to prejudice your policies 
with respect to Taiwan, we submitted on April 19 further 
proposals, revising those we had put forward on January 12. 








f. Nevertheless, you declared our further efforts to meet i 

your point of view unacceptable and in your arguments made it oe 
clear that what you objected to in our April 19 draft was med 
really that it failed to prejudice the U.S. position -- not Be 
that it prejudiced your side's position. - You made it clear 
that your side would consider acceptable only a declaration 
which permitted it to continue to exploit the threat of the 
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use of force. Then on May 11 you submitted a new draft 7 


announcement which wiped out completely the fairly extensive 
area of agreement which had seemingly been achieved by the 
submission of your December 1 draft. Your May 11 draft, 
unfortunately, included every element of your side's 
position to which we had expressed opposition together with 
new unacceptable points not previously put forward. 


£g- I have reviewed in some detail the course of our nego- 
tiations on renunciation of force because of my deep concern 
that we should not relax our efforts to reach agreement on 

this fundamental issue. Since the submission of your draft 

of May 11, 1956, which, as I have just pointed out, represented 
an unfortunate retrogression in the progress of our negotiations, 
we have made no progress on this subject, and I have felt 

that you have not been sincerely interested in reaching agree- 
ment on it, but rather have attempted to obscure our dis- 
cussions by bringing up subsidiary side issues. This tactic 
will not get us anywhere, for only by resolving satisfactorily 
the issue of renunciation of force can we expect to nake 
progress on other topics under item two of our agenda. As 

I said at our last meeting I am prepared to discuss this vital 
issue as long as necessary to reach agreement, and when this 


has been accomplished we can go on to discuss other topics 
under agenda item two. 


he Mr. Ambassador, it is unfortunate that nearly two years 
after we had reached an agreement under agenda item one I 
should still find it memsx necessary to come back to that 
item in these meetings. It is difficult for the American 
people and I must confess for me, Mr. Ambassador, to under- 
stand how six of the Americans whose cases we came here two 
years ago specifically to discuss can still remain in prison 
in spite of our agreement. Once again let me stress, too, 
that it is not only a matter of American inability to under- 
stand how this situation can exist, but a matter of strong 


and deeply felt indignation on the part of all Americans that 
it does exist. 


i. As far as I can see, Mr. Ambassador, if there have been 

any measures taken by your government since the agreed announce- 
ment respecting the Americans who remain imprisoned in your 
country, they would seem to have had an effect opposite to 

that which was clearly set out as your in’ention in the agreed 
announcement. Otherwise, how can it be explained that during 
the whole year of 1956 and up to the present.in the year 1957, 
not a single imprisoned American citizen has been released 

by the authorities of your country until his full sentence was 


completed? Is this by any stretch of the imagination an | 
indication 
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indication that measures have been taken to help these 


unfortunate citizens return to their country? Is it possible 
that not one American who remained in your jails after 
December 1955 could be credited with good behaviour which 
might have enabled the authorities in the normal course of 
events (regardless of the agreed announcement or of these 
discussions) to have released the prisoner a few weeks or 
months before the expiration of his sentence? On the 

record of the past year and a half, it is difficult to 

escape the conclusion, Mr. Ambassador, that the agreed announce- 
ment solemnly made between us has in no way expedited the 
release of the imprisoned Americans. If this is not so, I 
would appreciate it if you could cite one single measure 

taken by the authorities of your government to carry out the 


agreed announcement with respect to Messrs. Downey, Redmond, 
Fecteau, McCann, Wagner or MacCormack. 


j- Release of these imprisoned Americans, all of whom have 
served many years in jail already, would have been an action 
not only in keeping with the letter and spirit of this 

agreed announcement but also a demonstration of sincerity 

and good faith on the part of your authorities. I profoundly 
regret that your side has not seen fit to take such action. 
Even now, however, release of these prisoners would have a 
most favorable effect on the atmosphere of our meetings here 
as we continue to discuss the other issues before us." 

2. Wang replied. He had listened carefully to the review 


on 


I had made of the two year old negotiations/which I had tried 


to draw a balance sheet for the past two years. However, he 


could discover no new factors or elements in the new statement 


which I had made at great length and taking great time. The 
essential issue before us is an old one, that is, how are we 
going to settle disputes between our two countries and how 
tensions between us in the Taiwan area are going to be relaxed . 
In the course of the negotiations we have disputed at great 


length our respective points of view on this:issue. Now let 


us recognize that we could not b ring about agreement in respect 


«to the 
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a to the positions of the two sides. If we could have done | 


so, he would assume we would have already reached agreement 





long before. However, to repeat old arguments and old 


positions gives no neip to the present discussions, 
ey 
3. Wang continued. /MK have agreed to the idea of making a 


declaration by the two sides on the renunciation of force. 
Indeed, me hove put forward a number of drafts of such a 
declaration. The objective of any declaration must be to find 
ways and means for settlement of disputes between the two 
countries in the Taiwan area so that tension there could be 
relaxed. The proposals my side has put forward under cover 
of so-called renunciation of forces, and unreasonable position 


his 


contained therein have long been refuted by SM side. Our 
side's 


sits attempts to get them to recognize the present situation 


of the United States 


of American occupation of Taiwan under cover of what we call 





right of self-defense are futile and xf wishful thinking. 
4. Wang continued. During long discussions during the two 
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years of these talks U.S. side has shown it does not have 
serious desire to improve Sino-American relations or relax 
tensions in the Taiwan area because our side continues to 
carry out a hostile policy toward China. Even in the course 
of these talks, our side has never ceased to create tensions 


in the Taiwan area and around the territory of his country. 





That is the fundamental problem which still exists. 
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| 5. If the United States is not going to give up a policy 


of hostility and subversion and aggression against the PRC, 
and indulge in empty talk of renunciation of force, this 
can only be termed as a deceiving tactic. He did not see 
how it would get us anywhere or give us any help ih our 
present talk to repeat the old arguments made this morning. 
6. Wang continued. Le had suggested at the last meeting a 


new departure. However, he did not feel my statement this 


morning is prompted by the idea of a new departure. 


7+ Wang continued. Insofar as implementation of the agree- 


ment on the first item of the agenda is concerned, if anyone 
is disaatisfied it is his side. 
the opening of the talks all Americans who desire to return 
have done so except criminal offenders serving prison terms, 
whereas on the U.S. side the Chinese who are imprisoned in 
jails there still remain in these jails without any change 
in their situation. 

8. Wang continued. Our side consistently obstructs the 


return of the Chinese nationals who wish to return. Those 


As is generally known, since 


persons who returned all spoke of the unreasonable obstruction 


by our authorities. Our authorities have employed many means 


of obstructing their return. One of the familiar patterns 


is when one of their citizens lets it be known that he wants 


to go, threats are made, political questions are asked, and he 


is even threatened with being sent to Taiwan or resort is made 


_ 


to inducements by offering him what is known as permanent 
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| residence. When the above threats failed, the next step 





is rough# handling. The individual is detained for immediate 
deportation and is not allowed a reasonable time to prepare 
for deportation, including persons who are sick. 

9. Wang continued. Hu Teh-yun, who was deported from New 
York in March of this year has experienced this suffering. 
Mr. Hu nearly lost his life as his serious stomach ailment 
was not properly cared for during his detention. 

10. Wang continued. As to the practice of our authorities 
in putting Chinese students who want to go home in mental 
hospitals, Mr. Tseng Kuang-chih has provided a solid example. 
He must refute my explanation made at our last meeting on 


this case. Mr. Tseng Kuang-chih always desired to return. 


of the United States 


For this reason Wang gave me his name at last meeting. Yet 
instead of taking measures in accordance with the agreed 
announcement our authorities had to put him in hospital for 


fourteen months despite the fact that his studies and work 
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were normal. Confining him for mental illness was evidently 
an act of reprisal. It # also was to frighten other Chinese 
students who wanted to return. When our authorities failed 
to stop his leaving they retarded his departure. 

ll. Wang continued. In the case of Dr. Lin Lan-ying and 
Mr. Hsiao Chi-mei they also reported similar incidents. 

12. Wang continued. He must point out this obstruction 





. is the policy of our side and also violates our agreement 
as | 
am: and 
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apo 
and all humanitarian principles. He demanded an accounting 


42 and 47 persons who still have not yet returned. 


13. I replied that I regretted that I could not find in any- 


thing he had said here this morning the slightest indication 
that his Soverqmens is willing to renounce its threat to 


use force/mm® could not otherwise obtain its policy objectives 


in the Taiwan area. This is the difficulty we ¢/ faced when 
came here to find a method of peacefully settling our 


differences and the difficulty we still face. No amount of 


words or misrepretation of the plain words in the proposals 
we have put forward can change this fact. 


14. I continued. With regard to the first item of our agenda 


he entirely ingnored the genesis and history of our talks 
on this subject. 


of the United States 


We are not here to put forth preepexxtsx 


propaganda statements for the public which obscure the issue, 





but we are here to discuss on the basis of facts and, between 


the two of us, to settle these issues. 
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15. I have tried calmly, obje@tively and frankly to deal 


with him on the questions that we face. A statement such 


as “since the opening of these talks all the Americans who 
desired to return have done so except for a few criminals 


serving sentences" does not contribute to a settlement of 


this issue. Both of us perfectly well know when we came here 


7 
ay 


we were discussing precisely those Americans who were in pris 


on. 
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I accepted the proposals and suggestions he made which he 


said wou’d expeditiously resolve the problem. As I have 


again pointed out this morning, rather than resolve, it 


appears to have worked in the opposite direction. Since 


December 1955 not a single prisoner has been released even 


a day before the completion of his sentence. I again pointed 


out, entirely apart even from the agreed announcement, it 
is common practice even under normal procedure for prisoners 


to be given time off for good bmhawkems behavior. However, 


each of these prisoners has been held right up to the last 


day of his sentence. I asked him this morning how the agreed 


announcement could be said in any way, under the most liberal 


been 
or strained interpretation, be said to have/applied to them. 


TI asked him to cite one single measure taken by his authorities 


with respect to the six 





who still remain in his prisons. I 


still await his answer. 


17. I continued. With regard to the Ghinese in the United 


States his vague, unsubstantiated and erroneous charges of 





obstruction to their return does not obscure two basic factors. 
The first fact is the Chinese who desire tc do so are 

steadily and regularly returning to his country. To the g 
best of our knowledge not less than 353 have returned since the 


beginning of our talks here. The second fact is that the 





very agency which he suggested for the purpose has not called 


to our attention a single case of any obstruction to departure. 


18. _ 
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I went on to say that such/as "On the United States' 
side Chinese still imprisoned remain without any change in 


their situation", as he was well aware, did not correspond 


to the facts. Every Chinese in our prisons who desired to do 


so has been permitted to go home without regard to length of 
sentence and without regard to his eligibility for normal 


parole and release. 


19. I continued. 


Axxfar As far as Mr. Tseng is concerned, 


I pointed out that less than a year and a half from his 


entry into the U.S., that is, in June 1949, he showed signs 


of and was treated for mental illness. I also pointed out 


to Wang that when Mr. Tseng asked to return to his country 
and it appeared that he was able to make a decision, he was 


given every assistance in doing so . The Indian Embassy 


with which he was in correspondence was kept informed of 


his case. Not oniy was he permitted to return but an 


attendant to care for him during his trip was furnished by 


the United States Government. As I said at our last meeting, 


rather than ill-founded complaints, an expression of appre- 


ciation for the care offered him would be in order. 


2c. I continued. 


As far as the Chinese returning to his 
country violating laws and regulations of the United States 
ecncerning the expert of funds or regulations are concerned, 


all I can say is that they (no more than any other alien or 


American citizen) would not be permitted to do so. These 


__ 
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i long-standing laws and regulations are applicable to all 
persons. It is my understanding that his country has comparable 


rigorously 
laws and regulations which have been/ppplied to Americans 


leaving his country. Dissatisfied as we may have been, 1 

did not and have not raised this question with him. What I 
was interested in was that these Americans be permitted to 
return. . 

21. Wang replied with regard to the question of civilians we» 
he had already made it quite clear that U.S. residents are 
free to return without any obstruction. His position in 

this regard is exactly in conformity with the agreed announce- 
: civilian offenders 


ment kwex between us. Insofar as American gtytttanxsxnthx 


are concerned the facts also have given evidence that of the 


of the United States 


40 persons in this category at the beginning of our talks 





there now remain only six. We have noted that many Chinese 

are imprisoned in the United States . Of 34 persons whose 

names I gave him, there still remain 33 in prison. 
reference 

22. Wang continued with xefmrrat to the question of an 


expression XxXRRXEREYKESISA of their will, while these persons 
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warg still are being kept in prison, he had made it clear 
hard 


that it was/hat for him to believe persons in these circum- 


stances are able to express their free will. The number of 





Chinese in the United States is very great. .The number of 


Chinese students alone is about some 5,000 persons. The 








es | number of persomss who have returned to his country is very | *. See 


small. _] 
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23. Wang continued. There are still many Chinese in the 


U. S. who desire to return and are not able to do sog Those 
who did return did not return easily but only after they 
have experienced all sorts of obstruction and all sorts 

of threats or inducements have they succeeded in coming home. 


Persons are even dealt with as mental patients without any 


reason at all and are handcuffed as criminals. No amount 


of words can cover up these facts. If any side is dissatis- 


fied over this cuestion, it is his side. It is his sincere 


hope that the Americsn Government will change this obstructive 


behaviour so that all Chinese who desire to do so can return 


— 


without encountering any obstruction. 
a4. 


of the United States 


I replied that he had made to me the statement that 


American residents in China are free to return. As I recalled 


it, this wos precisely the same statement he had made to me 
on August 2, 1955. 
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We then discussed the question of Americans 


in prison. I had entered into the agreed announcement with 


a clear understanding that that would have an effect on their 


situation and enable them expeditiously to return. As token and 


confirmation of my understanding, on the same day as the agreed 


announcement, he announced to me the names of ten persons 


who were released. Since December 1955 not a one has been 


able to return prior to the full completion of his sentence. 
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| 25. I went on to say that I had asked him this morning and - 
again asked him in what way had the agreed announcement been 


























applied to or in any way affected the ability to return of 
those persons since December 1955 or those six who still 
remained. J found not the slightest evidence of what the 


effect had been, except apparently for the womsax worse. 


26. Wang replied that the action we had taken on this 

they had 
question of civilians wholly conformed with what mmdonm said 
in public. 


Nobody can ever point out an incident in which 
an American resident in China has been obstructed in returning. 
This even extends to those former prisoners of war who 


refused repatriation at the end of the Korean war. Whenever 
his mm mind 
' any one of this group indicated he had changed/and wanted to 


return, they did everything they could to help him realize 


his wish. 
Wang continued. 


27./ Nobody could ever cite any evidence that they had either 


of the United States 


in the past or at present called the American criminal 
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offenders in prisons ordinary civilian residents in China. 
There had been no change whatsoever in their policy or 
practice with regard to this group of criminal offenders. 
Any allegations or charges which did not conform to reality 
are not acceptable to his side. 


28. Wang continued. In dealing with such an issue thought 


must be given to the situation existing on both sides. Under 


circumstances in which Chinese residents in the United States 


departing 
continue to meet obstruction in GexpoumiwE one could not demand 
a anything 
CONFIDENTIAL _—i 
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| anything extraordinary on his side's part. He had | 


consistently been concerned with the question of improving 

the situation of residents abroad. 

29. I replied that he would recall that when we were nego- 
tiating the agreed announcement he first asked for the inclusion 
of an exception for persons in prison. However, I had opposed 
this and finally we had agreed upon the elimination of any 

such reference. 1 had asked him and I again asked him in 

what way the agreed announcement had in the slightest affected _/ 
American citizens in China as compared with the situation 

before its existence. 

3G. Wang replied that the matter is quite clear. They had 


never mixed up these two groups of Americans -- ordinary 





Amcrican residents and American criminal offenders. This 


of the United States 


was quite clear and he presumed no such confusion will be 
consented in any other country. 
31.. I responded that he had not answered my question. 


32. Wang replied that if I did not want to recognize a 
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distinction between the two groups, that was unilateral 





thinking on the part of the U.S. If they had at that time 
settled on the basis that there was no distinction between 
ordinary Americans and American criminal offenders what , 
would have been the use of entering into an agreement. They 
could have simply released everybody. 

oy 33. I responded by asking what the purpose of the agreement 


“ was. 34. | 
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34. Wang replied that the purpose of agreement was that 
ordinary residents and nationals of both countries could 


return to their countries freely. As a matter of fact, many 


Chinese in the U.S. who desire to return have as yet not been 


able to do so. This is a matter to which the United States 


government must give attention and carry out the agreement 
strictly. In addition to many Chinese imprisoned in the U.S., 
even innocent Chinese in the U.S. who have never offended 
against any law are still prevented from returning. 

35+ I replied that Wang said,before we ever entered into the 
agreement, what he called ordinary Americans could leave his 
country. But what he now seemed to be saying was that 
the agreed announcement did not and was not intended by 


his government to bring about any change in the situation 


which existed prior to the agreed announcement. All I could 


say was that this was flatly contradictory to my understanding 


and to the plain words of the announcement itself. 


36. Wang replied that this was only an American statement. 
It was no use making such a statement. They always acted in 
accordance with the agreement. However, Americans who have 
offended against the laws of China must be dealt with in 


accordance with those laws. 


37. As neither of us had anything further to say, I suggested 
September 5 for the next meeting. 





Wang countered by suggesting 
September 12 to which I agreed. 
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Dear Ralphs: 


Well, another meeting went off just about as expected. t~ 
I decided not to follow up rore at today's meeting on 
renunciation but save it for the next meeting. Of course, 
the result will be that he will more flatly refuse to dis- 
cuss it, but nevertheless think that I can write a pretty 
good speech on it tieing back to what he said today. The 
same on implementation. He went further today than he has 
for a long time in taking the position that the agreed 
announcement did not apply to prisoners until they were 
released, and I can renew the attack next time on that. As 
always, any new ideas any of you may have will be welcomed. 


of the United States 


He must be reading your mail to me. Frankly, I was 
going to disregard your suggestion for the next meeting 
on the 12th. As there did not seem too much new that would 
require attention from you and Walter, I thought it best 
to retain the four-week pattern, and I had personal plans 
involving my children and saving money on getting them 
back to the States that made it much better for me to meet 
on the 5th. I suggested the fifth, and he came back with 
the 12th, to which I, of course, agreed. Thus, once again 
I have been able to carry out the Department's thought 
on extending the period between meetings with the record 


of the meetings showing that the initiative has always come 
from him. 
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The sending of the material to me is working out fine 
and I have no further suggestions. As you will see from 
a separate despatch I am sending in, the Consulate here 
received a fearsome bawling-out from Communications on my 
having sent in the record of the last meeting in telegraph 
form, and I am, therefore, sending this one in by despatch 
form. If you do not get fast enough service on it at your 


end 


Ralph N. Clough, Esquire, 
' Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington, D. C. 
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end, I leave it to you to fight it out with Communications 
and tell me how to handle it. 


I am not surprised at Mrs. Fecteau's reaction to the 
possibility of travel of correspondents. From my talk with 
her I am certain that you will be receiving the same thing 
from Mrs. Downey and it seems to me that if the correspondents ' 


travel goes through it is going to be most difficult to 
resist the appeals of these two. 


If Dexter is not going to arrive until January I 
presume that you will do the necessary with the Army to 


make sure that Ekvall can stay here until the January 
meeting. 


Thus the third year has begun. Regards to all. 


eneeren orl 
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U. hiéAs Johnson 
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1 copy of letter No. 57 
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Prague, Czechoslovakia, " ge 
August 29, 1957. A WA rj 


Dear —— ~ 


Thanks very much for so promptly setting to me the text of the 
release on the trevel of correspondents which I was very happy to see. 
I suppose that we should have anticipated the Peiping reaction which, 

I believe, was mostly triggered by the specific statement that we would 
not give reciprocity. They probably found this, together with the rest 
of the statement, too much publicly, to swallow. The press have been 

so intent on the Department being their only block that they have 
utterly failed to take into consideration the possibility of Peiping 
not giving the visase Thus, things have now been worked around to 
where they should be -- that is, the controversy is between Peiping and 
the press, rather than between the Departiaent and the press, and Feipins 
is really put on the spot. If they grant the visas they will appear 
publicly to a degree to be acquiescing in the Department's position as 
set forth in the statement. If they do not grant them, they will be 
incurring the rising wrath of the American ovress expressing its outrage 
at what it feels is a double-cross by Feipinge It seems to me the best 
thing for the Department to do is to sit suiet and let reiping and the 
press fight it out. My guess is that Feiping will try to find a way 

Out by again inviting a few correspondents (perhaps some on our list ana 
sone not) for a linited trix. However, tuis is certainly not zoing to 
make the press havpy, Dastiivulariy vuvse that do not receive invitations. 
It seems to me that they have pretty much shut the door, at least for 
the time being, on grenting visas to all twenty-four. 


St’ d Zl 701 


As far as the next Geneva meeting is concerned it does not now seen 
likely wang will take the initiative in raising the matter, except per- 
heaps by oblique reference to the Depsrtment's statement in characterizing 
them as not civilized, etc., as another example of "hostility". I do not 
believe I should take the initiative in any way raisins the matter, but 
if he should do so I would have considerable material for rebuttal that 
would fill un timee I could, of course, refer to his previous statement 
to me that they were not askinz reciprocity for Chinese corresvondents 
to visit the United States, and on the "civilized" aspect I could come 
back to imvlementation. 


Ralph N. Clough, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Bureau of Far sasterm Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington. 
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Of course, there may be further developments by the time of the 


next meeting that may change the picture, but I wanted to pass on 
these thoughts at this time. 





Sincerely, 





Johnson 





ccs Edwin \). Martin, Zsquire, 
American Embassy, London. 


P.S. After writing the above I have just seen in this morning's peper 

en August 27 washington story cuoting the Secretary as saying that we will 
"consider" applications of Chinese, Communist correspondents. If the Secre- 
tary was correctly quoted this may put a somewhat different light on the 
possibilities of the subject coming up at the next meeting, and the desir- 
ability of my taking the initiative on it. I believe it is something on 
which I micht make a little mileaze. It certainly goes a lonz way to give 
Peiping a way out of the box in thich they are now in if they want to use 
it. Of course, "consider" certainly does not mean we will grant any visas, 
but it would seem to me that it dces mean we would accept applications to 
be"considered" on their merits and our laws and rezulations. knov that 
you will send me at Genev2 the full text of the Secretary's statement, which 
the article I have seen in the Herald-Tribune does not give, together with 
as much amplification as you can to enable me tc handle it with ‘ang whether 
or not you want me to take the initiative. As far as the legal aspects are 
concerned the only thins I find in the Regulations is section (2) of 22 CFR 
41.12 which contemplates the possibility cf issuing visas to holders of 
passports of non-recosnized govermnuents. I suppose this frequently comes 
up in issuing visas to officials of non-recosnized governments to attend 
the Uli. However, I do not know of any case in which we have issued such a 
visa to non-officials althcuch the principle would presumably be the same. 
Of course there is also the whole backgrounc of waivers being required for 
members of the Communist rarty, etc. In the case of recosnized Communist 
governments this has usually been handled by siving correspondents official 

However, it would seem to me that 


: 
: 
a 
3 
. 
3 
. 


a 


of the United States 
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Visas which do not require a waiver. 


this would be entirely ovt of the question in the case of an unrecognized 
government. 
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letter “No. 73 | 
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Dear Alex: 


Your letter of 4ueust 29 as very tirely reaching us yvesterdsy 
in time to rermit me to comment on it prior to vour neeting rext week. 


I anticipate as -ou do that Peiping will eve tually adnit only 
a few Arerican correspondents, Jowever, they may now seek to use 
the reciprocity issve as leverare on us to 2cduit Chinese Corrunist 
correspondents to the T. S,. As yor will see from the enclosed copy 
of the Secretary's Aucust 27 press conference, the coor to that 
possibility has tem left ajar. So far no application for entry 
f 2 Chinese correspondent has been received, 








of the United States 
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The decision to avthorize limited travel to Corrginist China 
by correspondents has greatly reduced the tresswre on the Deparinant 
over this isste, Some of the correspondents waiting in Yong Kong 
have criticized the wording of the Derariment's announcemet as 
predisposins the Chinese Cormrunists to reject the rronosal tut for 
the most part the onus now cppears to be shifted to Peiping. 


GTtv dad ZL FO! 


I think you are wise in not wishing to take the initiative in raising 
the travel issue vith wkanrp at the next meeting. Vang ray reise it 
taking the same lime as the orircinal Poiping reaction to ovr announce- 
ment. 3ct his position is on avkward one and rou will have no 
difficulty in handling it. it is possible that a Chinese Communist 
newsman will aprly before the next meeting to be admitted to the 
0. S., in which casa you covld sirply reiterate ovr position that 
such individual epolications -ould be corsidered on their merits 
and in the light of the applicable i. 5S, laws and regulations. 
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We are trying to cet a copy of the new law on fingerprinting 
passed by Conrress last week but may not have it in time to enclose 
with this letter. 5Sriefly it authorizes the Secretary of State and 
the Attorney Ueneral Jointly to waive fingervrinting requirements in 

| certain cases for persons coming to the U. 4. as temporary visitors. 
| This will mike it nossible to admit visitors from iron curtain countrics 
and even from Corrmnist China without fincerprinting and without 


The Honorable 
U, Alexis Jonnson, 
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declaring the individuals to be officials «hich as you point out 
would be out of the question in case of an vnreco;nized regine. 


I enclose a cony of the order issued by the Federal District 

_ Court in the Powell-Schumann Sedition Case calline on the Chinese 
Cormunist courts for judicial assistance, This was sent by the 
court direct to Peipin=s, The Executive Branch of the Covemment 
did not rarticirate in any way, and leral opinion in the Departrent 
is that such action has no bearing on the matter cof recornition. 
Once the necessary showing has been made as to the availability 
of witnesses and the substance of their testimony, the Judge will 
have to decide vhether he would be justified in dismissing the 
case should the Department contime to refuse the defense counsel 
a passport for travel to Cormumnist China. 


We have been assvred by Major Hoffran in the Attache Jranch 
in the Department of Defense that Bob wicvall will be permitted to 


stay in Paris wmtil nidJanvary next year. We will have Dexter in 
Geneva before that tire. 


In revard to Hu Teh-:win, the ceportee Wang allered "nearly 
lost his life" because @ a serious storach complaint was not 
properly cared for during his cetention, Immircration and Naturalization 
Service has informed us there is no record cf ilu's having complained 
of amy illness during his detention rrior to deportation. ide 
surrendered himself in New York for deportation on “arch 12, and was 
hele in the imisretion detention center there for two days before 
being transferred to Les Anreles. ‘The records of the center have boen 
examined, end there is no record of his havins reorted any corplaint. 
Between March 1, and Narch 14, when he boarded the President Cleveland 
in Los Anzeles, ‘fm vas confined at the Chula Vista camp, The records 
of that carp also show that iit was in food health and revistered no 
complzints. Nedical service was freely available in both the Wew York 
carm and at Chula Vista. It is of course possible tha+ i may have 
suffered from inci¢estion aboarmi ship, as this has been mom to hspren 
aboard the President line shins. Hovever, if he cid, he would have 


had the same medical attention that any otner passencer vould have 
received, 


We have been considering the possibility of having Hammarskjold 
take uptthe cases of Downey and Fecteau in a letter to Chou En-lai, in 
line with jour conversation with the Secretary General, This would 
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sa: involve, so far as tm have tentatively thoucht it throurh here, takiu: 
the foliowing points: (1) Loney «mi Fecteau vere under the juriddiction 
and suthority ef the United Kations Command at tho tine of canture; 
: (2) they wero, accordin ly, entitled to rervatriation under the Korman 
Armistice Arreement, cven though civilians; (3) ho ever, thair existmce 
was concesled by the Chinese Corzsmnists until after the nerotiatias 
on repatriation at Panmunfom had deen concluded; (hh) by the time their 
existence was disclosed, we usd already estaulished a contact at ¥meva 
which was considered an aprrooriate forvm for arrancing the return cf 
the tye mens (5) the two men were covered by our Arreed Amouneennnt 
of L~eptember 10, and it as anticipated they vould be released in 
accordance tith that arreerent, hence no separate revresentation was 
made on their tenalt under the Amistice Agreement; (€) in view of the 
lens lapse cf time since t*e arreed Annovncerent end the eomtinued 
failure to release the men, we desire to remind the Commmists cf their 
responsitility to reratriate them under the Amistice Asgreememt; and 
(7) it wakes no cifference whether the cen are released vtrder the Acreed 
Announcement or under the Avmistice Acreeret, ont until they are 
released ite Corramists will te in flacrant violation of both arcreerents, 


a 


— | 


Defense sas sent out to the 'FC instructions for a new reetine of the 
-AC on the svbjeet of *he nmissinc cersommel. We teve alreacy forwarded 
you 2 conv of the craft statement sont ovt for tho use of the (NC. Ve 
do not know vet “unen the reeting wild ve Leld, Set cresumadly it vill 
be in the near futuro. we will let you mew as soon as the msvlts 
ef the meetin: are received, so that you will de able to olen your 
next presentation to -ang on this issue. ‘f ccurss, if the occasion 
arises in *re reetim on the 12th, row should restate our position on 
tne missin: persomnel item, Lut it vill crobably Se wise to defer an 
extensive, Jatailivd creseniatien until citer the .AC reeting. 
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I would omreciate yorr coments on the approach to iUcmmarskfold, 
particularly with rerard to the tie-in with the “orean Armistice 
Asreement. ‘e@ are of course consulting +ith the other reonla involved 
here in -ashington, voth in JA and Defense, and the voints ovtlined ucove 
are entirel-, tentative at this point. 


ir. “overtson us bean oxay for nearly three weeks on leave and I 
have just returned to the office from two weeks cff., -m “obertson will 
be back in tire to rarticinate in the prevaration of the instroctions 
for ;our next meetinc. Ve do not anticipate any new cerartures. it 
i3 interesting to note the irmortance placed ty the Jritish cn contirvaticon 
of the talks as incicated by Ed's letter of 4vjust 20. 


ith best rerards, 
Sincerely, 


& Palch “, Clouch 
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os Enclosures: 


1. Court Order 

2. Cocy of letter to Conrressman Alger 

3. FBIS re "Offér to U, 5. Newsman Termed 'Decention'.” 

li. Press Melease No. )€0 dated August 13,1957, "Porsoral “essage 
from Acting Secretar; to Amrican Citizens Contexplating 
Travel to Communist China." 

5S. Press Release tio. 00 cated Aust 27, 197- "Secretary Drlles' 

News Conference of August 27, 1957". 


6. Two tickers dated Sept. 6 from Reuters 


P, S. The News Division has just informed us that there is a ticker 
in advising that the Chinese Cormunists are allowing the students 
visiting Peiping to see the American prisoners held in Communist China. 
I am enclosing a copy and we will let -ou know by telegram of any 
further significant developments in this regard. 


of the United States 
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£6 re 2, Failure release remaining six Americans as required by Agreed ° 
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+ a} Announcement continues constitute standing indictment Chinese Communists O 
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(, , for not honoring public commitment. Again call attention Wang's gross 8) 
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- Dewed distortion of record at last meeting in attempting distinguish between o 
tOfAces 
S ov QUOTE ordinary Americans UNQUOTE and QUOT criminal offenders UNQUOTE. 67) 
~“ 
Incontrovertible meaning of plain language Agreed Announcement is thet 
, all Americans have richt leave Communist China expeditiously. No 3 
wef | distinction stated or implied between Americans in prison anc those out. = 
Li 7 
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[ previously without foundation assert term QUOTE expeditious UNQUOTE as applied | 
prisoners had to be interpreted in light seriousness offense, behavior, etc. 
Now apparent even Wang unable any longer stretch term QUOT expeditious UNWOTxs 
to encompass delay over two years, hence he attempting further distort Announce- 


ment. 





3. If Wang raises question reciprocity re newsmen, remind him this reversal 
his position year ago when he stressed Chinese Communist invitation US newsmen not 
conditioned on reciprocal US action. If they now desire exclude American corres- 
pondents, that entirely matter their choice. If Wang requests assurances US will 
admit specific group of Chinese Communist newsmen or other exchange errangenent, 
advise him applications individuals will be accepted at any American Foreign 


Service post and considered on merits, like any other application. 


of the United States 


l. If Wang mentions Hu Teh-yun and his alleged stomach complaint, tell him 
careful check of records at places Hu detained during four days prior deportation 


reveal no medical difficulty or complaint his part. Any illness which developed 
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during voyage would have been treated by ship's medical staff on same basis as 


that any other passenger. 
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ONE HOUR TWENTY FIVE MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING MOSTLY DEVOTED 
TO CORRESPONDENTS, WANG PROPOSED AND | REJECTED DRAFT AGREED 
ANNOUNCEMENT (FULL TEXT BY SEPARATE TELEGRAM) UNDER THIS PRC 
RPT PRC AND USA "AGREED TO GIVE PERMISSION, ON AN EQUAL AND, 
RECIPROCAL BASIS, FOR CORRESPONDENTS" TO ENTER THE RESPECTIVE 

COUNTRIES, IN REJECTING | MADE EXACT STATEMENT IN PARA 3 OF 
DEPTEL 244 INCLUDING LAST SENTENCE, AT CLOSE OF MEETING WANG 
STATED THEY WERE GOING TO RELEASE TEXT DRAFT AGREED ANNOUNCE- 
MENT BUT DID NOT INDICATE TIMING, 


of the United States 


WANG OPENED WITH LONG STATEMENT IN HARD TONE REFERRING TO MY 
"GENERAL REPETITION OF WORN-OUT ARGUMENTS" AT LAST MEETING 

AND GENERAL ATTEMPT TO PLACE BLAME FOR LACK OF PROGRESS 

ON PRC, "CONSISTENTLY HOSTILE ATTITUDE” OF U.S, AND 

LEADING INTO CORRESPONDENTS BY REFERENCE TO CULTURAL EXCHANGE 
PROPOSAL SEPTEMBER 22, 1956. "IN SPITE OF US OBSTACLES" a 
STEVENS, HARRINGTON AND WORTHY CAME TO PRC AND "COMPLETED O 
THEIR PRESS COVERAGE" IN SPITE OF STABLES US YOUTH DELEGATION 
HAD ALSO ENTERED PRC AND WERE BEING "WARMLY WELCOMED AND WITH a 


LSel-6/E£6°1I9 
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AN ABUNDANCE OF GOOD WILL", "DOES NOT THIS SHOW THAT NO — 
OFFICIAL BAN CAN PREVENT CHINESE AND AMERICAN PEOPLES FROM Os 
SHOWING THEIR DEMAND FOR BETTER CONTACTS", AFTER NEARLY » > 
A YEAR US HAD ON AUGUST 22 UNDER GREAT PRESSURE GIVEN ¥ 
PERMISSION CERTAIN NUMBER OF CORRESPONDENTS VISIT PRC, = 
"IN SAME BREATH STATEMENT IN ENTIRELY UNREASONABLE TERMS bi 
REFUSED ACCORD RECIPROCAL VISAS TO CHINESE NEWSMEN, SUBSEQUENT 

2 STATEMENTS HAVE NOT ALTERED THIS", US AUGUST 22 STATEMENT — 

~ SET TASKS FOR US CORRESPONDENTS IN PRC AND THUS ULTERIOR MOTI\"E™ 

AND US 


i 
) UNLESS “UNCLASSIFIED” 
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- AND US UNDISGUISED ATTEMPT INTERFERE IN PRC INTERNAL AFFAIRS ALL 
TOO CLEAR, NONE COULD CONCEIVE PRC WOULD ACCEPT AUGUST 22 
STATEMENT WHICH DISREGARDS RECIPROCITY AND EQUALITY, PRC =n 
BELIEVES EXCHANGE VISITS OF CORRESPONDENTS !S A PRACTICAL AND 
CONCRETE STEP TO IMPROVING SINO-AMERICAN RELATIONS AND THEREFORE 


PROPOSES AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT, TEXT MEETS NEED FOR EQUALITY AND 
RECIPROCITY, 





IN REPLY | "FOUND IT ASTOUNDING" THAT HE HAD "ENTIRELY REVERSED" 
POS!TION HE HAD TAKEN LAST YEAR WHEN HE HAD STRESSED PRC WAS NOT 
ASKING RECIPROCITY FOR ADMISSION CORRESPONDENTS, ALSO UNDER 

US LAWS AND REGULATIONS IMPOSSIBLE TO ASSURE RECIPROCITY, 
THEREFORE IN LIGHT THESE TWO FACTS STATEMENT RECIPROCITY INCLUDED 
AUGUST 22 STATEMENT, ALSO FOUND IT ASTOUNDING THAT HE NOW 
CHARACTERIZED ENTRY OF US CORRESPONDENTS MANY OF WHOM WERE 

SAME MEN TO WHOM THEY HAD PREVIOUSLY EXTENDED INVITATIONS AS 
UNDISGUISED INTERFERENCE THEIR INTERNAL AFFAIRS, HOWEVER, !F 
THEY NOW DESIRE EXCLUDE US CORRESPONDENTS THAT ENTIRELY MATTER 
THEIR CHOICE, PRC HAS NOT PREVIOUSLY RAISED QUESTION OF 
RECIPROCITY NOR HAS ANY PRC CORRESPONDENT APPLIED FOR ADMISSION 
TO US,, “IF ANY JOURNALIST FROM YOUR COUNTRY DESIRE TO ENTER 

THE US HE 1S ENTIRELY FREE TO MAKE APPLICATION TO ANY FOREIGN 
SERVICE POST FOR A VISA AND IT WILL BE CONSIDERED ON !TS MERITS 
JUST THE SAME AS ANY OTHER VISA APPLICATION", "™ | AM NOT 

IN A POSITION TO ENTER INTO ANY AGREEMENT OR UNDERSTANDING 

WITH YOU ANY MORE THAN | AM WITH ANY OTHER, GOVERNMENT THAT 

A FULL AND EQUAL NUMBER OF CORRESPONDENTS BE ADMITTED TO THE 

US OR THAT ANY PARTICULAR INDIVIDUAL WILL BE GRANTED ADMITTANCE 
TO THE US, NEITHER DO WE MAKE ANY SUCH DEMAND FROM YOUR SIDE, 

iT 1S ENTIRELY UP TO YOUR OWN DECISION AS TO WHETHER YOU W!SH TO 
ADMIT ANY INDIVIDUAL OR ANY NUMBER OF INDIVIDUALS", PURPORT Palas 
HIS SUBSEQUENT STATEMENT WAS THAT DEPARTMENTtS STATEMENT “6% 
ON RECIPROCITY IN AUGUSUT 22 STATEMENT HAD ENTIRELY ALTERED vt 
NATURE OF QUESTIONS AND CLOSED DOOR ON EXCHANGE VISITS OF Dr 
CORRESPONDENTS, RESPONSIBILITY LIES ENTIRELY WITH U,S,, 2 





of the United States 
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| REITERATED SUBSTANCE MARA 3 DEPTEL 244 AND SAID THAT ! 
FXPECTED THEY WOULD CONSIDER APPLICATION V4SAS ACCORDANCE THEIR 
LAWS AND REGULATION IN SAME MANNER AS US WOUWD DO AND THAT 

| WOULD NOT ATTEMPT DICTATE THEIR ACTION ANY MORE THAN | WOULD 
ACCEPT DICTATION FROM THEM OUR ACTIONS, IF THEY DECIDED REF«i' 
VISAS CORRESPONDENTS COULD NOT IN ANY WAY SHIFT RESPONSIBILITY 


tT TO U.S, THAT WAS THEIR OWN DECISION, 


-~ 
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-3- 235, SEPTEMBER 12, NOON, FROM GENEVA 
FULL REPORT OF MEETING FOLLOWS BY TELEGRAM, 


NEXT MEETING OCTOBER 10, 
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1. Wang opened 70th today with statement that at last meeting 
I wiifully tried present course two year taiks in false light. 
My repetition old worn-out arguments was vain attempt shirk 
responsibility my side for dragging out talks. Facts before 
US are clear; namely with respect to agreement reached under 
first agenda item, my authorities during past two years have 
employed 101 means of obstruction to prevent those who can 
return from doing so and even those who have returned home 

met all kinds of obstruction. 


I METRE OPT OO 


* 





of the United States 
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2. Wang continued that on second agenda item he still 
protests our seizure of Taiw&n and continued inadmissable 
interference in internal affairs. He added my side refuses 

to discuss foreign ministers conference, removal of embargo, 

' cultural exchanges and peoples contacts. At same time threat —2 
neace by my side increases, tensions are continued by my 

cide following hostile policy towards China. This is display O 
complete lack of good faith toward his country. His side _ & 
consistently worked for improvement Sino-America relations: fhe 
With view to promoting tradition friendship, they have pue 
forth proposals for cultural exchanges and human contacts at 
our 58th meeting. , <= 


te 
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3.. Wang continued I will recall both sides agreed adopt én 
measures promoting contacts between two nations. [h an pa 
earlier move tg demonstrate good faith, his government on of a 
initiative permitted entry number US press representatives.” 
They had believed that there was no reason why such a phoposalt 
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of equality and mutual benefit should not be accepted. 

My side, however, refused discuss proposal and also refused 
permission enter. It thus clearly tells on which side Iron 
Curtein hangs after all. In spite of the obstacles, Stevens, 
Harrington and Worthy came to our country and completed press 
coverage. Recently the American Youth delegation visited China 
despite instructions and were warmly welcomed and with an 
abundance of good will. Does not this show that no official 
han can prevent Chinese and American people from showing 
their demand for better contacts. Again does not this 
explain why US Government policy of preventing exchanges is 
bound to lead to an uproar and pressure on the part ot the 
American people. 


4. Wang continued. Nearly a year has passed since the 
proposal of the 22nd of September last year. On August 22 this 
year US Government made statement under great pressure per- 
mitting a certain number of newsmen visit China. In same 
breeth press statement, in utterly unreasonable terms, refused 
accord reciprocal visas Chinese newsmen. Subsequent statements 
have not altered this. This press statement shows my govern- 
ment ignorance international practice and is an insult to China. 
That my government has an ulterior motive in sending news- 
papermen to China is all too clear. Im its August 22 statement 
my government absurdly tried to specify the tasks of newsmen 
and instructed them to report on prisoners in China. This is 
virtually an undisguised attempt to interfere in Chinese 
internal affairs in telling US newsmen to serve American policy. 


5. Wang went on. This move of the US Government, which it 
nominally passes for consent, in its true light it is a maneuver 
to dupe public opinion because no person of average intellect 
would conceive that China could accept such a move disregarding 
reciprocity and equality. His side absolutely cannot agree 

to unilateral decision of the US because it runs counter to 
desire of peoples for better relations and mutual understanding. 
They believe, however, that exchange of visits US newspaper 
correspondents is practical and concrete step capable of im- 
proving Sino-American relations. Based on their consistent. 
policy will and in line with their proposal of 22 September 

1956 he proposed that we discuss and adopt the following agreed 
announcement. (Text sent separately). 
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6. Wang ccntinued. Adcpticn of abeve 2greed announcement 
meets derands of peoples of both sides and meets desire of 
news correspondents for news ccverage. Perusal of text of 
agreed anrocurcement above will erable me te see that it pro- 
motes privilege cf equality and reciprocity of both sides. 
He would like to hear any views I had. 


7. I replied ? would address myselr xirst te statement he 

had made regarding the travel of ccrrespordents. i said let 
me say I found it utterly astounding thet he had entirely 
reversed position he took last yezr ir this regard. I well 
recall that at time we discussed this last year. he stressed 

to me that this invitation to Ar:rican ccrrespondents was not 
conditicnal recipreceal action by the US. I recalled that he 
made statement to me here ard if 1 recollected rightly it was 
alsc made in public statesenr oy Sis Geverr=uent or press. 

Next point I wanted to rake was that under cur laws the US 

is not in any position to assure cr guarantee full reciprocity. 
Therefore, in light of these two fects exd in order that there 
car be no misunderstsnding, the August 22 statement of 
Department of State made this iact clear. 


8. I continued I fourd it ircomprehensible and astounding 
that he now reversed his pcsiticr ard seid that because 
reciprecity canrot be granted, he did »t intend to permit 
the entry of American correspcendnts. I aisc found it 


PERMANENT astounding that 
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astounding that he now characterized the entrance of American 
correspendents into his country mary cf whor had previously 
beer in receipt of invitations frez the authorities of his 
country, is an undisguised attempt to interfere in his 

internal affairs. If it is the decisicn of his authorities 

to reverse their previous pesiticn ard exclude American 
correspordents, that was of course 4 matter to his own Government's 
cheice. As far as I was aware neither he nor his Government 

had ever previously raised the questicn of reciprocity nor has 
any journszlist frer his country ever applied for entry into the 
US. If any journalist fren his courtry desired to enter the 

US he is entirely free to rake applicaticn at any Foreign 
Service Pest for 2 visa and it would be considered on its merits 
just the same as ary cther vise 2pplicaticn. I was not ina 
position to enter into ary 2greeczent or understanding with him 
any more than I wes with any Geverrt+rnt, that a full and equal 
number of corresperdents be ad itted te US or that ary particular 
individual would br granted acdrittarn:e te US. Neither did we 
make any such derand frem his sids. It was entirely up to his 
own Government's dicisior as to whether he wished to admit any 
individual or any number cf individuels. 


9. Wang replied it is consistert belief of his side that ex- 
change of visits is an impertart step to~:rd gradually improving 
relations between two courtries. The sizple reason is that such 
mutual exchange «f visits corr-spo-ds with the interests of 


both pecples and ccuntries. Through such exchanges mutual under- 


standing and trust can be expected tc increase. It was in this 
soirit that his Previer rade his statecrent at Bandung conference 
o£ 1955 that traditicral friendship existed between Chinese and 
Arerican pecples, and his Governtert has corsistently worked in 
direction of improved relaticrs betweer China and Arerica. This 
attitude cf his Government cculd te testified to by all prceposals 
made during cur talks of past two ye.rs. However, th-y found 
that insofar as matter was corcerred, there are two entirely 
difierent attitudes ard practices. In handling matters within 
realm of relations between our two ccurtries, his Government 

has alwavs acted in accordarce with created international 
practice while he has always acted in ccentrary sense. In 


handling matters 
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handling matters of Sinc-American relations his Government 


has always worked to remove obhstizles te intercourse and 
exchanges whereas US is consistently engzging in obstacles. 
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10. WANG CONTINUED, IN THEIR HANDLING OF SINO~AMERICAN 
RELATIONSHIP THEY HAVE ALWAYS OBSERVED PRINCIPLE OF EQUALITY 
AND RECIPROCITY, THAT IS, THE PRINCIPLE OF MUTUAL BENEFIT 

{ WHEREAS THE US HAS ALWAYS VIOLATED SUCH A PRINCIPLE, HE WILL 
JUST CITE AN INSTANCE, AS | WAS PROBABLY AWARE, SOMETIME 
DURING THE CHINESE OPERA COMPANY'S TOUR OF EUROPE, !T HAD 
RECEIVED AN INVITATION TO STAGE PERFORMANCES IN THE US, 
HIS AUTHORITIES, IN OBSERVANCE OF PRINCIPLE OF RECIPROCITY 
IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWED BY AN INVITATION TO AN AMERICAN COMPANY 
TO GIVE PERFORMANCES IN CHINA, AS A RESULT OF OBSTRUCTION ON 
PART OF AMERICAN GOVT SUCH AN EXCHANGE COULD NOT BE REALIZED, 


blication in Foreign Relations. 
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11. WANG CONTINUED, IN ORDER TO DEVELOP MUTUAL VISITS AND 
CONTACTS HIS GOVT IN ADDITION TO 22 SEPT PROPOSAL ALSO ON OWN 
INITIATIVE HAD GIVE PERMISSION TO AMERICAN CORRESPONDENTS TO VISIT 
| CHINA FOR NEWS COVERAGE, AFTER STUBBORN OBSTRUCTIONS AND PROHI. 
BiT!ONS ON PART OF U.S, GOVERNMENT THREE AMERICAN PRESS REPRE. 
SENTATIVES IN PERSON OF STEVENS, HARRINGTON AND WORTHY SUCCEEDED 
IN GOING THERE AND COMPLETING THEIR COVERAGE WHEN THEY DID 
SO, THEY EXPECTED THAT FOLLOWING THIS STEP ON THEIR PART THE 
US WOULD ALSO TAKE CORRESPONDING MEASURES IN TH!S RESPECT, 
NOW THE APPLICATION OF RECIPROCITY IN INTERNATIONAL INTERCOURSE 
| IS-A MATTER OF COMMON KNOWLEDGE FAMILIAR TO EVERYBODY, HE WAS 
| AFRAID THAT | WOULD NOT BE ABLE TO QUOTE ANY REMARKS OF THE!R 
SIDE TO EFFECT THAT ONLY AMERICAN CORRESPONDENTS COULD ENTE® ©*) NA 
WHILE 
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WHILE NO CHINESE CORRESPONDENTS COULD ENTER US, NOW THE 
AUGUST 22 STATEMENT OF MY GOVERNMENT SAYS ARROGANTLY IN EFFECT 
THAT ONLY AMERICAN CORRESPONDENTS ARE GOING TO CHINA WHILE 

NO CHINESE CORRESPONDENTS WILL BE ALLOWED INTO US, NOW 
ANYTHING IN COMMON BETWEEN THIS STATEMENT AND THE FRIENDLY 
GESTURE INDICATED BY HIS SIDE? SUCH A HAUGHTY AND ARROGANT 
STATEMENT BY U.S, IS AN INSULT TO CHINESE PEOPLE AND CHINESE 
PEOPLE CAN IN NO WAY ACCEPT THAT, 


12. WANG CONTINUED, NOW IT NOT HIS INTENTION TO ENTER INTO 
DEBATE WITH ME ON US LAW, WHAT HE PROPOSED AND WAS INTERESTED !N 
WAS MUTUAL EXCHANGE OF VISITS BETWEEN CHINESE 

AND AMERICAN PEOPLE AND MUTUAL IMPROVEMENT OF RELATIONS BETWEEN 
TwO COUNTRIES, iT SHOWED HE RECOGNIZED THAT NO QUESTION CAN BE 
RESOLVED IN INTERNATIONAL INTERCOURSE IF WE ADOPT AN ATTITUDE 

OF IMPOSING ONE'S DECISION ON THE OTHER, THE UNILATERAL DECISION 
OF THE US DEPT OF STATE HAS NOT ONLY CAUSED GREAT INDIGNATION ON 
PART OF PEOPLE OF CHINA BUT HAS ALSO MET WITH CONDEMNATION 
INTERNATIONAL PUBLIC OPINION, 


13. WANG CONTINUED THAT PROPOSAL HE MADE THIS MORNING WOULD 
OFFER REASONABLE SOLUTION TO QUESTION OF NEWS COVERAGE BY 
TWO COUNTRIES, IT WAS HIS HOPE THAT WE WOULD BE ABLE TO MAKE 
SOME PROGRESS ON THIS MATTER, HE BELIEVED THAT THIS 

STEP WOULD BRING SOMETHING GOOD IN OUR TALKS, 


14, | REPLIED THAT | FOUND IT IMPOSSIBLE TO UNDERSTAND HIS 
POSITION ON THE BASIS FOR WHAT HE CALLED INDIGNATION, 

SOME TIME AGO HIS AUTHORITIES INDICATED THEY DESIRED VISITS 

OF AMERICAN NEWSPAPER CORRESPONDENTS, THE US HAS NOW RPT NOW 
AGREED TO VALIDATE PASSPORTS FOR SUCH TRAVEL, THE US WAS CER.. 
TAINLY NOT RPT NOT IMPOSING ANYTHING ON HIM, IF HiS GOVERNMENT 
HAS NOW CHANGED ITS MiND AND DECIDED TO NOT GRANT VISAS 

THAT WAS ENTIRELY A MATTER FOR DECISION OF HIS GOVERNMEN7, 

| COULD NOT AND WOULD NOT ATTEMPT IMPOSE DECISION ON HIM THAT 
HiS GOVERNMENT GRANT VISAS FOR THESE CORRESPONDENTS, 


15. | CONTINUED, HE SAID THAT AUGUST 22 STATEMENT SAID THAT 
ONLY AMERICANS COULD GO TO CHINA AND NO CHINESE COULD GO Tec 
THE US 
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THE US, THE STATEMENT DOES NOT SAY ANYTHING OF THE KIND, IT 
SIMPLY SAYS THAT THE US IS NOT IN A POSITION TO ACCORD RECIPROCITY 
WHICH IS A LEGAL FACT | COULD NOT CHANGE, ONLY NOW FOR THE 

FIRST TIME SO FAR AS | KNEW HAS QUESTION OF CHINESE GOING TO 

US EVEN BEEN RAISED, AS FAR AS | KNEW WE NEVER RECEIVED EVEN 

AN APPLICATION FOR ANYONE TO GO TO US, AS | HAD TOLD HIM HERE 
THIS MORNING, IF ANY INDIVIDUAL OR NUMBER OF CORRESPONDENTS MAKES 
APPLICATION, THEIR APPLICATIONS WOULD BE CONSIDERED ON SAME BASIS 
AS ANY OTHER APPLICATION, 


GOWEN 
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16, | CONTINUED THAT HE HAD SPOKEN OF HIS GOVERNMENT AS 
ALWAYS ONE WHICH HAD WORKED TO REMOVE OBSTACLES AND THAT THE 
US ALWAYS CREATED OBSTACLES, | WAS ASTOUNDED THAT IN FACE 

( OF RECORD HERE THAT HE COULD MAKE SUCH A STATEMENT, 
EVEN BEFORE WE CAME HERE WE MADE |T ENT4+RECY CLEAR THAT 
MAJOR OBSTACLE WAS THAT OF IMPRISONED AMERICANS IN HIS 
COUNTRY, WE ENTERED INTO AN AGREEMENT THAT WAS SUPPOSED TO 
RESOLVE THAT PROBLEM, YET IN THE FACE OF THE VERY EXACT WORDS 
OF THAT AGREEMENT AND WHOLE HISTORY OF OUR TALKS HERE, HE HAD 
TEMERITY TO ALLEGE THAT AGREEMENT DOES NOT EVEN APPLY TO THE 
AMERICANS THAT WE WERE TALKING ABOUT, AND IN FACE OF THiS HE 
PROPOSED EVEN ENTERING INTO FURTHER AGREEMENT, 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 
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17. | CONTINUED HE SURELY COULD NOT BELIEVE THAT | OR MY 
GOVERNMENT WAS THAT NAIVE, WE ENTERED INTO THE FIRST AGREEMENT 
AND HERE TWO YEARS LATER THE SIX AMERICANS STILL IN HIS PRISONS 
STAND AS AN INDICTMENT OF HIS GOVERNMENT FOR NOT HONORING !7TS 
COMMITMENTS, IF HIS GOVERNMENT REALLY WANTED TO REMOVE OBSTACLES 
INSTEAD OF TALKING ABOUT !T, AND REALLY WOULD HONOR THE PRINC!PLE 
OF REC!PROCITY, THIS AGREEMENT WOULD LONG SINCE HAVE BEEN CARR’ ED 
OUT AND THIS OBSTRUCTION REMOVED, APPEALING TO SUPPOSED 
VIOLATIONS BY THE US WHICH HAVE NO BASIS IN FACT, IN NO MANNER 
RELIEVES HIS GOVERNMENT OF OBLIGATION TO CARRY OUT THIS 
AGREEMENT, VAGUE AND UNSUPPORTED STATEMENTS DO NOT CONST! > TUTE. 
FACTS NOR TAKE PLACE OF FACTS, FACTS ARE THAT THE VERY AGE’. 
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WHICH HE SUGGESTED FOR SEEING THAT AGREEMENT CARRIED OUT HAS 
NOT CALLED OUR ATTENTION TO A SINGLE VIOLATION IN ANY WAY, 


18, WANC CONTINUED THAT WHEN WE GOT TO QUESTION OF RETURN 

OF CIVILIANS, THE PRINCIPLE OF LOOKING AFTER INTERESTS OF 

BOTH PARTIES STILL APPLIED, FROM TIME WE BEGAN TALKS TO 
PRESENT, IT CAN BE SAID THAT ALMOST ALL AMERICAN RESIDENTS IN 
CHINA INCLUDING CRIMINAL OFFENDERS HAVE RETURNED TO U,S, 
WHEREAS IN US PRISONS ALONE, US IS STILL HOLDING SOME 30 
CHINESE THERE, |!T WOULD BE A DISTORTED INTERPRETATION OF AGREE 
MENT IF ONE OF SIDES ALWAYS SEES HIS OWN INTEREST DISREGARD! NG 
OTHERS INTERESTS, ON QUESTION OF EXCHANGE OF VISIT BETWEEN 
PEOPLES OF TWO COUNTRIES, HIS SIDE ALWAYS MENTIONED A CLEAR CUT 
POS | TION, 


19, WANG CONTINUED, AS FAR AS WHOLE QUESTION OF CORRES~ 
PONDENTS WAS CONCERNED, THE MEASURES TAKEN BY AUTHORITIES HIS 
COUNTRY LAST YEAR TO PERMIT ENTRY WAS ONE MATTER, THE STATEMENT 
OF AUGUST 22 OF MY GOVERNMENT DENYING REC!PROCITY WAS ANOTHER 
MATTER, THIS STEP ALTERED NATURE OF PROBLEM AND CLOSED DOOR ON 
EXCHANGE OF VISITS OF CORRESPONDENTS, IF OUR AUTHORITIES INSIST 
ON AUGUST 22 STATEMENT THEN THE RESPONSIBIL!TY FOR OBSTRUCTING 
ViS'tTS OF CORRESPONDENTS ENTIRELY LIES ON U.S, IF THE IDEA OF 
S!MULTANEOUS VISITS BY CORRESPONDENTS IS ACCEPTED, THEN HE 
CANNOT SEE WHY THE STATEMENT PROPOSED THIS MORNING CANNOT BE 
ACCEPTED, 


GOWEN 
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20, | REPLIED THAT ALL | COULD SAY WAS THAT IT WAS ENTIRELY 
UP TO HIM WHETHER HIS GOVERNMENT WISHED TO PERMIT THE VISITS 
OR NOT, | HAD NOT AND WOULD NOT ATTEMPT TO DICTATE TO HIM ON 
1 THAT ANY MORE THAN | WOULD ACCEPT DICTATION FROM HIM, IF 

1 HIS GOVERNMENT DECIDED NOT TO GRANT VISAS,HE WAS CERTAINLY NOT 
: GOING TO HEAR ANY PROTEST FROM ME, ALL | COULD DO WAS TO 
EXPRESS SURPRISE AT THE CHANGE IN HIS DECISION AND EXPRESS 
EVEN GREATER SURPRISE THAT HE COULD ALLEGE THAT THE UNITED 

| STATES HAD DICTATED HIS DECISION, 








of the United States 


| 21. | CONTINUED, THE QUESTION OF WHO IS TO BE PERMITTED ENTRY 
INTO A COUNTRY IS CERTAINLY ONE OF THE OLDEST ASPECTS OF 
| SOVEREIGNTY THAT EXISTS, IT IS UP TO HIS GOVERNMENT TO 

DECIDE WHOM IT WOULD HAVE ENTER INTO HIS COUNTRY JUST AS IT 
IS UP TO MY COUNTRY TO DECIDE WHO WILL ENTER THE UNITED STATES, 
| IF ANY CHINESE CORRESPONDENT APPLIES FOR ENTRY INTO THE US HIS 
| APPLICATION WILL BE CONSIDERED ACCORDING TO OUR LAWS JUST AS 
EXPECT HIS GOVERNMENT WOULD CONSIDER APPLICATIONS IN ACCORDANCE 
WiTH ITS LAWS. 
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| 22. WANG REPLIED BY EXPRESSING HIS SURPRISE AS TO WHY WE COULD 
| NOT COME TO AN AGREEMENT ON SUCH MATTERS, HE STATED THAT 
WORDING IN THEIR PROPOSED ANNOUNCEMENT WAS VERY CLEAR, 
NOTHING IN IT IMPOSED ANYTHING ON ANY PERSON, IN ORDER TO MAKE 
THEIR POSITION ON WHOLE QUESTION CLEAR THEY WOULD FIND iT 
NECESSARY 
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NECESSARY TO MAKE TEXT AVAILABLE TO PUBLIC, HE REGRETTED 


THAT | COULD NOT FIND MYSELF ABLE TO ACCEPT THE DRAFT PROPOSAL 
MADE THIS MORNING, 


23. WANG PROPOSED NEXT MEETING 10 OCTOBER, | AGREED, 


fai 


GOWEN 
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Deer Ralphs: 


Finally, after these long months we again had a little 
excitement. Thanks very much for your prompt action on my 
phone call. I am glad everyone agreed it was best quickly 
to nut out something here. I am also glad everyone agreed 
that I had done right by immediately turning down his 
proposal rather than temporizing on it in any way until 
next meeting. It seemed to me clearly within my instruc- 


tions to do so, and I felt any temporizing could only lead 
to confounding the confusion. 


I sent you the full record by telegraph as there is 
no courier until Saturday, the meeting was fairly short 
and I thought it best to let you know exactly what was said 
in case anything further arises. You will note that I 
became very sharp in tone toward the end on implementation, 
and that I did not bring up "renunciation". As the meeting 
had developed I felt it better to end on this sharp note, 

a and that to have gone any further into implementation 

or into renunciation would have been anti-climactic. I 


made no move to suggest the next meeting and he came up 
with that. 


of the United States 
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As far as the correspondents are concerned I do not 
believe they have entirely closed the door but have left 
themselves some freedom of action. If they were really 
intelligent, from their standpoint, instead of just 
attempting to act clever, they would now give visas to 
a few Americans, have a few Chinese apply to us, and then 


- Ralph N. Clough, Esouire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Department of State, 
( Washington 25, D.C. 


joes at al ’ _—_ h.« ° 
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indicate they were waiting to see what we did before 
acting on the other American applications. At the same 
time they feel they have a very good theme in "reciprocity 
and equality", particularly in Asian States and can be 
expected to play this hard. 


—— * 


~_-_ 


T-ey have just brought me in a Reuters ticker 
from Washington which I am enclosing. You can see this 
goes far beyond the line I was instructed to take today 
and is certainly no help to me here. I carefully avoided 
committing ourselves to admitting any corresnondents, and 
indicated no interest in any agreed announcement on the 
subject whether the word "reciprocal" was used or not. 
I understood my instructions to refer to any "exchange 
arrangement". If, as is likely, this issue is still 
alive by the time of the next meeting, I hove you will 


be sure that my instructions are as full and clear as 
possible. 


Incidentally, I wonder if we are perhaps entering 
into some semantic difficulty. As I interpreted, and I 
believe Peiping interpreted, our August 22 statement it 
meant that the U.S, wonld not give any visas to any corres- 
pondent bearing a Chinese Communist passvort. As sub- 
sequently interpreted by the Secretary, we were prepared 
to accent applications from Chinese Communist correspondents 
but could not give any advance assurance as to whether 
any or what number would be approved. If we are in fact 
prepared to give favorable consideration to a qualified 
applicant it seems to me we are in fact giving reciprocity. 
In short, it does not seem to me as commonly used "reci- 
procity" necessarily involves one for one exchange. As 
a minor point in this connection, Bob and Ed have noted trit 
the Chinese terms used for "equal and reciprocal" in his 
draft today are not the same as used for those terms in 


the "Five Principles". (I am enclosing a copy of the 
Chinese text.) 


of the United States 
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Would you have Ekvall's travel authorization 8-0200 
of July 1 amended and his subsequent orders read so as 
to cover travel from any point in France on which he is 
on official duty to Geneva rather than just from Paris. 
Believe it or not he started his previous trip from Roque- 


. SECRET 








a brune which is closer and cheaper to Geneva than Paris, 
| but Embassy, Paris refuses to pay him anything for it 


because his orders read only from Paris! Such are some 
administrative minds. 


ee 


Regards to all. 





Fete 0 
om 
o 


of the United States 


Enclosures: 





1. Copy of Reuters ticker 
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2- Copy of Chinese text of 
proposed agreed announcement 
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following recd es Wash‘ngton: 

an exchange of american and chinese communist correspondents 
may be worked out if China does not insist on the use of 

the word "reciprocal" in any agreement, informed sources 
said today. 

Immediate state dept reaction to the Chinese proposal 
at geneva that american and chinese reporters should be 
allowed to enter each others country on such a basis, was 
to go no further than the position recently expressed by 
mr. j. f. dulles the secstate. 

a department spokesman said: "if any chinese communist 
newsman applies for a visa, his application will be 
considered in the light of relevant laws." 

but informed sources indicated that the united states 
might eventually agree to exchange approximately equal 
numbers of reporters with china. 

"if the chinese would agree to avoid the word 
*reciprocal* something probably could be worked out," one 


U.S- official said. 


"i dont think it would be exactly twentyfive americans 


for 25 chinese, but the numbers could be nearly equal." 
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° e I have now received from Geneva text Wang's September 16 press = 
-38 statement which I understand has been transmitted Department ~ 
se by USIS Geneva. My opinion. statement does not introduce oO 
So} any new element and requires no reply except recommend Department _,, 
>= reply to inquiries on his charges concerning Chinese in US ~ 
2> by reterring fact no representations yet received from Indian oO 
2 £ Embassy on single case alleged obstruction. 1 
a 7 
+ 0 While CHICOMS now demanding US recognition principle "equality. ™ 
_ and reciprocity" with respect this matter, his statement SI 
o strengthens my belief they not necessarily insisting on one for on 
a exchange. *. a 
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| Cear Alex: 


we have been pondering the Co:munist actions with respect to 

the newgmen in order to reach some conclusions as to where we stand 

; on tais question and what we may expect from the Commnists. I nave 

embodied tie results of our thouchbt and discussion in the enclosed 

menorandun on which I would appreciate havine your and Ed's comments. 

if you have any comment waich you think micsht influence the formula- 

| tion of the instructions for your next meetine, please telecraph tia 
as 2 letter would probably not reach us in time. I expect % ve 

( uritine avain next weex but wanted to et tiuis nenorandum to you 

. earlier so tnaat you would have more time to consider it. 
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Sincerely jours, 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations: 


Raloa .. vlousn 


anclosure: 


Memorandum ON Ujinese Communist Actions with 
Respect to uwewsnen. 


m4 The donorable 

; Ue Alexis Jolmson, 
a anerican Enbassy, 
4a Prasue. 
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CC: Edwin #@. Martin 
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Dear Alex: 


I susvect the principal subject at your forthcoming meeting 
will be the newsmen issue. As rcointed out in the memo attached 
to my letter of Sentember 27, it seems doubtfrl that the Chinese 
Communists are in a hurry to resolve the cresent impasse. it —_— 
seems more lilelr that fora while at least they will contime to 
exploit it in their croparanda and press you hard for som sort 
of reco-nition in crinciple of equal end recinrecal treatzent for 
newsmen. ‘“e will try te anticinate possible moves on their nart 
at the next meeting and rake your instricticrs as cormlete as 
possible. \e feel we are in a satisfactory; pesiticn if we contime 
to refuse any reneral agreement by holdin: the coor open for any 
Chinese -orrunist newsmen to anply for 2 visa if he wishes. 


u 


** 


7" 
e 
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of the United States 


We have been informed by Justice that the Court has arain _ 
denied Virin's request that the Court order tic State Lerartrent ~ 
issue him a passport valid for Cormenist China. ‘the case las not 
vet reached the posture at which the Jdudre -ould tave to decide 
whether the refusal of a validated rascpert to \irin :ould justify 
cilomissins «he case. ‘hen thet tire cones, we have told Justice 
we will consiver our position once more. 
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We have sent you a covy of dommerskjold's messace to lodre that 
he was writing to Chou nelai conceminse vorney and Fecteau. I 
am not sanpvine that this will accomplish sanrthing Sut it certainl, 
can do no harm. “e still have no vord from Yanrunjom that the ratter 
of the unaccounted for personnel las been taken up in the IAC. I 
think it is jivst as well for you not to make anv elaborate -resenta- 
tion on this ‘ssve rending word from the 'AC.x 1 suprose it is 
possible that Van¢e will seek a little nvblicity after the next 
meeting if he should com up with sore new proposal, If it seens 
approrriate to do 30 we corld consult by telephone conceming a 


press release ty you. ‘ie felt that your release last month :as quito 
effective. 





sit With best recards, 


Sincerely yours, 


, vy. Ral h » Clou 
co; Riyin Vy jartin , 


UG. Alexis Johnson, 
4merican Arbassador now at Ceneva, 
in GeneVie 
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Guidance for October 10 meeting: 
1. Take Wang to task for increasingly evident Chinese Communist 


responsibility for preventing progress in talks. On September 10, 1955 


they declared all Americans entitled expeditiously exercise right return. 

Instead of carrying out promptly this public commitment, they adopted 0) 
specious argument that term QUOTE expeditiously UNQUOTE must be interpreted, 
in light length sentence, behavior of prisoners. At last two meetings 4 
Wang even argued that Agreed Announcement applied only to QUOTE ordinary a 
UNQUOTE not QUOTE offending UNQUOTE Americans. Plain words of announcement, , 


do not support this view and Wang well knows that at time announcement issued, 


U.S. concerned only about prisoners, hence announcement must have referrec 7! 


to them or been meaningless. 
also 
2. Communist responsibility for lack progress/kamm apparent from 
refusal renounce use force. Reciprocal renunciation force applicable to 


Taiwan area merits full attention for whatever time necessary attain goal 
‘ * 
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[ of terminating military threat to peace that area. Interests of two countries | | 
and world not served by introduction of subsidiary issues. 
3. If Wang raises question newsmen's travel and his draft agreed announcement 
of September 12, reaffirm U.S. position applications individual newsmen for visas 





c will be considered on individual case basis. If Communist China wishes approve or 
: deny newsmen visas on group or blanket basis, that matter its choice. U.S. will 
. act in accordance its own laws, subjecting arplications individually to criteria 
+. specified in law. 
+ 4. If Wang presses for yes or no answer on principle reciprocity and 
ey equality or for assurance one or several Chinese Communist newsmen would be admitted, 
2 ; remind him U.S. newsmen applied individually for visas, that he himself stated 
3s these applications would be considered individually end we are only asking that _ 
5° Chinese Communist newsmen do the same, U.S. cannot approve visas in advance on 
® | blanket or hypothetical basis. 
; 5. Your 190 considered in formulating above. 
, = 
| Weller <=: 
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Dear Alex: 

I looked into tne matter of 4 possivie anendment for 
Rob wkvall's travel authorization, along the lines of your letter 
of September 12, but it appears the administrative mind works the 
sane in washin;ton 4s 4+ does in Paris. The orders on which Bob 
travels to Geneva were issued by State, 
travel within -rance are paid by Amy; to nave 
employing boll sets of orders, however amemied, would entail sli 
sorts of bud etary comolications involving overlapping agency 
responsibilities, which our administrative peopls would rather nov 
contenplate. ‘iowever, if Bob can work out some procedure acceotabls 
to the umbassy in Paris, £ will try to have our executive office tae 
another look at the problem. 





of the United States 


ON 





St’ ad @l 30T 


cc el te ta te 


gest recsarcs, 
Sincerely yours, . 
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Ralpia le Clougn 
Director ‘or chinese Affairs 


_ The Honoradle 
U. Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 


American Consulate General, 
Geneva. 
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One hour twenty minute meeting this morning with no new 
developments. ‘ 


I opened with statement along lines paragraphs 1 and 2 

DEPTEL 366. Wang's reply was along familiar lines but with 
particular stress on "principles of equality, mutual benefit 
and reciprocity" and ended with correspondents which example 
of renewed U.S. violation of these principles. "PRC demands 
US subscribe to principle cof equality and reciprocity." In 
reply I stressed US interested in substance not wor:'s and that 
facts of performance under September 10 agreed announcement 
as witnessed by UK and India glaring example PRC failure carry 
gut their principles. Then made point paragraph 3 DEPTEL 366. 


of the United States 
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During course rebuttal Wang made statement that. PRC had never 
tried prohibit Chinese correspondents going to US and Chinese 
correspondents make own decisions this matter which I picked 
up to reply that then there is apparently no problem, no 
Chinese correspondents having applied to go to U.S., apparently 
none desire to do so. Pointed out American correspondents 
travel to most countries of world including Communist countries 
and correspondents from most of those countries travel to U.S. 
without any agreements between governments. If any of thos¢ 
governments asked agreement similar that asked by PRC, our . 
answer would have to be same as to PRC. At this point Wang 
conferred with aide and said he had nothing further. 


S I suggested 
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I suggested next meeting November 7. Wang countered with | 
November 14 and I accepted. Full report by pouc, , 
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wevect: China Talks - 71st Meeting 

1. I opened 71st with following statement: 

Ae 


"Mr. Ambassador, in our last meeting you made the ‘allegation 
that while your government has been the one which has always 
worked to remove the obstacles in the path of improvement of 
relations between our two countries, the United States Govern- 
ment was always creating such obstacles. I expressed my astonish- 
ment that you should feel it possible to make such a statement. 

It seems to me that the record of our 70 meetings since August l, 
1955 has demonstrated very clearly that it has been the attitude 
adopted by your authorities which has placed serious obstacles 

in the way of the improvement of relations. 


b. When our talks first began I emphasized the vital importance 
attached by my government, and by the American people, to the 
question of the release of Americans imprisoned in your country. 

The first six weeks of our negotiations were taken up entirely 

with this subject and were culminated in the issuance of the 

Agreed Announcement of Septembler 10. It was, as I have 

repeatedly pointed out, the understanding of my government that 

this Announcement applied to all Americans in the territory 
controlled by your authorities, including those who were imprisoned. 
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’ of the wnnouncement, or on the negotiations which led up to its 
issuance. 
Ce 


It was our sincere hope that, with the issuance. of the 

Agreed Announcement, a solemn commitment had been made by your 
authorities to eliminate one of the major sources of friction 
between our countries. Unfortunately, we were to be 1 been A 
in this hope. Hardly had the Agreed Announcement been issued <- 
than you began to interpret it in such a way as to distort the 
clear meaning of the words used, and thus_to try to excuse the 
failure of your authorities to implement the Announcement. You 
lost no time in making the specious argument that the term 
"expeditiously" must be interpreted in the light of the behaviour 
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d. An even more serious distortion of the Agreed Announcement 
has been the argument which you have put forward during the last 
two meetings, as well as on previous occasions, that the announce- 
ment applies only to so-called ordinary Americans residing in 
China and not to those who are alleged to have committed offenses. 
Neither the words of the Announcement itself, nor the record of 
the negotiations leading up to it, support this argument. The 
clear in'ention of the Agreed Announcement was to bring about 
the expeditious release of all Americans who were against their 
will prevented from leaving your country, including most 
obviously those who were imprisoned. By their failure to 
implement this clear intention, your authorities deliberately 
sought to deprecate the value of agreements between us. Your 
authorities have thus been careful to maintain what they full 
“611 know is one of the principal obstacles to the improvement 
of relations between us and to progress in these talks. No 


amount of words can change these facts or obscure the full 
responsibility of your side. 


F the prisoners and of the seriousness of their alleged crimes 
and so forth. 


@. In all frankness, Mr. Ambassador, I must also make the 

same indictment of your side on the question of the renunciation 
of the use of force. Again it has been the intransigeant atti- 
tude adopted by your authorities which has prevented us from 
making progress on this vital matter. We dealt at considerable 
length at our meeting in August with this extremely important 
question and I do not propose to review today the various argu- 
ments which I put forward then. I do wish to stress, however, 
that in the view of my government the reciprocal renunciation 

of force with respect to the Taiwan area is a step which is 

fully as essential today as it was when these talks began more 
than two years ago. I earnestly wish to point out once again, 

Mr. Ambassador, that the refusal of the authorities of your 
BSUNKHIBR country to renounce force and to terminate their 
military threat in the Taiwan area remains a fundamental obstacle 
to the attainment of lasting peace. The removal of this obstacle 
certainly merits our full attention for whatever time is necessary 
to achieve results. Introduction of subsidiary issues by Kax no 
means serves the interests of our two countries nor of the world.™ 


2. Wang rep ° 


He had repeatedly pointed out during the course 
of the ta’ks 


we. CA Ww 


in order to improve relations between our two 


countries, it is necessary that obstacles lying in their path 


must be removed. I had this morning referred to the record of : 
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| our talks of the past two years. He might say that this record aT 
does not give any indication that the U.S. is making efforts to 


remove such obstacles in our relations. From this record of our 
talks it can be clearly seen that their complaints against us have 
been based on facts. They consider that relations between two 
countries must b e based on equality, mutual benefits and 
reciprocity. The U.S., however, has consistently denied this 
basis. The principle of equality and reciprocity has been 
generally accepted as one of the bases of international relations. 
He did not see any reason why our side should continue to object 
to it. 

3. # Wang continued. Let us take the question of returning 
civilians. His side has faithfully carried out the agreement 

of September 10, 1955 while my side has not, thus violating 

the principle of reciprocity. Now all those ordinary American 


nationals in China who desire to return have left. Even among 
the American prisoners, 34 have been released in advance or at 
the expiration of their terms. Yet Chinese in the U.S. who 
desire to return continue to enoounter obstacles and persecution 
so that many cannot return. Nor do those Chinese prisoners 

in the U.S. enjoy similar lenient treatment as do those U.S. 
prisoners in China. 


4. Wang continued. Next he wanted to take up the visits of 


newspaper correspondents. Last year his government took the 





initiative in admitting American correspondents. All those who 
wanted to do so did not succeed in coming due to obstructions | 
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| Placed by the U.S. Government. Three went and they succeeded | 
in completing their coverage. On this score the U.S. has 











again failed to observe the principle of reciprocity. On 
August 22 my government had announced permission for American 


correspondents to enter China but flagrantly refused to announce 





permission for Chinese correspondents. The draft agreement 


introduced by his side at the last meeting called for reciprocity 
for newsmen to come and visit on a reciprocal basis. 


rejected by my mkx side. 


This was 





5. Wang continued by saying that on relations between China 
and the U.S. and on such concrete matters as cultural exchanges, 
human contacts, and visits of newspapermen, our side has violated 


the principles of equality and reciprocity, thus showing contempt 


of the principles in international relations. They consider 


r Publication in Foreign Relations 
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that in Sino-American relations no question can be settled if 


one departs from this principle. In this respect they have 


consistently insisted on equality and reciprocity, and they 
resolutely demand that our side subscribe to this principle. 
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Otherwise their side cannot unilaterally undertake commitments. 


6. Wang continued. With regard to the renunciation of force, 


his position has always been that the relaxations of tension 


in the Taiwan area constitutes one of the vital aspects in the 





improvement of relations between China and America. Previously 


they had dealt at great length on the importance of this issue. 
The facet before us is that the Chinese territory of Taiwan is 
under the direction of the U.S. and peace in the Far East is 
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| disturbed by the attitude of the U.S. Government. His side a 


has repeatedly put forward their views with regard to how this 












situation can effectively be resolved. It is now up to the U.S. 


to put forward emmgex concrete opinions if the U.S. is genuinely 


willing to respect the sovereignty of China and genuinely desires 
to contribute to &x peace in the Far East. 


——— 


—— ee a 


7. I replied. He had.again this morning as in the past spoken \V 
much of the terms equality and mutual benefit and reciprocity. 








I told him when we came here more than two years ago my interest 
and the interest of my government is in S8E substance rather 
than SKB words. At\his suggestion we entered into an agree- 
ment more than two years ago which was supposed to embody the 


(Ai 
principles of equality, mutual benefit, and reciprocity. I (could) 
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not see that that agreement has in any way insofar as implemen- 


tation by his country is concerned demonstrated either equality, 


mutual benefit, or reciprocity. 





The evidence of this is not 


the unsupported statements of myself and of my government; the 
evidence is the impartial observations of the third parties 


named in that agreement to determine whether it was being carried 


Pues 
out in good faith. With respect to/his)country the UK is 


witness to the fact that it has not even been able to carry out 


the subsidiary provision of that agreement. The UK is witness 
for more than 


to the fact that/two yeers there has not been even any pretence 


of releasing the imprisoned persons who were subject to that 


agreement. Prisoners are now being held up to the very last day 
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rrr of their sentences. I could) not see the stigntest | 
evidence of what fhé termed) lenient treatment, much less any 
evidence of carrying out the terms of the agreement permitting 
these people to return to the U.S. 

8. ‘I continued. On the other hand the Government of India 
which was named by him in the Agreement with respect to its 
operations in the U.S. has not yet called to our attention a 
single case of obstruction to the return of any Chinese who desires 
to return to iis! country. The question, (hie) full well knew, 
is not whether a majority of Chinese residing in the U.S. have 
returned to his) country or whether a minority have returned. 


The question is whether those who desire to return have been and 


continue to be free to do so. The Government of India and the 


of the United States 


Indian Embassy in the U.S. are witness to the fact that they are 
able to do so. 

my 
9. |I continued.’ Thus it is clear, not on the basis of/words 


Amparting) fps 
but on the basis of Xmpur evidence to whose benefit that 
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agreement has operated. However, apart from all this, [his/ you~ 
government full well knew even before we came here that the 
question of Americans imprisoned in (his }country and prevented 
from returning to the U.S. was one of the major obstacles to 

the improvement in our relations. The very terms of f¢ reference 
agreed upon by our two governments for these talks are witness 


to that fact. I have not and do not ask him to agree as to 


{) whether this position is right or wrong, but what I have asked | 
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him to recognize is that it is a fact. It is a fact of 
fundamental importance and a fact which is readily within the con- 
trol of bits) povernient. I agreed to the proposal which ve) made 
for our agreed announcement on the subject on the understanding 


«\s- 
’ 


that ‘his! authorities would be willing and able to remove this 








block to the improvement of our relations. In spite of all 


this his) authorities deliberately are maintaining this block 


to our relations. It is entirely impossible for me to understand 


why they continue to do so. It is entirely impossible for me 


to reconcile this undisputed fact with progress for improvement 





ha vt 
in relations and improvement in these talks. I (had) most 
Cau. 


earnestly in every way I (Gould) think of attempted to make this 
, clear tolhim) -y.. 


10. A continued. | With respect to correspondents it isa 


similar situation, that is, is/his) interest in words or is 
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his! interest in substance? I failed/ to see the ground for {his} yp 


complaint. As far as I knew no newspaper correspondents from 


his country Gat) ever applied for entry into the U.S. In fact 
until a few weeks ago he} never indicated any interest in the 
subject. ‘As I told him at the last meeting ,} if it is the desire 
of any newspaperman to enter the U.S. his application will be 
accepted at any foreign service post throughout the world. His 
application will be considered on an individual case basis in 


~ te 
accordance with our laws and regulations. -If(his} authorities 


desired \to approve or deny the applications for visas which 











aa have been made to him by U.S. correspondents whose passports | 
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have been validated for travel is ie asians, that is was, | &. 
a matter of their choice. If they wanted to deny all of them on = 
a blanket basis or deny or approve them on an individual basis, = 
that was) entirely a matter of their choice. As far as the U.S. rf 





* (was' concerned, under our laws, applications must be considered 


wir 


aoe " 
individually. I could;not see the basis for fais) complaint 





? 
about this position or why it should prevent exchanges of newsmen. 


- 


ll. {I continued.) As far as the question of renunciation of 
.: io ‘)u* 
force |was/concerned, the situation still is that (his} authorities 


refuse to agree to an unconditional renunciation of force such as 





I had\proposed. Their position still appears to be that they 
are asking the U.S. to surrender to their point of view with 


respect to the Taiwan area even while they continuefi}to use the 


threat of force. I/,could'not see in that position the slightest 


element of any willingness to settle disputes by peaceful 
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negotiation or the slightest element of equality, mutual benefit, 


or reciprocity. 


12. Wang replied. I had spoken a lot of words concerning mutual 


benefit, equality and reciprocity. All these words sounded 
quite all right to him whereas in substance the record of our 


talks shows that in the course of these talks I had always 


this and to do that 
been telling the Chinese government to do/smekxtktngs whereas 





the U.S. Government has never indicated its willingness to make 


any effort. Insofar as the agreement on civilians is concerned, 


2 the record shows that the U.S. side has always been telling the | 
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Chinese Government to take actions whereas the U.S. itself | 


has not been taking actions to implement that agreement. 
Insofar as the release of prisoners is concerned according to 


my way of stating the matter it would seem that only the question 





w» of American prisoners is concermed while there is no question of 


Chinese prisoners. Such allegations do not conform with the 





actual situation. 


\ 


' 13. Wang continued. With respect to the visit of newspaper 
correspondents, the official statement of my government indicated 


that it was going to allow a certain number of American newsmen 





to go to China while it ices not even try to conceal its refusal 


to give reciprocal treatment to Chinese newspapermené going to » a 


' the U.S. All this shows that lip service to reciprocity does not 


mean reciprocity actually. With regard to the question of Chinese 
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going to the U.S., this is entirely a matter for the Chinese 





correspondents to decide on because his government has never 
tried to prohibit or prevent the visits of correspondents as 

my government has done. Thus the Chinese correspondents can 
make their own decision on this matter. The question does not 
depend on the Chinese Government or on the Chinese correspondents 


but it is up to whether the U.S. is willing to observe the 


principle of reciprocity and equality. 
14. 





I replied Then apparently there was no problem. Apparently 


no Chinese correspondent desired to go to the United States as 


no one has made application to do so. 
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| 15. Wang continued. He had made it clear that it was not a 


question of this or that correspondent but was a question of 














whether the U.S. is going to observe the principles of equality 
and reciprocity in international affairs. They could not in any > 
way accept the position of the U.S. which unilaterally refused to 
accord equality and reciprocity to Chinese correspondents. This 
position violated all standards of international behaviour. - 

16. I replied. We simply made it clear in view of the history 

of this question and in view of the legal framework in which we 
must operate that we could not be bound as a matter of right to 
permit, or to give advance approval, to a number of Chinese | 
correspondents corresponding to a number of American correspondents * 


which they might decide to admit to their country. If mmx when 


any Chinese correspondent makes application to go to the U.S. we 


of the United States 


are entirely willing to consider his application. He himself 





had said that application for visas to his country would also 
be considered individually. 
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17. I continued. United States correspondents travel to most of 
the countries of the world including those which have social and 
economic systems similor to his own, and correspondents from 
those countries travel to the U.S. In no case did I know of 


any agreement on reciprocity or equality nor has the U.S. for 


those countries,insisted on any such agreement. If they were 


_ answer 
to do so, we would have to give them the same xmufmxxt I gave 
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18. He then indicated he had no more to say. | 


19. I did likewise and suggested we meet again on November 7. 
Wang said he would prefer November 14. 


I agreed. 
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Letter No. 60 








Dear Ralph: 


As stated in my summary telegram, there was nothing 
new at tris morning's meeting. He obviously had no 
new instructicns, his performance was almost listless, 
and his replies entirely perfunctory. As you will also 
note he cut the meeting off short. I feel that given the 
situation I made out very well today and that his position 
on the corresvondents was very weak. I think that they 
full well realized this and that they do not have much 
of a public issue unless and until Chinese correspondents 
apply for visas and are refused. I am surprised that 
this has not been dor* up until now but perhaps they did 
not have their "ducks lined up" and think that it is very 
likely that they will do so before the next meeting. It 
of course depends on what their principal objective is. 
They can hardly expect to be successful in making us 
formally and publicly retract the "reciprocity" issue. 
They have not been successful in rousing our own press to 
the fray. The press elsewhere seems to have a marked 
lack of interest in the whole subject now. However, if 
we were to turn down an application from one of their 
correspondents they would probably be successful in again 
> arousing interest in the subject both in our own press 
| and abroad. One can only speculate as to whether they 
really desire to have any American correspondents enter 
their country. If they do not, the present impasse may 
not be unwelcome to them and they might let it S tinue 
rather than take the risk of it being broken oA ssuing 
visas to one or more of their correspondents. 
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Nevertheless, in connection with the possibility of 
some Chinese correspondents entering the United States I 
think Steen that we should be prepared for the possibility 


Ralph N. Clough, Esouire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Department of State, 
an a Washington 25, D.C. 
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of their attempting to ccntact some of the Chinese 
students, varticularly those for whom they have names 

and addresses, and for the difficulties that may well 
ensue. Given past attitudes of the students I think 
that we can depend on most of them being unwillinz to see 
correspondents, particularly one from Communist China, 
and of their attempting to use this as proof that we arse 
"terrorizing" the students. If they do see any, I think 
that we can depend on the students taking at the best 

an ambivalent attitude on their reasons for not returning. 
I do not have any suggesticns at the moment for meeting 


this vroblem but merely mention it as something we should 
think about. 


I was, of course, disappointed that the Department 
did not accept my suggestion from Prague for taking a 
little initiative in this field at today's meeting. 
Although the meeting went off well without it, I do not 
think it safe to assume that this will always be the 
case or that they will not take another initiative in 
this field. Frankly, as you know, I am not happy with 
consistently being in the position of responding to his 
initiatives and never having an initiative of my own 
to which he is recuired to respond. I have felt that 
this correspondents issue gave an opportunity for some- 
what turning the tables on him. 


As far as the next meeting is concerned I think 
we simply have to wait and see what they do or do not 
do between now and that time. I fully expected him to 
turn down the suggestion for November 7 for the next 
meeting as that is the 40th Soviet anniversary and will 
be given a big play throughout the bloc. However, I 
wanted to leave it to him to suggest a later date. I 
should mention a point Ed Martin called to my attention 
with regard to the memo enclosed with your letter to me at 
Prague. Neither of us have a copy here as we do not 
like to carry classified communications but it is the 
recollection of both of us that in the last paragraph 
there was a phrase which in effect credited Chinese 
Communists with forcing us to change our policy on the 
travel of newsmen. While it is true that Peking's issuance 
of invitations to American correspondents started the whole 
issue, it was not pressure from Peking that brought about 


a change in our policy but rather the pressure from our 
own press. 








: 


of the United States 


Declassified for PuDl ication If FUre ign ee eee 


—-— . 
> 2 ee _.- 


SECR=T 





Incidentally, the amendment of Ekvall's travel 
authorization mentioned in the last paragraph of ny 
letter of September 12 has not yet been made and his 
new orders came out in the same form so he has not yet 
been able to collect for his previous travel. 


Kindest regards to all. 


merit s 
he s /Johnson 


P.S. For your information there has been a change in 
the courier arrival here so that your letters arrive 
here Wednesday afternoons. Thus, if there is anything 
of special importance in your letter it would be good 
to make some mention of it in our guidance so that if 
the courier is late for any reason we can ask you to 
telezraph the substance. 
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Letter No. 76 


Dear Alex: 


We have just emerged successful from a spirited encounter with the 
Chinese Commmists supported by the rest cf the Soviet bloc at the Red 
Cross Conference in New Delhi where the Communists endeavored to exclude 
the Republic of China. Since Md was present there is no need for me to 
describe the affair in detail. It is possible that Wang may attack us at 
the next meeting for our activities there and we will cover this point 
in your instructions. We sent an official delegation to the Conference 
only after considerable debate within the Department and with strong mis- 
givings on the rart of TL. We felt it would establish an unfortunate 
precedent for the U. S. Deleration to be present officially with the 
Chinese Communists. However we tid go on the basis that this was to be a 
unique, humanitarian, non-political meeting at which all those having a 
reasonable claim to be present would be admitted, We of course could not 
assent te seeing the Rapublic af China excluded and the final result of 
our efforts was the admission of the GC at vhich the Chinese Commmnists 
and the other Cormunist recimes walked out. 


Judge Goodman in the Powell-Schumann sedition case handed down an order 
on November 1 ;iving the U. S. 30 days in which to issue defense attorney 
Wirin a passport valid for travel to Corrmnist China, failing which he 
would dismiss the case. I will enclose a copy of the orler if we can secure 
a legible one. In the meeting today with L we decided that the overall 
interests of the U. S. Government would probably be best served by validating 
Wirin's passport. Not to do so would place the responsibility on the State 
Department for dismissal of the case. Now. that we have validated passports 
of American newsmen, we fecl that validating Wirin's passport would not 
appreciably decrease the pressure from others who desire to co to Communist 
China. de has reasons for going which are unique. I don't believe that 
validating Wirin's passport will necessarily lead to his admission to 
Commnist China or the procurement of the evidence which he is seeking. 

The Chinese Comanists in a letter dated October 30 rejected the court's 
request for judicial assistance from Chinese Comiunist’ courts on the 
"sround that there is no agreement for judicial assistance between the U.S. 
and the Peoples Republic of China". My guess is that Peiping will continue 


The Honorable 
U, Alexis Johnson, 
American Ambassador now at Geneva, 
American Consulate General, 
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to play this case in such a way as to endeavor to force the U. S. in the 
direction of Goverment to Govermment arranpements or agreerents. Fiml 
decision has not been rade yet as to whether Wirin's passport will be 
validated but I believe it will be approved, 


Another month has gone by and no Chinese Cormunist correspondent 
has aprlied for a visa. Their inaction supports the speculation in your 
letter cf October 9 that they may not really desire to admit american 
correspondents to mainland China at this tire. If this is the case we 
can e:pect Wanz at the next meeting sizply to repeat his old accusations 
that ve refuse to crant eqrality and reciprocity end that no exchanre can 
take place until this obstacle has been removed. I have a feeling thet 
they take this insistence on recinrocity rather seriously and to the extent 
the; feel their overall international position is crowing stronger they 
will be less inclined to act with flexibility to bring about actions 
toward Dreaking down U,. 5, restrictions on relations with them uciss such 
actions could be taken on a plane of equality and reciprocity. The 
aftermath of the "“sputnik" may make them more adamant in this respect. 
The ranner in which they handle futire developrents in the fowell rassport 
case may afford sore clues to their thinkinr. 


I am enclosing another copy of our memo of September 50 on Chinese 
Communist motivations end intentions with respect to travel of americans 
sm that you will have one in Geneva. Of covrse it is trve that it uas 
eressure from the American press which broisht about ovr change in policy 
on passports for correspondmts and not Chinese Comunist pressure. The 
intent of the last paragraph of the memo was to say that looking at it 
from Peipine's roint of view since their rather clever and dramatic act 
of approving visas for a large number of Arprican correspondents set in 
motion the whole train of events leading to our clunre in policy, they 
must give tiwmselves a considerable chare of credit for that result. 


I sent vou and id covies of a remorancya to ifr. “obertson rerarding 
our position tith respect to Chinese aliens sentenced to nrison subsement 
to May 31, 1°56. In brief it seems to re w have to have a cut-off date 
beyond which we cannot co in offering Chinese aliens the choice of deporta- 
tion to Cormunist Chim. If we were to rake a continuing operation of 
extending the terms of the Agreed Announcement to Virinese aliens regardless 
of his date of sentence, we micht cot into a situation where any Chinese 
would have carte blanche to comit any crime in tlie book. Or so it might 
seem to Justice and to the variovs State authorities. At the same tire, I 
feel we should not be devrived dour flexibility in this regard, amd for 
that reason I recommended that we not state our position to Immigration and 
Naturalization Service at this time. So far as we know there is only the 
one case (Lee Poy) of a Chinese sentenced after May 1956 desiring to return 
to Communist China under the terms of the Arreed Announcement. ile does 
not eppear to have broucht ti case to the attemtion of the Indians. 
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John Dexter, who is going to take Bob Zkvall's place as interpreter, 
is now in the Department on consultation, He intends to @m some work with 
languare Service Branch here in the gmeral techniques of confersnce in- 
terpretine, following which he will take a little leave before croceeding 
to Geneva. We hope he will be able to arrive in beneva in time for the 
December meeting. It would be desirable, if you can iiork it out, to have 
Dexter sit in on the December and January meetings. It is up to you, of 
course, whether you wish to introduce Dexter at the December meeting 2s Zicvall's 
replacement, or to have him take la Ulaire's place for the December and 
January mectincs, Althovgh it is somehat irrecular, I should think it 
might serve as a demonstration of our continuing interest in the talks if 
you introduced Dexter frankly as Bob's replacerent. It would also be more 
useful to Dexter if ne Gould concentrate on following the interpreting rather 
than be recuired to take notes. We are having some trouble fitting Dexter 
in at a post comvenient to Geneva, The only job which has been civen serious 
consideration as 2 possibie slot for Dexter at Geneva is the conference 
administration vosition formerly occupied by 5111 sabbagh, but this job is 
felt te ve not emtirely apcrepriate. The difficulty with assi;ning hin to 
Bern or curich is the ~atter of his lancuare training between meetin:ss. 

As ;ou Mow we are asking [2d to look into laneuage training possibilities, 
but we are not too sanruine about those places. 


As you till save noticed fron the verbatim record of the 73th AC 
meetin, the UNC openin: presentation on tho missing servicemen was based 
al>ost entirely on the dreft statccent which ,ou saw here last .ay, Tere 
vere a couple of unfortunate interpolations, however, *hich have civen rise 
to some false impressions. in the latter part of the opening staterent, it 
is noted that the Cormunist falsification of their "accounting," only 
strencthens the conviction widely held in the inited States that Arericen 
citizens are still beins eld. The (SIA ticker on the AC meeting misauoted 
this rassage so that it appeared the U. 5, ‘overmment shared this conviction. 
The other unfortumate statement in the UIC rresentation was the reforence 
to the 1,038 persons on the UNC list apezinst -hose names the Comr-unists 
noted in their last "accounting" that they ied no data. This gave rise to 
the mistaken inference in the LsSIA ticker and in some news stories that the 
ficure 1,04) is the total number of missing servicemen for whom we are seeking 
an accounting. As -on1 know, we regard the Communist accounting as imsatisfactory 
throvchout, and not just with regard to the persons on whom they say they 
have no data. 


On the whole, desoite these unfortunate passages, I believe the meting 
went pretty well. I do not cee that the Communists offored uw any mrticular 
openings for exploitation at Geneva, but they did in their rebuttal concentrate 
somewhat more than formerly on the proper issve of an accounting. 


Their stress woon the fact that the UC has not vet submitted an 
accounting for their list of 938,000, if Wane takes the same line at Geneva, 
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should give you the opportunity for the citation of additional individual 
cases by way of proving our contention that their accointing is comletely 
unsatisfactory and hence does not meet the condition that we have set for 
rendering an accounting of their missing personnel, 


Kindést regards, 


Sincerely, 


Ralph Ne Clough 


1. Memo re "Chinese Communist Motives and Intentions 
with Respect to Travel of Americans". 
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Guidance for November 1), meeting: 








w 
£§ 1. Reiterate continuing concern at failure Chinese Communists release 
he a 4 imprisoned Americans despite commitment to do so over two years ago. 
SS \- i 2. Express to Wang our deep regret Communist side in MAC at 79th 
++ meeting October 22 again refused account for UNC missing personnel. 
.. refusal perform what even Communist side admits is obligetion under Armistice 
. Agreement demonstrates anew Chinese Communist opntempt for sanctity agree- 
z ments, as well as disregard humanitarian considerations. State that failure 
: “ew | Communist side respond in MAC compels US raise again in Geneva forun, 
g bei oe cases from list to demonstrate falsification in previous Commnist 
i. Ay "accounting". 
| aL 3. If Wang refers to Red Cross Conference, New Delhi, you should po 
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fundamental disregard for basic humanitarian non-political character 
Red Cross. You may wish remark that scorn for basic principles Red Cross 
shown New Delhi consistent with Chinese Communist refusal admit IR ICRC 


. representatives to their prison camps during Korean wer. 
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lh. Maintain position on newsmen if Wang raises issue. Decision 
solely in hands Chinese Communists whether they admit US newsmen or permit 


their newsmen apply US visas. 
5. Maintain established position other issues. 
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UNEVENTFUL ONE HOUR MEETING THIS MORNING, WANG OPENED 
WITH STATEMENT ON IMPLEMENTATION WHICH, TOGETHER WITH HIS 
REPLIES DURING GIVE AND TAKE, WAS MILDEST YET MADE, EMPHASIS 
WAS ON 50 OF 56 NAMES GIVEN ME AND 21 OF 103 NAMES | HAD 
GIVEN HIM NOT HAVING RETURNED AS WELL AS ONLY ONE PRISONER 
5 HAVING RETURNED, ALLEGATIONS OF OBSTRUCTION BASED ON 
EXPERIENCES OF THOSE HAVING RETURNED, DURING COURSE GIVE 
AND TAKE FOR FIRST TIME MADE STATEMENT "TO SAY THAT THERE 
1S THIS NUMBER OF CHINESE IN US 1S NOT SAME AS SAYING 
THEY ALL DESIRE RETURN OR WE WANT THEM ALL RETURN," 





of the United States 


Lovi-11/E6° 





IN REPLY MY STATEMENT ON MISSING MILITARY PERSONNEL 

ACCORDANCE PARA 2 DEPTEL 497, HE REFUSED ENTER INTO DISCUSSION 
STATING | WELL KNEW THEIR ATTITUDE THAT IT WAU NOT IN 

TERMS OF REFERENCE TALKS, |, OF COURSE, STRESSED WAS "PRACTICAL 
MATTER" BETWEEN US AND REFUSAL DISCUSS OR ATTEMPT IGNORE 

PROBLEM COULD NOT SOLVE IT, iO 
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China Talks - 72nd Meeting ction to DC 
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1. Wang Opened. 

It had been more than two years since the two of us reached 
agreement on return of civilians but a majority of Chinese 
nationals are still prevented from returning to China. This 
raises a question of good faith. There are tens of thousands 
of Chinese nationals still in the U.S. Among these, students 


alone number more than 5000. These students left China many 


of the United States 


years ago and are now anxious to return to their homeland. 
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Before we reached agreement our authorities were apparently 





detaining them. After we reached agreement our authorities 
are still trying to delay them by all sorts of obstructive 
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tactics. At our meetings here he had given us 56 names. 









50 of these have not yet returned. The U.S. has submitted 9 v red 
103 names of which 21 are yet to return. With regard to these 5 > = 
21 specific persons who have not returned the American side ~ & ae 
has failed to give an accounting. ‘They have been contimously me 


receiving letters from relatives of these unfortunate persons 
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note of the fact that of the 3) persons listed by the U.S. 


suthorities, except in the case of one person, all the rest 


have not been returned. A sharp contrast arises between 


the failure of my authorities to carry out the dgreement 


and its implementation by his side. As the result of his 


eet 


side's fukshfuina faithful implementation of the Agreement, 
all those Americans who wanted to return have done so 
including among those, a majority of the criminal offenders 


who have been returned at the expiration or prior to the 


expiration of their sentences. <Xxixeeixiixingumbant He felt 


it incumbent upon himself to stress once again that since 


the Agreement was concluded between the two sides, both sides 





should honor the g¢greement. It is hoped that the American 


Ambassador will impress upon his government that the Agree- 


of the United States 


ment must be carried out so that Chinese nationals can return 


to their country without further obstructions. 


2. I replied. We agreed at thebutset of our talks here 


insofar as the 
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return of nationals of either side were 


concerned that what we were discussing was those who desired 


to return. In fact, that language is incorporated in mm our 


Agreed Announcement on that subject. As he himself pointed 


out here this morning, there are tens of thousands of Chinese 
nationals residing in the U.S.A. 7 They had been residing there 
even before his authorities took control of the mainland of 


caine, | 





| CONFIDENTIAL 























Page. _____ of 























Desp. No. unnumb ered [ CONFID ENTIAL Bed. No___ 
From_ Geneva — (Classification ) Desp. No. 
4 : From 
| China. Most of them have been residing there for many | 








tions 
ied for Publication in Foreign Rela 
— of the United States 
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years. With respect to the students, it is entirely under- : 
standable that many of them do not desire to return. He seemed ‘ 
to take the position that because they have not returned | 
or because some of their relatives desire to have them return, 
they are prevented from returning by some mysterious obstruc- 
tions imposed by my authorities. The fact of the matter is 

very clear on the face of it that those who have not returned 
have not done so because they do not desire to return. As 

I had pointed out to him many times, we have no desire nor 

reason to detain people in the U.S. against their will. 


He and 


his authorities continued to make vague unsupported statements 
ax these people 
that 


are being obstructed in returning. It is 
incredible to me that he finds it possible to make such 


statements in the face of the facts. The facts are that 


the very agency which he himself suggested has not called 

to our attention a single case of obstruction. The Chinese 
in the U.S. have continued to be entirely free to depart 

for his country if they desired to do so. The maka sole 
question -=- let me say the sole determing factor -- is ther 
own desire. He had again this morning presented various 
figures. With regard to the 56 names he had submitted to me, 
I had told him in the past and I told him again categorically 
this morning, they and every other Chinese are entirely free 
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g 3. I continued. He had talked about the figwe of 103 | 


and again misrepresented that figure. As I had told him 
at the time I gave him those names, they were not names 
of persons who necessarily desired to return to his country. 
_ F They were names of persons, and I repeated this, they were 
| names of persons to whom orders were issued preventing thdr 
leaving the U.S. during the Korean war for reasons of national 
security. The fact that such orders were issued or that I 
gave him their names here was not the slightest evidence 
that they desired to return. It had no relation whatever 
to their desires. It was a purely preventative measure and, 
as 1 told him at the outset of our talks here, those orders 
have been entirely withdrawn. The fact that the orders 


were withdrawn and the group was free to return any time 


of the United States 


is 
it wanted to do - Few by his own statement that 
eighty- - 


wo in fact have returned. With regard to those in prison I 
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outlined to him the measures which we had taken to determine 
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their desires after he rejected the first proposal that I 
had made in this regard, and those who desired to return 


EASY 34 


have done so regardless of the length of their sentences. 
4. I continued. These are the facts with regard to the 
return of Chinese from my country to his country. They are 
not vague, unsupported allegations; neither are they 
unilateral statements on my part. Zmahyxux ‘They are facts 


an known to all the world; they are facts established by : 


impartial 
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C : impartial evidence. If he continues to refuse to accept | 
these facts, I can only draw my own conclusions as to the 


reasons. 


5S. I continued. The facts with regard to Americans in his 


country are equally clear. It is entirely clear and indis- 


mes 


putable that of the 19 Americans in his prisons at the time 
of our Agreed Announcement and concerning which that Agreed 
Announcement said his authorities would adopt measures for 
expediting their return, after over two years six still 
remain in his prisons, It is a fact that since December 1955 


not one American has been returned prior to serving the 


full sentence imposed upon him. It is the normal practice 


for every country of which I have knowledge to remit 
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substantial portions of sentences for normally good 


behaviour of prisoners. Since having entered into the Agree- 


ment, these Americans seem to have been deprived even of this 


privilege. Thus, apart from the very serious and solemn 
question of obligation of his authorities under the Agreed 
Announcement, the position of these prisoners seems markedly 
to have worsened since the announcement of the Agreement. 
Apart from their oblircations under the Agreement, the action 
of his authorities to catinue to keep these persons in prisons 
is utterly in contradiction to professions of desire for 


settling of questions and improvement of relations between us. 


I and my gamum government can only conclude this is a deliberate 


-~ 
- = policy. | 
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6. Wang replied. He made a statement this morning with regard 
to the tens of thousands of Chinese nationals residing in the 4 y . 
U.S. including 5000 students, but this was not the same as 

x saying that they wanted all these to return or that all wanted 

q to retum. What he had specifically made clear was that 
among these people, regardless of whether they were ordinary 
residents or students who were in the U.S. to acquire knowledge, 
many do desire to return to their homeland. That he had 
given me a limited list of specified persons explained the 
fact that these persons desired to return to their country. 
All these persons scctveafeetare to their country. All these 


persons have expressed a desire to return, but have encountered 


difficulties in doing so. From the experiences of those 


of the United States 


Chinese who succeeded in returning recently is explained the 





fact that there exist various barriers and difficulties 


preventing their return. Some of those who have returned 
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complain that once they made known their desire, they got 
in trouble with our authorities, who had them interrogated, 


There are cases in which my authorities tried to press persons 


who made made known their desire to go to his country to go 


to Taiwan instead. There are cases in which persons wiose 
were given 


such Bxqquexamaxxkhxdex they 
desire to retum 8 mehr mani no ti ce /tkaay got into 


a trouble in making preparations to leave. There are cases of 
yd 


sequestered, 
| persons departing who have had their property mumfisratesxx 


These 
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C These circumstances and the possibility that they might | 


encounter in departing some form of difficulty miueaxiteasbegxx 


inhibited their nationals from making up their minds to return ~*~ 
| to his country. 


o 7. Wang continued. With regard to the 103 whose names I 
| submitted, the statement I gave this morning admitted the fact 
that those persons were prohibited from returning to his 


country. The fact that my authorities issued the order 


clearly explained the fact that there were persons prevented 


from returning. It was still a fact that 21 still were not 


able to return. Considering the points he had made this 





morning, he therefore again requested me to impress on my 


' government to take measures necessary to remove all these 
Zax 50 
obstacles sBas/their nationals can in fact exercise their 


r Publication in Foreign Relations 


ied fo 
ommmeiien of the United States 





right to return to their country without obstruction. 


8. I replied. It seemed to me that on the one hand he 


was complaining that we made persons go too quickly and 

on the other hand we prevented them from going. All I was 
asking of Wang -- all I ever asked of Wang -- is that 
Americans in prison who unquestionably desireg to be released 
and return be permitted to do so. 


9. Wang indicated he had nothing more to say. 


10. 1 said 1 had something more to discuss this morning. I 


then read the following prepared statement: - 


"Mr. Ambassador, you will recall that at our 23rd and 
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| 2uth meetings I discussed with you the question of American | 


military perso at, from the Korean hostilities and 
concerning s for believing that your 
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side must have’information. You will recall that it was your 


position at the time that this matter should be taken up in the 


Military Armistice Commission in Korea. I pointed out 
that we were not concerned as to where the information was 
furnished but only in obtaining theinformation. 


"IT was pleased and encouraged that when, in accordance 
with your suggestion, the matter was again taken up by the 
United Nations Command in the Military Armistice Commission, 


» “your side accepted the lists of pa@ sonnel which 


long refused and promised to investigate the matter. I end 
my Covernment hoped that at long last your authorities had 
decided to liquidate this question by furnishing the requested 
information. However, this hope was sorely disappointed 
when at the 69th meeting of the Military Armistice Commission 
in February of last year the lists were retunned mkx with 
simply the notation, in the overwhelming majority of cases, 

no data". Ina lesser number of cases your side finally 
admitted that the men had been prisoners of your side but 
attempted to account for them by stating that they had 
escaped. 


"Mr. Ambassador, as pointed out by the United Nations 
Cormand representetives at the 79th meeting of the Military 
Armistice Commission last month this information is simply 
not creditable. Not a single oneof these men has ever 
returned to our side and if they had in fact at one time 
escaped they must therefor have been recaptured or killed by 
forces of your side. If such was the case, forces of your 
side must have some record thereof and I cannot understand 
why they continue to refuse to furnish it to us. I also fim 
it astonishing that your side would list as having escaped a 
man such as Capt. Harry Moreland who, as I pointed out in our 
64th meeting last January, had both legs amputated. I find 
it incredible that your side would be able to say that it 
had no date concerning a man such as Capt. Joseph S. Long, Jr. 
of the United States Air Force, who, a broadcast from your 
side in April 1952 seid, was alive and a prisoner, 


"However, when such facts were pointed out at the 79th 
Military Armistice Commission meeting last month, represen- 
tatives of your side resorted to entirely irrelevant polemics 
rather than making any serious effort horestly to discuss 
the problem or to furnish the requested information which 
they have recognized is their obligation under the Korean 


Armistice Agreement. 
"Mr. Ambassador 
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"Mr. Ambassador, my purpose in again raising the 
question with you here this morning is not to make accusations 
or to engage in polemics, but rather to seek the cooperation 
of you and your authorities in liquidating this problem." 


ll. Wmg replied. With regard to the qestion of missing 
personnel in the Korean War that I had again brought up this 
morning, he had made their attitude very clear in previous 
meetings. He did nat consider this subject within the terms 
of reference of our talks. He therefore did not feel it was 
necessary to give a reply to me this morning. 

12. I »splied whether he considered it within the terms of 
fxzafanencaxarxnakyx 

reference or not, it is a practical matter at issue between 
us. It is not a problem that can be solved by sweeping 

it under the rug or doing nothing about it. 


13. Wang said he had nothing more. 


ly. We agreed that our next meeting would be held on 
December 12. 


Uf 
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Dear Ralph: 


As you have seen Wang was today very mild and 
obviously just marking time. There was no slich test 
mention of New Delhi or anything else. You will note 
that I made the tone of my statement on missing 
military personnel somewhat milder than implied in 
the suidance telegram. if our purpose is really to 
get information on these men i still feel it is better 
with then and for the record to handle it, particu- 
larly in a closed meeting such as this, in that manner 
rather than simply as a propaganda blast. In any 
event the people in MAC seem fully capable of exploiting 
the propaganda blast approach. 
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I cited the case of Longe as the best additional 
case I could find. I am somewhat confused on the now 
voluminous files on this subject here which Dave had 
well in hand. If he has the time, I would appreciate 
Dave dropping us a little note on any suggestions he 
may have based on his memory of what we have on hand 
here. 


I think you are right in issuing a passport to 
Wirin. 


The correspondents issue seems to be completely 
dead on all sides. I am sure that you are not, and 
I know that I am not, regretful that this is the case. 


it 


Ralph N. Clough, Bsquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 


SECRET 




















, Se ? 
a, . SECRET 
-2= 


that Peiping has no i 
e 





the question of an ins truc tor 
ou about that. 


|! 


ana will do sO- 
not receive J? 
ee | arrived 





of the United States 


should be paide 
Dave Popper 
4aea that they had 


Declassifi 
fied 
for Publication in F 
= oreign Relations 
3 
re) 
ct 
= 
2 
03 
o 
© 


about the 
gone down 


there e 








, 4 
Ls) é ) 
} 4 A 
“awe. = , —_ 
- gite sila at ~~ . 
5 fs VT e 
as 
° * a 


OF THE 


THE FOREIGN SERVICE y 7 6 CAE: (Ue 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


- “~~ 
| ee ee , 


_DEPARAMER ES) ti 
cf Ostia 1s Ls Baghend. fu ™ FY 
iNeleasahie liovember 1 1957 os os fG2 ht ¢ 
Gs Releasable if — 
ee 


['] Excise as shown ) — 
ial-ini ormal 4 Deny ) Basis- | -301_ 


orc T tion Uilluy 
oe + iULAL Ss bed od OilLyY 





. 
€ 

_ 

e 


57 
ro) 
1" 























) L_] Review Again 
hed Lhe 1 ¢ «4 








~ 
Dear Ralvh: 
@ I am writins in resoonse to the Denartuent's telesram 5575 
so instrucsin: me to investizate instruction in Chinese availsdle 
” at l'icole dtinterpretes at Geneva and Chinese tutors at Sern 
3. anc suricnh, if any. On Thursday afternoon, lovember 14, Sob 
+ | Bivell and I interviewed is, Paul Chu, Ciainese teacher at 3 
si Licccle dtinterpretes, anc on “piday =e i talked to i.adame ct 
a Pisuct at the school itsel?, which is part of the University ~ 
Se / of Seneva. Late Fricay afternoon I flew to " daptels nosing to ” 
“" tal’: to Dr, Fens, the Chinese lansuacve teacher tnere. Thousn -) 
o 5 I vas cdisaptcointed to fing that ne nad left town with nis be 
entire family for a few days, I was able to discuss the ms 


Drodlem wich our Consul General, who aac been totally ignorant 

it vas all about, and to suscesi ue 3’ 
out to yr, fens br tne Yonsulate ve 
return to curich. 
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Both shvall and i were impressed witn iirs. Chu, the 
G'inverpretes. her luo yu is spolten 


pi ro* -essor at l'zcole 

with a semaine Yeiping accent anc her itnzlish is fluent. 
Lorcover, sne claims to nave nad five years! experience in 
teacuins Chinese, tro at Geneva and three at ‘eorse Vashinzton 
Unt ie | in vasnington, Delses Wnere sne received her ia. 
irs. vou is very mucn interested in the problem of intervretin= 
anc nas a 500d opinion of ner own abilities to teacn it, waic 

i snould say on a first impression, is well-founcec. She 
teaches tro classes on Saturday morning at l'Sscole d'intervretes, 
one in interpretin: and one in advanced conversation, ‘hese 


Ralvh i], Clousa, ssquire, 
Yirector, Office of CA Affairs, 
Devartment of State, 


' wT : _ -— 

\ wasninzton, ~ee 
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are the only advanced Chinese courses tauctht at tae scnosl. 
They cost only 12 francs er bones, 


irs. Cim would not commit nerseclf? to sive >rivate 
tutorinc, although Jkvell and I jucased taat she probably 
woulc. if oresented with the accual onoortunity, She felt 


thet her tro nours of Te: n ser weel: at the Univ 
would be sufficient for a good " gbudent to maintain nis 
nroficioney. ‘ihile this may be somewhat ontinistic, f 


versonally doubt that one nour @ Gay would be necessary in 


accition to the two nours on Saturdar, If Dexter were to 
‘enzoll in the two classes at the University’, two or tnree 
hours per veel: of supylementary tutorin= fromirs. vin 
vould be more taon adecuate to meet ais needs. irs. Cnu 
incicated tnat sne woulda cacrgze 10 fuanecs ver aour for 
private tutorins. if irs. Chu is unvwillins to cive porivate 
WUR Or SAGs there are one or to other Chinese in Geneva wno 


coulec do so. 


a nos nave the finei ansvers on the situation 
in suricn, my feeling is tauat orovanly v2. -enz would be 
aole to give Vexver the necessary practice, altnouch = 
dowudt yor s rmcn thet his vrofessionci sualificattons and 
canaoilities in teacning interpretins anoroac: those of 
iz2se Chu in Geneva. I hope , Bhat Curin; this week -ou vill 
recsive a telesrapnic revort from curich as to Dr. Yen's 
capabilities and interest in n doin- tae joo. 48 it loos 
nov, from tne standpoint of maintainins and increasin- his 
Llanzuave anc internoretins vrofficicncyv, Yexter sinorld be 
ascsisned to Geneva. AS You are aviarc, Sern nas not turned 
uD any oovential instructors, 

i feel that it is a mistake to assicn Vexter to an 
already existins slot either at Geneva or uurich, and the 
officers in chearse of tnese sosts are of like mind. “he 
reasonins of? the censuses ceneral is quite sinple and, to 
my mind, — arstandable,. their offices co not suffer from 


an exces s of siete to cover the work that nas to be done. 
sims they are not easer to accept an officer for one of 
these slots who is from the outset soins to devote at best 
onl: 5/4 of his time to the job, In my own case, I can tell 
a Srenily, tnat the winister anc others here are not at 


all : Rode about vae amount of time I am away from ny job at 


° 


a] ~* 
the cmbassy. 
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> the imbassy. In effect, the Geneva assicnment takes about 1/4 
of ny time, am of course ‘recently vie Delhi conference has 

taken me ONE T for a much lon=er period. in mz case tne veneva 

assicnment is at least relatec to 409 worl: I do here, altnousn, 

a as i am sure CA is WaPe, iL am sup-:osed to oe cover on; tae wort: 
3 here of 5 or 6 other seosranvhnic offices in the Jevartment as 
i as that of CA. In the ca se of vexter, if ne were to be 
ened to durich, for exanunle, wnican is nurely a vonsular 
nis work would be entirely unconnectec with the geneva 

s anc the time szont on them and on lancsueze treinincs 

eacdead loss to the Vonsulate. An assicment ] 
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i. unfortunate to nut Lezter in a seneral service? officer's slot. 
rts : « id atrl- * -~At- 3 a“ “4 aArat- 4 « j 
es ~ile only reason for -exter's assi~mm2ns and for his concimued 
- se 
39 ~ _ 4 oa = -* = = fz - ‘ - 2 = & Bo wa + —_ 
+ lansuacse trainins is that at Seneva we are maintainin:; some 
- m = o s 2 -- , 2 '- J- ‘ 2 4.* c= % 4 2 + ~ &yennaaee * kd by ad 
v> sors o7 temicus divlomatic contact with she Chinese -ormunists. 
a aa = 
re ae ee Te f kinn  « « : 3 a-- “~ax-ar +" - set 
= 2 zone nistorvy of the oast 4-5 years nas demons iratec taat tne 
' & 2 . Ae , 4. : Saad 4 «2 to? .* aca mH bake wd wm? s- 209% 
ar. ( Peinin- recime nas to be dealt with, at least at tris mininaun 
- . . ° . % * os So ® & ‘J aqdat an: 4. 2 fe* 
* icv3l, anc. I see no reason co believ> trat Cevelopiusnts in tas 
| $5 4 t+ ge v9 7 + 1. se > 23.4 3. - fran, Bs 4. . : > ~ 
e uture will make it any more possible to refrain from havin; 
7 S wn oe 2 1° + * 4.* — - seae rc s~ 4 7. 
a some declin-s with the authorities who consrol some 1/2 billion 
oa 4° oom’ 3 . meet ah @ za : — de @ mas 2 « “toa 4 4 
2 of tae worli's donulation. Certainly our oneratvion in Geneva 
2 +0 J. “- | + es Ar fA: 2 te e979 a te ®» © as 1. te 1° 
a is importans enoush to stendon its own feet, at leass to tne 
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g as firs cz 


m the lon; run resardcless of wno controls vai 
ertainly never zoin- to ~cet baci: to the "Tainan" and 
Lesation Guarter"™ days. 


snus 1 sincercly hove tnas anotuer lool can be taicen 
at LCezser's assiztmnent, as 1 cdo not tnint: we should try to 
fit ain into some preecxistins slot entvirel: unrclitec to the 
real surnose of nis assicmuient to owitcerlanc, whien vould now 
allow nim te contribute his best either to tas worl: of th 
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him to Seneva for the ourvose of our operation anc 1 


et nis 
spare time be utilized for economic and volitical renvortin-, 
for cultivating contacts witn Asian deleza tions assiznec to 
Geneva anc in other ways useful botn to his orm develonnent 


and to the wori: of the Consulcte General. Both “oven and 
ronver nave ‘gold ne tansy coulc find nlenty of useful work 
of tanis ltind for aim to co, 


wovtin wi, ueartin 


first secretary oi 22bass7 


cc: The xonorable 
Ue Alexis Johnson, 
American unbass" 
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Your tel 2°7«~ 
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ke agree you shovld go ahead with December 12 meeting. 


al ternative 


Would like your coment on following/methods continuing talks under 


1) Beam meet with Wang in Warsaw, 2) Rankin commute Geneva 
from Belgrade following assignment there, 3) talks be continued at lover devel ~ 
and conducted by Martin commuting to Geneva, 
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CONFIDENTIAL 
Control: 12847 
nes Rec’d: November 22, 1957 
FROM: Prague 11:13 a.m. 


a TO: Secretary of State 
2 NO: 316, November 22, 1 p.m. 


- 

\ 4 = 
PRIORITY 
LIMIT DISTRIBUTION 
DEPTEL 182. 
From substantive standpoint favor alternative which would 
designate another officer of ambassador rank for continuation 
talks at Geneva. However, suggest CHICOMS may identify 
Rankin with GRC to degree that would terd to prejudice his 
negotiations if and when CHICOMS may shift from present 
attitude. Therefore, suggest possibility Bonbright commuting 
Geneva from Lisbon. If this not feasible favor Beam meeting 
Wang in Warsaw. This would, of course, require Martin commute 
London-Warsaw (this appears practicable from airline schedules 
available here) and preferably assignmert Dexter to Warsaw. 
If this done, believe we should also suggest to CHICOMS alter- 
native of Martin meeting at Geneva with CHICOM representative 


on understanding consideration would be given again designat- 
ing an ambassador if and when it appeared desirable. 


of the United States 
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st anticipate Wang will require instructions before replying 
me on any alternative that lowers level talks or moves them 
m Geneva. In this event Martin could remain at or return 
Geneva to receive their reply and make agreement, including 
lic announcement, for next meeting. In such case we could 
ply state following December 12 meeting that date next 
ting will subsequently be anmncurced. In event 13 ust in- 
‘——_————-—-ferm Wang of designation new ambassador -for. schema eet- 
ings, this could be included in announcement followlrg eet- 
hap ing without making reference to my transfer from Praj _—e 
that is otherwise publicly known at time. (I would 
to postpone announcement my transfer from Feagua unt gon 
PERMANHWEtLY before my departure.) 
RECORD COPY « This copy must be returned to RMR central files with not 
CONFIDENTIAL 


aa--<—<-- 











CONFIDENTIAL 


-2- 316, November 22, 1 p.m., from Prague 


In any event would appreciate Dece~hber 12 meeting instruct- 
ions also covering publicity aspec-.s. 


JOHNSON 
: LMS: CVv/1 
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; letter io. 77 rece es oy mely Gn: 4 

> ‘ 

nf Pear Alex: f 
i am enclosing an exchange of corresocndence between rs, Commer onc 

} hr. Yobertcon. “ra. Sowmey's renewed recvest for rermission to visit 

' her son caused us to recomider mr policy cf denying passports to 


relatives of rrisoners for visits to Comrunist Chim. After weirhinre 

the varicus considerations ve nave deciced to recommend to the vecretary 
that we arthorize trevei Sy those relutives cf the six rereinin’ prisoners 
who ray wish to rake the trin. 





Ve reco:niice, of course, tiat trois action will attract a -ood coal 
ef mblicity ami will constitcte ancther oresch in our colic; ooccsinc 
trnvel =~ Avericans to Cormumist China, rarticclarly cemine so soon after 
ovr sorreval of Virin'sa travel. Jc.ovor, we folt that these relatives 
Save a far ctroncer clain than coul? be put forvaré by eny others «ho 

y may wish to visit Cormunict “hime and we fecl we could defend our solic, 
arcinst A@taer enerosciment. Gn the plus sico there is tha ressiLlilit, 
| that one or rore cf the ~risoners might oe relcased om tim Goensien ere 


' 
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his relative$ visit, Ian not cotimintic that this sil | a mut 
at ccast we will cave taken every cessible stem to Urine sent | 
relenaco of these unfortunate vecplo. 


It. is pescible that the Corsunists cay mot desire such visits at 
‘his time or ray seizo uron our action te Cemand reciprocal] r’ézhts for 
visits by relatives ef “uimese ;risoners in this countr;, I think ” 
would have to ccvo6e eny ouch ranevver on taeir rar. ami it would ; 
ug an opportunity to retell tie story of our effer to release Lhirese 
rriconers =hich ieeves the Chinese Communists in a rather weak cropa; ands 
—— position. 
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In order to winirize the pessibility af gehiving the Cosrunicts any 
pretext for accrsing 13 of “inequality”, “one-sidedness" ,"esniona:e} <tc., 
ve thourht it :ould be seat for txe relatives to apply individually to 
the Chinese Cormunist fed Cross rather than for us to tke it up at the 
Ceneva tale 


The doanorable 
UL, Alexis Jcimson, 
American Ambassador, 
Prarts. 
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In view cf ‘lacrearskfold's ‘:terest in this subject we would notify 
him before ocr action wes made prblic. 


I would arprectate receiving Sy tolegrem any coments you ray have 
on this rcreposed course of action. 


Jedcine from tang's behavior at the lest meeting, the chinese 
Corrasticts nave run ovt of ideas for the time being. I am enclosinr 
@ very interesting repert from the Critish Gabesoy concerning a reseriable 
' lecture civen by Chou In-lai to tho assembled chiefs of miscion in 
Peivcine. ile statement shat they are willinc to go on talking at 
ty Geneva for 10 or 20 years if necessary imiicates we need have no fear of 
I: an early break-off on their part. 





ve axvect to nave a decision from tre secretary 3soon on the method 
of carrinme on the tala’ i*ter sm2 transfer, IJ exect to write you 
further on that before tin next meeting. 
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Sincerely, 


—— 
oo 


——-—s -- 


” 
a 


of the United States 
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3e Tele;ran fron Peking to forein (ffice tated Nav, 16, 1 £7 
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ie Inform Wang you being transferred. State US desires continue talks 
neva and will designate Martin represent US. FYI You would not ask Wang 0) 


esignate another representative but we assume he would not wish continue himself 






, ° these circumstances and representative KZ of appropriate rank would be at 
ao \) 
4» appointed. END FYI ~ 


of the United States 
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2. If Wang accepts you should propose limiting press announcement follow{n- 


meeting to usual statement of date next meeting. If Wang insists, announcement” 


NI 


Martin and Chinese Communist representative. You may tell Wang you desire 4% 


may also state "for administrative reasons" next meeting to be held between 





RT 
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delay public announcement impending transfer until new appointment officially 
confirmed. 
3. If Wang states requires instructions before replying you should inforn 


_— him reply should be addressed Martin at Geneva who will-be empowered agree on 


gate and public announcement regarding next meeting. ‘3 
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sg Lh. If Wang refuses contime talks on proposed besis, insisting on ambassadorial | 
level, inform him we remain ready continue talks but cannot designate ambassador for 
this purpose this time. You should maintain this position even in must unlikely event 
Wang threatens break. If Wang suggests alternative basis for continuing talks, you 
may inform him sug-estion will be reported Department but that for number compelling 
reasons only feasible basis at this time is one proposed by you. FYI Department 
believes it unlikely Chinese Communists will break off talks, especially in view 
Chou's recent statement to foreign chiefs mission Peiping they ready continue 

talking ten or twenty years if necessary. In give and take you should be careful 
retain freedom action for US to propose restoring talks to ambassadorial level at some 
future time when this might be desirable END FYI. 

S. Your announcement of chance in US representation int alks should follow 
strong statement of US disappointment at Chinese Communist failure to live up to 
public commitment release all jailed Americans and their failure renounce force so 
that Wang will perceive connection between our disappointment at meager results of 
talks and our unwillingness to contime at ambassadorial level. 
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Re paragraph 2 DEPTEL 199. 


Announcements of next meeting customarily are to effect "two 

ambassadors will meet again...". As such statement would 

clearly be inaccurate believe it may be preferable for me 

take initiative in proposing announcement state “for adminis- 

trative reasons" Martin will be US representative next 

meeting handling question CHICOM representative according to 

developments at meeting. In view of NEW YORK TIMES December 

1 Washington story Department "contemplating" my transfer 

to Bangkok have received inquiries on future meetings with Wang 

from press representatives at Geneva and must expect flat 

inquires after December 12 meeting even if question hedged 

or avoided informal announcement of next meeting. Therefore, 

while I would have preferred further postpone news my de- 

parture from Prague, under circumstances believe it preferable © 

for news Martin designation frankly be announced following © 
ry 
— 


of the United States 
~—— 


LZS9-cl/<£6°llg 


Declassified for Publication tn rorergn Kelas” 


December 12 meeting and matter be interpreted in context and 
manner our choosing by statement subsequently to be made by 
Department rather than permitting it leak out in piecemeal CO 
and probably distorted form. In reply to press inquiries sar 


following meeting would informally confirm I expected transfer =. > 
from Prague but had no firm information on new assignment. a 


Any additional information would have to come from Washington. ; 
If Wang does not accept Martin designation, asks time to recei 
> instruction or otherwise no agreement is reached between us 
I will attempt obtain his agreement to simple statement tha ee 
announcement concerning next meeting will subsequently be madet_ 
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or unilaterally make such announcement myself giving no in- 


formation to press on expectation my transfer from here or our 
proposal for Martin's designation. However, in this event 
must anticipate considerable press speculation. 
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[ 4. If Wang raises matter visits by relatives, state United States decided issue | 


ew tege, - 


passports for such visits in view prolonged tragic separation six men from families and 
- messages received by family members from Chinese Communist Red Cross inviting them xe 
make tripe Decision whether or not apply for passports for such purpose up to 
individuals concerned, Number if any of persons who will apply not known. Any 
applying will be advised contact Chinese Communist Red B Cross. If Wang seeks 
reciprocity agreement, reject and point out US not preventing any Chinese from 
departing US. If Wang refers to Chinese in jail in US remind him our earlier offer 
permit all return who desired and allow Indian Embassy confirm their wishes. Inform 


Wang that if Chinese Communists truly interested in reciprocity they should show 


of the United States 


ial? . ctnatttiitinn Weems CC TT AM 


reciprocity by removing all obstacles to departure remaining detained Americans as 
US did prior to August 1, 1955 regarding Chinese in US, 
S. if Wang proposes agreement on mutwal judicial assistance in connection 


projected visit Communist China by defense counsel in Powell-Schumann case, advise 
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him such agreement impossible and unnecessary. If Chinese Communists choose withhold 





| cooperation with defense counsel in collection evidence for defense Powell-Schumann, 
this their own responsibility. US Government has no responsibility this regard. 
6. With reference arrangements for succeeding meetings, follow previous 
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RE DEPTEL 557, DEC 10, 


IN ABSENCE OF GUIDANCE TO CONTRARY | PROPOSE TO HANDLE PRESS 
MATTERS AS FOLLOWS; 


IN MOST LIKELY EVENT NO AGREEMENT REACHED ON NEXT MEETING, an 
| WILL, PREFERABLY IN AGREEMENT WITH WANG, INFORM PRESS THAT = 
ANNOUNCEMENT CONCERNING NEXT MEETING WILL SUBSEQUENTLY BE MADE, — 
THAT AS | EXPECT TRANSFER FROM PRAGUE | WILL NOT FURTHER PARTI- ° 
CIPATE IN TALKS, AND US HAS ACCORDINGLY MADE PROPOSAL TO WANG FOR (® 
CONDUCT OF FUTURE TALKS ON WHICH WE AWAITING PRC REPLY, WOULD 
POINT OUT THAT ACCORDANCE AGREEMENT ON CONFIDENTIAL NATURE TALKS 
CANNOT GIVE SUBSTANCE OUR PROPOSAL, IN EVENT AGREEMENT REACHED 1) 
ON NEXT MEETING WITH MARTIN AS POINTED OUT MY REPLY FROM PRAGUE ! 
TO DEPTEL 546 IT NOT RPT NOT POSSIBLE FOR ME PROPOSE TO WANG = 
"USUAL STATEMENT" 10 EFFECT THAT TWO OF US WiLL AGAIN MEET AS = G@ 
THIS CLEARLY NOT TRUE, THEREFORE WOULD PROPOSE ANNOUNCEMENT ~ 
ALONG LINES SECOND SENTENCE PARA TWO DEPTEL 546 INFORMALLY 
CONFIRMING 10 PRESS AFTER MEETING THAT | WILL NOT AGAIN BE MEET 
HERE BECAUSE | EXPECT TRANSFER FROM PRAGUE, « ty 





IN EVENT WANG ISSUES PUBLIC STATE ACCUSING US OF ATTEMPT. z 
ING BREAK OFF MEETINGS OR OTHER SUCH CHARGES WILL PROMPTLY 2: 
REPLY WITH STATEMENT OF FACTS CONSULTING DEPT AS SEEMS QESIRABL 
AND LEAVING TO DEP] iSSUANCE OF ANY EXTENDED REPLY, a 
IN ANY ABOVE CONTINGENCIES | WILL, OF COUR E, CONFINE MYSELF & - 
TO STATEMENT | EXPECT BE LEAVING PRAGUE WITHOUT MAKING ANY REF-+4 
ERENCE TO POSSIBILITY BANGKOK APPOINTMENT, UNLESS “UNCLASSIFIEDE | 
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LIMIT DISTRIBUTION FROM JOHNSON, 


| OPENED WITH STRONG STATEMENT ALONG LINES 
AND 3 DEPTEL 57, CLOSING WITH STATEMENT ON 
AND DESIGNATION OF MARTIN, 


of the United States 


TALKS" AND THEREFORE "NATURE" OF TALKS, | 
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DATE NEXT MEETING AND WE FINALLY AGREED ON 


THAT WE HAD HELD 73RD MEETING TODAY AND AMBASSADORS "STATED 


AN ANNOUNCEMENT WOULD SUBSEQUENTLY BE MADE 
NEXT MEETING", 


HE MADE PROPOSAL FOR AGREED ANNOUNCEMENT ON JUDICIAL ASSISTANC 
ON BASIS "EQUALITY AND RECIPROCITY" AND THEREFORE "GOVERN. 
MENTS OF TWO COUNTRIES DECIDED TO APPOINT EXPERTS TO START 
NEGOTIATIONS ON SUBSTANCE AND CONCRETE ARRANGEMENTS OF AN 


DECEMBER 12, 2 


wy Z. 


Pe | 

° "csr 
"> GO. 

- 


~yudol 


-Ticor 


/ 
ONE HOUR FIFTY MINUTE MEETING THIS MORNING, weal a0 


PARAS 1, 2 
MY TRANSFER 


WANG CLOSELY QUESTIONED ME ON DESIGNATION MARTIN "AS TO 
WHETHER U.S, WAS PURPOSELY CHANGING LEVEL OF AMBASSADORIAL 


REPLIED ALONG 


LINES PARA & DEPTEL 546 AND WANG SAID WOULD HAVE TO CONSULT 
GOVERNMENT, WHEN, IN REPLY MY STATEMENT ANSWER SHOULD BE 
ADDRESSED MARTIN, HE INSISTED REPLY ONLY TO ME, | EMPHASIZED 
THAT AS OF CLOSE MEETING TODAY MARTIN WAS U,S, REPRESENTATIVE, 
HE REJECTED MY SUGGESTION ANNOUNCEMENT BE MADE CONCERNING 


ANNOUNCEMENT, 


CONCERNING THE 


AGREEMENT ON JUDICIAL ASSISTANCE BETWEEN THE TWO COUNTRIES"; 


IN ORIGINAL PRESENTATION AND GIVE AND TAKE 


ON FACT U.S, DISTRICT COURT AN INSTRUMENTALITY OF U,S, 
GOVERNMENT HAD MADE REQUEST TO PRC MINISTRY OF JUSTICE, 
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| / 
(a) Mr. Ambassador, when we first met here in August, 1955 
again to discuss, among other things, the question of Americans 
in your country desiring to return to the United States but 
prevented from doing so, 1 pointed out to you the fundamental 
importance of this question to the future relations between our 
two peoples. I also pointed out to you that the question could 
have been settled even on the first day of our talks if your 
authorities had taken the simple and straightforward step of 
doing no more than matching the action that had been taken 

by my fovernment with respect to the Chinese in the United 
States -- that is, withdrawing all measures preventing thdr 
departure and permitting them to return. This would have per- 
mitted us promptly to proceed to the discussion of other 
questions in ean atmosphere that would give greater hope of con- 
structive results. However, your authorities refused to take 
this straightforward and reciprocal step and you insisted that 

I enter into public agreement with you on the subject. Although 
l saw no necessity for such an agreement, I concurred in your 
proposal, even including your proposal on third party represen- 
tation in the U.S. 1 did this on the clear understanding, which 
was embodied in the specific words of the agreement, that this 
would promptly resolve the problem of Americans detained in your 
country. ‘The agreement into which we entered on September 10, 
1955 in fact specifically said that your authorities agreed to 
take measures to permit Americans (not just some Americans, 

but all Americans) expeditiously to exercise their right to-~+ ~ 
return. Yet eight hundred and twentyfour days after we entered 
into that agreement, Mr. Ambassador, six Americans still remain 
in your prisons. 1 have, in the past, and must again today 
exprass to you as solemnly as Il can, the dissatisfaction of ~: 
myself, my government anc the Americen people with this et 


1. 1 opened 73rd meeting with prepared statement: 


—_ 
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long delay of your authorities in resolving this problem and a: - 


in carrying out their pledged word in the first agreement ever 
, reachea vetween us. cn 


(b) At our @ 
| — a 








CONFIDENTIAL + 


ea is 
REPORTER 


\ ACTION COPY — DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


The action office must return this permanent record copy to DC/R files with an endorsement of action taken. 











“Sine rad a> 4 ae a PS ee ee Lee oe ae ep i eS ZT hlU2m mh Se 


_ 


LSzi-zi/e6°ttg 












_ i ope ———- < ul 
,, Desp. No. unnumbered | CONFIDENTIAL ncl. No. 
+ From’_U.A. Johnson _ — (Classifcation) Desp. No 
From 


| (b) At our twenty-third meeting on October 27, 1955, I | 


reised with you the question of the failure of your side to 
account for many U.S. military personnel still missing from 

the Korean hostilities. 1 pointed out to you that each of these = 
men were last seen or heard from under circumstances indicating 
that he was either captured or killed by forces of your side 

and that your authorities should have information concerning 

them. i also pointed out many specific cases in which your 
official radio, as well as press, had specifically identified 
persons on the list as being prisoners of your side. Yet they 
were never returned nor was any report even received of their 
Geath. In the time tint has elapsed during the fifty meetings 

that have taken place since that period, no satisfactory accounting 
of these men has been made in the Military Armistice Commission 

in Korea or here. surely at one of these meetings it would have 
been very simple anc straightforward for you to have offered 

to request your authorities to investigate the matter and furnish 
us information to which we are entitled not only on humanitarian 


grounds but also by the specific terms of the Korean armistice 
agreement. Yet you have not done so. 














(c) Mr. Ambassador, at our 20th meeting on October 8, 1955 
I made to you a proposal suggesting that we renounce in reciprocal 
terms the use of force in the settlement of issues between us, 

» that is, either we were going to permit our disputes to lead to 
hostilities between us, or we are going to express our joint 
determination to seek their settlement by peaceful means only. 

I pointed out the importance of any such declaration, especially 
with revard to the Taiwan area, and that such an agreemant need 
not in any way prejudice the position of either side or the 
pursuit of its policies by peaceful means. Yet you have persisted 
in misinterpreting and misrepresenting this simple proposal 

which is in full accord with accepted standards of international 
conduct and for the past year and a half have not even been 
willing seriously te discuss it. Mr. Ambassador, this has also 
been a source of deep disappointment to me and to my country. 
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(d) Mr. Ambassador, as this is my last meeting with you it is 

a source of particularly keen disappointment to me this morning 
to have to recount this record of the failure of your authori- 
ties to live up to the first and only agreement reached between 
us as well as their failure to take any steps to resolve these 
other outstanding issues. When 1 came here almost two and one 
half years ayo 1 had hirh hopes that your government would be 
promptly responsive tc these few fundamental and mutually advan- 
tagzeous sugrestions for the removal of obstacles to the improve- 
ment of our relations and thus establish an atmosphere in which 

, other problems could profitably be discussed. I desire to inform 
you that I am being transferred from Prague to a new post and | 


oa it will 
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| Lae will therefore not be possible for me further to carry on | 
; these talks with you. However, my government persists in its 


determination and willineness patiently to seek a settlement 
of our differences and accordingly desires to continue these 


talks here. To this end Mr. Edwin Martin will be designated as 
the United States representative." 


2. Wang replied. ‘The record of our talks of more than two years 
shows we have not done the duty given to us to settle the issues 
pending between our two countries. He came to these talks with 
me wlth great hopes. it is a fact that there existed a number 

of practical issues between our two countries. The existence 

of such issues between our two countries not only exerts an 
influence on the relations between our two countries, but also 
leads to the tense situation in the Far East. it was with the 


desire of resolving the issues between our two countries as 


- 


well as to improve our relations that he had in the course of 


of the United States 


the entire talks made various concrete proposals to bring about 
this end. Yet he must point out that the Ambassacor and the 


United States Government have not given sufficient attention 


to proposals that he has made. 
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3. Wane continued. the progress of our talks has suf.ered 
due to the policy of my fsovernment during the entire course 


of these talks to obstruct and drag on deliberately what we have 


started here. For this his side is extremely dissatisfied 


\i th the situation of these talks. And the responsibility sft 


for this state of affairs is not on his side at all. 


lh. Wang continued. At this morning's meeting he still would 


| like to bring up and discuss with me another matter that is | 
, a : relative 
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rt From_—_ 
_ to the relations between our two countries. in view a 

of the fact that an American court has requested the Chinese 

Ministry of Justice for judicial assistance in connection with 

the Powell case, he now proposed on behalf of his government 

that our two countries conclude an agreement to render each other 

judicial assistance. On September 3, 1957 the United States 

District Court of Northern California corresponded directly 

with the Ministry of Justice of his country and put forth a 

request for judicial assistance for Mr. and Mrs. Powell and Mr, 

Schuman, all American citizens and assakk editors of the "China 

Monthly Review". The Chinese authorities are willing to meet 


the request of the U.S. Court. However, in accordance with 


-— 


international practice, only after the two countries have reached 


of the United States 


agreement on judicial assistance, can assistance be rendered in 
specific cases in accordance with the provisions of the agreement. 
As a matter of fact the U.S. Government has concluded bilateral 


or multilateral agreements on judicial assistance with cther 
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countries. it can readily be seen that the procedure referred 
to above by the U.S. vListrict Court is not in keeping with 
proper procedure. For this reason the Chinese Ministry of 


Justice was obliged to return the original request on October 30 


of tiiis year. Nevertheless, in its message of reply the Ministry 


of Justice specifically stated that if tnhe.Chinese and American 


paaw overnments reached agreement for judicial assistance the 


rl request in the Powell case would be eligible for consideration. | 
‘ Since 
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| Since the Chinese Ministry of Justice stated the aforesaid 











position, no step has so far been taken by the American authori- 
ties to promote a judicial agreement between our two countries.” 
Yet on November 2 of this year the American State Department 


issued a passport valid for travel to China to Mr. Wirin, 


Powells' defense attorney, for the purpose of taking testimony. 


It is evidenf that in the absence of a judicial agreement, it 


would be impossible for lhir. Wirin to accomplish the purpose of 


taking testimony. 


5. Wmg continued. In order to resolve the question of judicial 


assistance in the case of the Powells as well as other cases 


which may be raised in either country in the future, he proposed 


a 





that both sides make tine following agreed announcement ax so that 


mo ta xskcaxxmakaxkhre xRak hominy xxerecak XO smoenk xxx xhixak cases 


of the United States 


can be taken up speedily. I1t is hoped that I and my government 


would give careful consideration to this proposal. 


6, Wang then handed me the following text: 


Declassified for Publication in Foreign Relations 


"Arreed Announcement of the Ambassadors of the People's 





Republic of China and the United States of America Concerning 
Negotiations on Judicial Assistance. Ambassador Wang Ping-nan, 
on behalf of the Government of the People's Republic of China, 
and Ambassador U. Alexis Johnson, on behalf of the Government 
of the United States of America, agree to announce: 
in order to sive each other judicial assistance on the 
| basis of equality and reciprocity, the Government of the People 


ts 
a Republic | 


| C. NFIDENTI AL 












































Page meal a Page_ of 
‘  Desp. No..._Unnumbered CONFIDENTIAL Enel. No. 
- Frm _UAJonnson (Classification) Desp. No 


No - 


ifi ication i ign Relations 
ified for Publication in Foreign 
— of the United States 














Republic ofChina and the Government of the United States of | 
America deem it necessary to reach an agreement on judicial 
assistance between the two countries. The Governments of the- 
two countries decide to appoint experts to start negotiations on 
the substance and concrete arrangements of an agreement on 
judicial assistance between the two countries." End text. 


7. Il replied. As communications from his country to Mr. Wirin 


had indicated their intention of making a proposal of this kind, 
this matter has already been given careful consideration ef my 
government. First let me point out that it is Mr. Wirin as 

the defense attorney for the defendents Powell who is seeking 

to obtain testimony in his country and not the U.S. Government 
and that the court was simply acting on Wirin's behalf. A 
passport has now been issued to Mr. Wirin for the purpose of 
taking the testimony he seeks on behalf of his clients. It is 
entirely up to the authorities of his country whether or not | 


they desire to cooperate with Mr. Wirin in the collection of 


the evidence wnich he seeks. There is no responsibility of the 


U.S. Government in this regard. it is clearly not necessary to 


have a judicial assistance agreement such as he proposed to 


permit Wirin to take the testimony that he seeks. Countries 


commonly permit the taking of such testimony without inter- 


povernmental arreements. 1 myself have often had experience in 


this regard. Il was therefore authorized to inform him that the 


U.S. Government does not consider it possible to enter into suc 


h 
ae agreement ; 
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| agreement and does not consider such an agreement necessary | oT; 
for the iaking of such testimony. / 

8. Wang replied. He considered the response made by me to eS aa 


this question as not satisfactory. No matter who is going there 
to take testimony, the case is not one of an individual 
applying to the Chinese Ministry of Justice, but it is the 


District Court of Northern California that has made the request 





to the Ministry of Justice. Clearly this court is an ins ti- 
tution of the United States and cannot be anything else. The 
statement has been made by to the effect that an ax individual 
person may oo to obtain testimony in a foreign country 
without the agreement of the government concerned. Such a 


statement cannot be regarded as correct. That statement does 


of the United States 


not conform even with the accords signed by the United States 


itself with foreign countries. 
He | 
°, Weng continued. ide just would cite one case. At the 6th 


Inter-American Conference held in Havana in 1928 a Bustamante 
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code was adopted at that conference at which the U.S. was 
represented. Article 388 of this code states that every 


judicial step which a country has to take in another country will 


be carried out by letters consular or letters rogatory sub- 


mitted through diplomatic channels. If, as I said, the 


possibility of judicial assistance existed without the necessity 


of agreement between the governments concerned, then this article 


| in the Bustamante code in which U.S. has associated itself 
rl 


— would | 
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~ would appear to be irrelevant. Now the fundamental fact is that | ag 
an institution of the U.S. has put forward such a request to i ee 
his authorities and his authorities have expressed willingness” ae 
to meet tris request so that it can be handled by proper channels’ ..+ > fe 
and procedures. Since 1 had made a remark that it was not | 
necesssry for governments to reach agreement on the handling 
of judicial assistance and if this is the considered opinion 
of the U.S. does this mean that the U.S. no longer seeks 


such judicial assistance. If so, the U.S. has reversed its 


a position. 

; 10. I replied. I happened to have had personally considerable 
3 experience in this field while serving as consular officer at 
7 various posts. It is up to each country to determine for itself 
° whether it will permit the taking of testimony within its 

° 


territory and under whatcircumstances it will permit the taking 
of such testimony. Letters rogatory are merely one form for 


taking of such testimony. There are many other forms. It is 
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up to the country in which the testimony is to be taken to 
determine in what form it wbx be taken and the courts in the 
country xx where the testimony is to be used to determine the 
acceptability of that form. The 1928 Havana Convention which he 
cited certainly has not supported the statement that testimony 
cannot be taken in the absence of such agreement. It merely 
agrees that letters rogatory will be the form. In the absence 


| of agreements, it is up to each country to decide for itself. | 


Za Mr. Wirin __|. 
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Mr. Wirin has been issued a passport at his request for the | | 


purpose of taking testimony in Wang's country . Whether Wang's 
government permits wirin to do so _ form it permits him 
to do so is entirely up to the decision of his authorities. It 
is not a matter in which the U.S. Government has responsibility. 
ll. Wang replied. "here exist two forms of judicial assistance 
between two countries. One of the forms is to proceed in 


accordance with international practice. The other is to proceed ~~ , 


not in accordance with international practice; one of the forms 


@ shows respect for the other country whereas the other form does 
5 not neu poepect. One of the sides has requested judicial assis- 
: tance from the other while at the same time it is not going to 
71 follow international practice in this regard. This cannot be 

. considered as showing respect for another country. Suppose an 

° 


official institution in China approaches a court of the U.S. 
He 
Government. 2m would presume the U.S. Government would not 


agree to this procedure. His side has already made clear that 
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they are ready and willing to consider the request made by the 
American court. But tiiis matter must be handled and settled in 
accordance with proper procedures in this respect. Since I 

had made it clear that the U.S. will not consider entering into 
an agreement to cooperate on this matter, it appears that on 
the cne hand the U.S. has made the request while on the other 
it refuses the acceptance of this request and its satisfaction. 


| He much regretted the failure to reach an agreement on a matte 


r 
on which | 


r- = 
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on which his authorities were first approached by an American ° 
inetd Gusion. It would appear that the U.S. Government has 
resolve 


made up its mind not to EESER¥E any issues between our two 


countries. He cannot but express regret and dissatisfaction. 


He wants to make clear that they will take steps to make known 


their position in this matter. 


\ 


12. Wang continued. I had just informed him of my transfer 
to a new post. He recalled that the peecent series of talks 
between us was started by the two of us and at one time was 
carried on by the Consuls General of our two governments in 
Geneva. Then, on the initiative of the U.S., the consular 
contacts were elevated to the present level of Ambassadors. - 


He rerretted that he had not been able to accomp lish the tasks 


of the United States 


and hopes entrusted to us by our peoples and governments. ‘One » 


thing on wnich he wanted to be clear following my transfer Nes 


nature ™ 
whether my government is going to ange Nome at Ambassadorial 


rank, 
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13. il replied. ‘There is no intent to change the nature of 


these talks. As 1 told him it is the desire of my government 


that they continue. lHowever, compelling reasons do not make it 


possible for us to designate a person of Ambassadorial rank 
at this time for this purpose. As he knows, Mr. Martin is a 


senior and experienced officer of our foreign service who as 


he knew, except for a brief interval, has been connected with 


| these talks from the beginning. He has the full confidence of 
a | 
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' | the U.S. Government and it is the opinion of the U.S. Govern- | |: | 


ment that he is best able to carry them on at this time, 




















ly. Wang replied. The purpose of his asking the question WAS. .5) Shy 
to clarify the nature of the talks and not an expression of ~ e ahs a 
opinion on any individual person. With regard to my information . ~ 
he was not in a position to make a reply but he had to report ; 
back to his government. He will consult witn his government 

and when any reply was received he would let me know. 


15. 1 suggestec that Mr. Lai or Mr. Chiu could address a letter 


to Mr. Martin at the Consulate General here. I added that 





Mr. Martin. 


— 

— 

- 

» 

© 

‘wv 

~ 

= 

m 

o 

. 

2s 

-S Mr. Martin is authorized to agree to a time and place for the 

m- WY 

> next meeting. 

=? to me es ee 
es 16, Wang replied that in any event he will communic ate/ the + ape 
as “ opinion of his government about arrangements for the next step. 
a 

£0 17. I commented that it might delay this as I might be leaving 
yu 

Ki shortly. 

" 18. Wang replied that they could communicate with me via 1 
~ 

‘V 

Vv 

a 


19. 1 stated that at the close of the meeting I was no longer 


the U.S. representative but that it was all right to address 


rome 


the letter to me)as long as Mr. Martin gets it. 
20. Wang replied that the important thing is that arrangements 


for these talks to continue is a matter to be decided by two 


not one party. 


16 SOT ARGUING THAT 2ONT a s, 
21. I stated that pe. was no argument/but that Martin is | | 


: 
sa our 
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22. Wmg replied. He wanted to make it clear that he was not es -& 
expressing an opinion on a person but that these talks at tage hints 
Ambassadorial rank had been raised from consular rank and Fas e3 
were known as Ambassadorial talks. Of-course he welcomed 2 
Mr. Martin's designation, but as he understood it, Mr. Martin ' il 
¢ had not been given the rank of Ambassador. In this respect - * rake 
‘ it involves a change in their nature and thus the talks cannot .-"-. » a 
, be considered as Ambassacorial talks. Again he wanted to #9 
® state it does not involve any personal opinion against Mr. 8 
a. Martin. He personally appreciates Mr. Martin's ability and = 
5 3 Mr, Martin certainly enjoys the U.S. Government's confidente. BS 
35 23x Nr. Martin is well informed on our problems. . | ae 
Ss 23. Wang continued that he wanted further clarification. We nee 
5° began with Ambassadors who had their advisers. Each team was oe 
3 headed by an Ambassador. Now that I was being transferred and my : 
; Mr. Martin desimated, the talks cannot be considered as 7. ‘ ‘i * 
: Ambassadorial but between advisers. : | a 
4 2. I asked whether we needed to raise the problem The talks | es 
were being continued between the representatives of the two + 
governments. As 1 told him previously, it was not possible ta 
to designate an Ambassador at this time. Re 
25. Wang replied. Ie recalled that our association began E Se 
after the talks aM 
in 1954. I would recall that/between us were instituted I ye, 
| was unable to continue. I agreed to designate an administrative ie 
d foam officer has its" | 
| CONFLDENTIAL “S 
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| officer to continue the contact. As 1 was aware the talks ee ay. 


on the same level. If there is any change in the level, it 


involves a change in the nature of talks and the nature of the 





problems to be settled f% will be influenced. The nature or ie): 
rank of diplomatic negotiations has a bearing on thoir ability . BS 
to resolve problems in negotiations. For instance, matters | as 
handled at the supreme level between heads of government cannot : 5 : 
be handled by foreign ministers. | pan: 


26. 1 stated that 1 thought it was up to each government as to 


the authority and competence it gives to each representative. 





Mr. Martin will be diplomatic representative. 


27. WK¢é Wang replied that he had to consult his government on 


4 


this matter and would give a reply when he had been informed, 
28. 


of the United States 


I stated that the reply, however, should be addressed 


to Mr. Martin at the Consulate. I added that there was the 


matter of a p ess announcement. If we could give a date, there 


would be less press speculation. We could give a date without 
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discussing the level. I would suggest "Representatives of the 


U.S. and the Peoples Republic of China will meet on January 9th". 


that is four weeks from today. if for any reason there is a 


change, that could subsequently be announced. 


29. Wang replied, should we make announcement along this 





line, "Ambassador Johnson has been given a new appointment. For 


tnis reason the present talks between the two countries are 


suspended. tlhe procedure for the future talks will subsequently | “s 


,  - be agreed | _ 
| CONFIDENTI AL 
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a be agreed between the two sides". | 


30. I stated that that presented a personal difficulty for me. 


He was the first to be told of my transfer. I1 had not yet 


informed the Bzechoslovak Government. I would prefer that a “ 


statement on the future of the talks wkkk be made. What Il 


had in mind was: “Ambassadors U. Alexis Johnson and Wang 


Ping-nan held their 73rd meeting today. They stated an Pt 


announcement would subsequently be made as to the date of the 


next meeting." 


RRx 31. 





When Wang appeared to demur at xjaz this, 1 suggested 


v 

= the substitution of xx "concerning" for "as to the date of". 

a a Ls 
° *« . ; - * . 
< 32. Wang agreed. ve ade es 
: —/ 
5\ f . 

Fa Ul A 

- American 

° 
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Letter No. 62 


Dear Ralph: 


This is my final letter from the Geneva Ambassa- 
dorial talks. 1 cannot say that from a@ personal stand- 
point I am sac as the last year, in particuler, hes 
been very sterile. However, 1 am sad that more has not 
been accomplished. 


As far as the future is concerned 1 feel that we may 
well be in for a long hiatus with their reply being that 
they stand ready to resume the talks at any time we 

( appoint an Ambassador, but that they see no purpose in 
meetings at a lower level. Frankly, I do not feel that 
they will feel any pressure to take action along the lines 


of releasing additional prisoners to persuade us to o 
resume at the Ambassadorial level. i think that their ct 
line will be that the sterility of our talks is an - 
argument for the Foreign Minister level meeting rather nN 
than for reducing the level below Ambassadors, = 

You, of course, know that they are extremely sen- “ 


sitive on the subject of corresponding levels and we 
can be sure that even if they do agree to resume with 
Martin they will be very careful also to appoint a First 
Secretary, to correspond with Ed's rank in London. This 
will, in fact, mean that their man will be considerably 
below Ed in competence and authority as Ed would normally 
be a Counselor in any post but one such as London. Thus 
4 any meetings Ed may have will be on an even more routine 
level than those I have been having. I think, for example, 
that they will refuse even to enter into any discussion 
whatever of matters such as renunciation of force. This 


was 
Ralph N. Clough, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Lepartment of State, 
Washington 25, D.C. 


SECRET 
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was foreshadowec by Wang's remarks today. 


In any event it was clear that at today's meeting 
Mertin's appointment was an eventuality for which they 
were in no way prepared. My main satisfaction from the 
meeting was that for the first time in two years i had 
the initiative with hin. 





I am sorry about the mix-up on the press geuidance 
telegrams. When I received 557 I thought thet was all 
there was and that I had better get our lines clear on 
press matters. Late that evening we received 556, long 
after I had sent out my messege to you. It turned out 
556 had been badly garbled in transmission and that they 
had been working all day to clear it. The press here are 
very unhappy with me but I am sticking to the line of 
no comment. Of course, with the upcoming NATO meeting 

in Paris and all the other news I don't think that the 
matter is going to make a very big splash any place. 


I felt a little bit at a loss to expand on the 
theme of why a judicial assistance agreement was "impos- 
sible and unnecessary" and hope that I did not say any 
of the wrong things. I was also somewhat at a loss to 
handle his emphasis on a U.S. Court having communicated 


with the PRC and tried to shift it back to the subject 
of Wirin. 





of the United States 


As a final note, my thanks anc appreciation to you, 
Dave anc the others in CA who have borne the brunt of 
the work of giving me such excellent backstopping. Give 


Walter Robertson my best and say that I am looking for- 
ward to seeing him soon. 
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Now signing off from Geneva. 


Sincere 







s Johnson 
Ambassador 


P.S. We have arranged with the Consulate here promptly 

to telegraph to Ed and the Department anything the 

Chicoms send over. Ed will write you directly about the 

future administrative matters mentioned in your last 

letter to me. Incidentally, Ekvall has never got paid for 
. that trip from France to here last summer. Can we not 

see that he gets paid before he leaves? / 


P.P.S. 
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PPS. I keep thinking of things. When I came here I was 

given $300 (Frs. 1285.50) to be used for representation and any 
other such purposes. This amount of francs was simply given 

te me through the Consulate disbursing officer and it is my 
uncerstanding that they required no accounting. There are 

Frs. 750.=- remaining. Rather than returning them with perhaps 
the necessity of again requesting some such fund I am turninz 
them over to Ed and if he doesn't use them he can turn them over 
to an Ambassador if one is again appointed. I1 have taken a 
receipt from Ed, of which I am enclosing a copy. If the 
Department wants anything else done with them he will, of 
course, do whatever he is instructed. 











in Foreign Relations 


of the United States 
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RECEIPT 


American Consulate General 
Geneva, Switzerland 


December 12, 1957 


Received from U. Alexis Johnson the sum 
of Swiss Francs 750.- representing official 
special funds of the United States Government 


for disbursement for approved official pure 
poses. 





crawin Ww. Martin 











December 12, 1957 


Dear General Moorman! 


It now appears that today may well be the 
last meetin; at which Lt. Col. Robert B. Ekvall 
will serve as interpreter for my talks with the 
Chinese Communists. Therefore, 1 desire to take 
advantece of this opportunity asain to express 
to you and to the United States Army my most 
sincere appreciation for your courtesy and cooperation 
in making Col. Ekvall available for this longisand 
arduous duty, as well as acain to express my high 
opinion of Col. Ekvall. i1 have most highly valued 
him not only as an exceptionally able interpreter 
but also for his advice on substantive matters. 

Ke has a keen and accurate sense of probable 
Chinese Communist reactions anc of their psychology 
which has been very helpful to me, I greatly 
regret thet he is required to retire from the Arny 
anc will thus no longer be available for tiis 
duty. 


ee ee ~~ 


of the United States 


cL +0'1 


—— Rm 


Sitv ad 


Sincerely yours, 
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Copy to: | U. Alexis Johnson 
American Ambassador 
Lept. of State 


Brigadier General FPF. M. Moorman, 
United States Army Attaché, 
American Lmbassy, 

58 bis, rue de Boetie, 
Peris, France. 
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- | Dear Ralovh: 
>. 
Oo . An idea has occurred to me which I am sure has undoubtcdly 
So | occurred to you or Dave now that the "Johnconevang talks" nave 
~ et come to an end after seventy-three meetincs and almost 23 
re years. This idea is that some sort of official recosnition 
cu; or award should be given Alex Johnson for a diplomatic feat 
oe wich, if not unique in history, is hard to parallel in the iM 
sec. annals of our country's diplomacy. The fact that Alex was o 
=” holding down a Chief of Mission job which had nothin> to do . 
Sin/ with the negotiations at Geneva makes his accomplishment N 
ae’ a *. the more noteworthy. The treisins back and forth from rrazuc 5 
so} to Geneva with all its attendant unsettling effects (which on 
£ I nave besun to apy reciate havins now done six months! om 
= commitins from London to Geneva)also incroased the difficultics = 
- of his more than ordinarily tousn nesotiatin; assi-nnent, 
a Of course I don't need to describe to you the serits of 
s 4 this particular case, I do feel, however, tnat some sort 
2 of an award or othor recocnition is not only hicshly merited 


by Alex, but vould ve the kind of thins which wv pula boost 
esorit in the Service at lar~ 


Sinceroly yours, 





Edwin “i. Martin 
First Secretary of nbass 


Raloh i, Clough, Ssquire, 
Direstor, Office of Chinese Affairs 
Department of State, 
\ Washin-ston, D.U. 
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American Embassy, 
London W.1, England. 
December 17, 1957 


OF: 





CTALeTNr ORMAL 
Wie iD 


COMP TDITIAL 








Dear Ralvh: 


We should probably wait to ses what response comes from 
Peinins on our latest move before deciding the question of 
"edvisers" which I raised in my last letter, and wnich you 
mentioned in your last letter to Alex. Nevertheless, I will 
give you my preliminary thinking, since I discussed it with 
Alex and he goes along with it. 


In the event that the Chic 


a- 


f0 


om sree to continue the 
talks with me as the United State a pie yt haa bd I think 
tney will do so only on the basis of "equality," meaning 
that they will appoint a person of First Secretary rank to 
meet with me. As Vang made it clear in his reaction last 
Thursday to our proposal (and as one would expect on the 
basis of Chicom behaviour in general), any talks conducted 
on a First Secretary level will be routine in the extreme. 
I can't imasine the Communists beins willing to discuss any 
policy question (e.7. renunciation of force) at that level; 
the best we could expect to get out of such talks woulc be 
information as to prisoners nd welfare, etc. and precious 
little of that. In these cir uustances, I would certainly 
question the need of an "adviser" of the caliber and rank 
of Dave Popper or Bob Rinden. Moreover, I feel (as does 
Alex) that assicnment of Dave Popper would put an undue 
strain on the Consulate General at Geneva. 


- 
7 
o 
» 


/Thus, if the 


Ralph WN. Clough, Esquire, 
Director, Office of Chinese Affairs, 
Department of State, 
Washington, D.C. 
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Tnus, if the Commnists do agree to go on with the 
talks with me and appoint someone of my level to carry this 
task out, I feel that, at least for the first meetings, I 
misht simply take Cameron LaClair with me to shuffle 
documents and Sue Gross for the purpose of keeping the 
record, and Dexter for interpreting---as well as Skvali, 
if the meeting is held in time. Alex agrees that the 
present system of havins LaClair take what approaches 
a verbatim transcrivt is a rather inefficient hangover 
from the original idea of keeping the talks on an informal 
basis, and there is no reason why Sue shouldn't do it. 


Wie were sorry not to have Dexter at the last meetings, 
since it appears unlikely there will be another in which 
he can overlap with Bob Skvall. Bob will be available 
only until January 15. However, he should have his present 


travel orders extended in case we do have a meeting before 
then. 


Sincerely, 


th 


Edwin W,. Martin 
First Secretary of Embassy 
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Se letter No, 1 ["] Dowrgrade to | 
: [_]-Review Again_ 
{ ie: lower +t -) Date / if f a 
Dear Ed: Sa 
: With Alex's departure as the American protagonist in tha Geneva 


discussions, I decided it would only be fitting to start a new letter 
series of which this is No, l. 


Judging from the length of time it is taking Peiping to reply to 
our proposal to shift the talxs down from the ambassadorial level, we 

| must have presented }hem with a difficult decision. They may react 

in one of three possible ways: (1) break off the talks entirely with a 
| violent blast at us; (2) inform us they desite to continue the talks 

| but only when we appoint an ambassador to meet with them or (3) agree 
to continue the meetings as proposed by us. The first alternative I 
consider very unlikely. The second however is quite possible and 
appears to be Alex's choice as the most provable. We have prepared a 
draft oress release for use in this eventuality and I enclose a copy. 

I should arvreciate any comments or chanzes you may sugrest. As you 
will see, the purpose of the release is to imply that the domeradinz 
of the talks resulted from our dissatisfaction with the Chinese Comrunist 
resvonse to our initiatives in the talks. At the same time we want 

to make clear that we are not breaking off the talks. That we have 
appointed an experienced officer to continue them and by not exnlicitly 
relating our action to failure of the Chinese Communists to do what we 
want them to, we leave the way open to appoint an ambassador whenever 
we consider it desirable to do so. 


of the United States 


ST’ d ZL 70T 
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It is possible that the Chinese Communists ray accent our >ronosal 
and apnoint someone to meet with you. It seems to re that the likelihood 
of this happening diminishes as time passes without a response from 
Peiping. 


_ <oneanllbiileneniineapsiniaiil 


It is probably premature as you sucgest in your letter of 
December 17 to decide the adviser question until we know what the 
Chinese Communist response is. If you feel that you could ranase with 
Cameron LaClair and Sue Gross that would of course sirplify ratters: 





Edwin ¥, Martin, “squire, 
First Secretary, 
American Embassy, 
| London. 


ew ee bo - Se ee ee —— ase 





administratively. I suppose it is true that at a lower than ambassadorial 
level, the Cormunists statements at the meetin;s are likely to be even 
more routine and predictable than they have been in the rest, 


Orders are beinr written for Dexter to heave for Geneva the first 
week in January. We hope by that time to know what Peiping intends to 
do. It would bo very awkward to have spent a year amd a half training 
Dexter as a Chinese interpreter just to have him assigned to Ceneva as 
a general service officer with no interpreting to do. We had such a 
i difficult time working out some way of assigning him to Geneva that we 
are reluctant to sugcest delay at this point for fear the arrancement 
might break dorm, 


I agrees entirely with your sugvestion that some sort of official 
recornition be extended to Alex for the unique contribution he has 
made at Ceneva to our diplomacy. I discussed the ratter with Sam Cilstrap 
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+ of FI/EIX who suggested a letter of commendation from the Secretary to 
ow w 
=< be followed by a recormendation to the Awards Committee for a superior 
eo service award, 
cz | | 
og Whether or not the Chinese Communists dacide to appoint someone to 
eet continue the Geneva tals with yeu, I aa sure you will be nleased to 
v= | know that lir, Rebertson has rreat confidence in vour ability to carry 
52 | on the discussions, and it was he who recommended to the Secretary 
e+ | | that you be selected for the job, 

ye 
- © + a ¥ 7 ty 
e | With best wishes for a happy New Year to yon and UmmaPose and the 
3 children, 
> Sincerely, 
VY 
Ww) | 
3 
o _ 
ra | Ralph ti, Clough 
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. DPAFT O“ISS PILAASE 
At the meeting in Ceneva with the Chinese Corrunist representative 
== en December 1°, irbessador Johnson inforsed hin thet he vas being transferre? 
= and that the United States Cover-rent tad desicmated his assistant, 2'r. 
aie y 
tdwin YH. }artin, af oreiem Cervice Cfficer assirnmed ts the Arerican ‘besr, 
n iordon, as the (mited States recresentative in the talks. “'r. Dartin 
| < : ‘ 


is a Chinese lancvuere ant area srecialistPmo wes a nerber of Anbassacor 
Deen's staff in the nesctiations sith the Chinese Cormuniste in derea in 
1953=oh,. He tack cart in ths convercations ith the Chinese Cos=unists in 
Teneva in 195) conecernins the Americans imprisened in Communist China cnd 
was arcassador Joinsen's advisor at the cutset of tie arbassaderial talis 


which becan in Ceneva, Ausust 1, 1955. Je xss served as Deprty Director of 





the Office of Chirese Affairs in ts Deartment cf State and ms actad aa 


ambessacer uchngen's assistant st the :eectines in Ceeva since culy, 1557 


> g if 





(en ee 


of the United States 


- 


22@ Chinese Cer=munists have announced thet they are umwillinre to 
continues the talzs exeact at the andassadorial level. The nt od States 


ia not srevared at this time to cesicmato an emvasszad-r for this ~urcse. 
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Towever, it shoul! be omrhasizged that the inited States is not breakin- 





Lalit, “Ye artin vill reet »ith a Ciinese Ccmrmmist representative 


at any sutually agreeutie tine, 
The ambassadorial level telio at Ceneva convened on arpust 1, 1°55, 
with the mission cf settlinc, first, the question af the rem of civilisns 


aid desiring to co 50, “hat seemed to Se a satisfactor~ solution was reacned on 


September 10, 195°, shen the Chinese Cossunisis publicly announced that tiey 


would take a>cronriate seastres to vernit Americans desiring te de se to return 





2> -- *® 
_ 2 > 4 ‘ . 
; er S il a « 
“= ~-is tae 
~ “== if 
- 


= ~2- 


"expeditiousiy" to the United Steies. Jew, nearly tuo ent a sal! ycara later, 
six ..rerieans are still i2id ty th: Chinese Commmists, Dr next 
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Gus 
tha tee Ameasacars took un vas the vatter <2? “A emunciation of forces 


The Chinese Corexmisis, shila stating thet tlwy cecept the princip 
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rencnctation Vf ferce, ssfused *o arrea that it fs withovt vreicdice to the 
richt of individval and collactive self deforse ard that it i 
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to “ne -aitum area. (For the nest -sarcmla wll, the Chinese Communisis 
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far from the Norcen hostilities, a7 well as em sther \rertcan rersensel -dssin 
in sr near Chinesa Comnmist territer: of wnom 19 communists “ave any 
eneeile:bce, ia SMirrse Scvomintat recresen ative 3 net “mir reirsced t 
- PTHVLs SUC an Acca Ntings vt (as jected this scatter ag a wiiect so 
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